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Chronology  of  "  The  Parliamentary  Debates." 


THE  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  oontams  aU  that  can  be  collected  of  the  Legislative 
History  of  this  ooontry  from  the  Gonqnest  to  the  dose  of  the  XVlIIth  Century  (1803),  96  vols. 
The  chief  sonroes  whence  these  Debates  are  derived  are  the  Constitational  History,  24  vols.  ; 
Sir  Sinumds  lyEwes'  Journal ;  Debates  of  the  Commons  in  IV20  and  1021 ;  Chandler  and 
nmberiand's  Debates,  22  vols. ;  Grey's  Debates  of  the  Commons,  from  1667  to  1694, 10  vols. ; 
Almon's  Debates,  24  vols. ;  Debiett*s  Debates,  63  voU. ;  The  Hardwicke  Papers ;  IJebates  in 
Farlianient  by  Dr.  Johnson,  Ac,  &e. 

THE  PARLIABCENTARY  DEBATES  commence  with  the  year  1803,  and  the  contenta  are 
set  forth  in  the  following  Chnmological  Table  :— 


HISTORY. 
OONQTTBST  to  34  GEO.  IL-1066to  1760. 

VoL  1  to  15,  1  Will.  I.  to  34  Gbo.  II. 

1066-1760 

BEION  OF  GEOBOB  IIL-1760  to  1820. 

Vol.  15  to  35,  1  Oaa  III.  to  40  Gbo.  m. 

1760-1800 

(First  Paruamsnt.) 

VoL  36    41  Gbo.  IIL 1801 

—    36    42        —      1802 


(Fifth  Parliament.) 


(Sboond  Paruament.) 
VoL  36    42  Geo.  Ill 1802-3 


Pint  SerieM. 

(Sboond  FABUAURNT^^eanimued.) 

Vol.    1    &   2.. .44  Geo.  HI 1803^4 

_      3  to    5.. .45         —       1805 

_      6   A    7...46         —      1806 

(Third  Parlumsnt.) 
VoL     8&   9.. .47    Geo.  in. 1806-7 

(Fourth  Parliament.) 

VoL  9  to  11. ..48   Geo.  HI 1807-8 

_  12  — 14...49         —      1809 

_  15  — 17...50         —      1810 

_  18  — 20.. .51  —      ...  1810-11 

_  21— 23.. .52         —       1812 


Vol. 

24  to  26.. .53  Geo.  IIL  ...  1812-13 

^_ 

27  &  28... 54 

—   ...  1813-14 

^— . 

29  to  31.  ..55 

—   ...  1814-15 

^~ 

32  —  34...56 

—   1816 

.^ 

35  &  36...57 

^   1817 

... 

37  —  38... 58 

—   1818 

(Sixth  Parliament.) 

VoL  39  &  40.. .59  Geo.  HI 1819 

—   41    60         —      ...  1819-20 


Second  SerleM. 


REIGN  OF  GEOBGB  IV.-1320  to  1830. 


(Seventh  Paruament.) 
VoL    1  to    3...  1  Geo.  IV.  


4  &    5...  2  — 

6—   7...  3  — 

8—    9...  4  — 

10—11...  5  - 

12  —  13...  6  — 

14  —  15...  7  — 


(Eighth  Paruament.) 

VoL  16  7  Geo.  IV.  .... 

—  17  8    —  .... 

—  18  &  19...  9    —  .... 

—  20— 21. ..10    —  .... 

—  22  to  25. ..11    — 

a  2 


1820 
1821 
1822 
1823 
1824 
1825^ 
1826 


1826 
1827 
1828 
1829 
1830 
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Third  SeWes. 
REIGN  OF  WILLIAM  IV.-1890  to  1837. 

(Ninth  Paruamsnt.) 
Vol.   1   to    3.  1  Will.  IV. 1830-1 

(Tenth  Parlubient.) 

Vol.    4  to    8...  2  Will.  IV.  1832 

—     9—  14...  3         —       1831 


(Eleventh  Parliament.) 

VoL  16  to  20..,  4  Will.  IV 

—  21  -i.26...  5        —      

(Twelfth  Parliament.) 

VoL  26  to  30...  6  Will.  IV 

_  31_  35...  7        —      

—  36-^  38.. •  o         —      ...... 


1833 
1834 


1835 
1836 
1837 


BB|ON  OF  V10TOBIA-18S7  to  1901. 

(Thirteenth  Paruament.) 

Vol.  39  to  44...  1  Victoria  ......1838 

—  45—  50...  2        —        1839 

_  51  —  55...  3        —        1840 

_  66  —  58...  4        —  (a)  1841 

(Fourteenth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  59    4  Victoria    (b)  1841 

—  60  to  65...  5  —        1842 

_  66—  71...  6  -  1843 

_  72—  76...  7  —        1844 

_  77  _  82...  8  —         1845 

—  83—  88...  9  —         1846 

«.  89— 94...  10  —  (a)  1847 

(FiFiESNTH  Parliament.) 

Vol.    95  10  Victoria     (b)  1847 

—  96  to  101. ..11    —    1848 

—  102— 107. ..12  —    1849 

—  108— 113.. .13  —    1850 

—  114— 118.. .14  —    1851 

—  119— 122.. .15  —  (a)  1852 

(Sixteenth  Paruament.) 

VoL  123    16  Victoria  (b)  1852 

—  124  to  129. ..16    —    1853 

—  130— 135.. .17    —    1854 

—  136— 139.. .18    —    1855 

—  140— 143.. .19    —    1856 

—  144  20    —  (a)  1857 


(Seventeenth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  145  to  147.. .20  Victoria     (b)  1857 

—  148— 151. .21        —        1858 

— .  152— 153.. .22        —  (a)  1859 

(Eighteenth  Parliament.) 

VoL  154  to  155.. .22  ViCTORU  (b)  1859 

—  156— 160...23  —    1860 

—  161  — 164...24  —    1861 

—  165— 168...25  —    1862 

—  169— 172.. .26  —    1863 

—  173— 176.. .27  —    1864 

—  177— 180.. .28  —    1865 

(NiNEisBNTH  Parliament.) 

VoL  181  to  184.. .29  ViCTORii. 1866 

—  185 —189.. .30        —        1867 

—  190— 193.. .31        —        ...1867-8 

(Twentieth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  194  to  198...32  ViCTOBU  ...  18689 

—  199— 203.. .33        —  1870 

—  204— 208.. .34        —  1871 

—  209— 213.. .35        —  1872 

—  214  — 217...36        —  1873 

(TwEHTT-FiBOT  Parliament.) 

Vol  218  to  221...37  ViClORU    1874 

—  222— 226...38  —        1875 

—  227— 231. ..39  —        1876 

-T  232— 236.. .40  —        1877 

—  237— 242.. .41  —        1878 

—  243— 249.. .42  —  ...1878-9 

—  250&251...43  —  (a)  1880 

(Twenty-Second  Parliament.) 

VoL  252  to  256... 43  Victoria     (b)  1880 

—  257— 265.. .44  —    1881 

—  266— 273...45  —  (a)  1882 

—  274  &  275.. .45  —  (b)  1882 

—  276  to 283.. .46  —    1883 

—  284— 292.. .47  —    1884 

—  293— 301. ..48  —  ...1884-5 

(Twenty-Third  Parliament.) 
VoL  302  to  307. ..49  Victoria     (a)  1886 

(Twenty-Fourth  Parliament.) 

VoL  308  &  309... 49  ViCTORU  (b)  1886 

—  310to321...50        —        1887 

—  322— 332.. .51         —        1888 

_   333— 340.. .52         —         1889 

_   341  _348...53        —         1890 

—  349— 356...54         -  ...18901 
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Pourib  Serie». 

(Twenty-Fourth  Paruambnt 
Vol.     1  to     6... 55  Yiotobia 


1892 


(Twenty-Fifth  Parliament.) 

Vol     7    56  Victoria 1892 

—  8  to  21. ..57        —        ...  1893-4 

—  22—  29...57        —        1894 

_     30—  35.. .58        —        1895 

(Twenty-Sixth  Paruabient.) 
VoL   36    59  Victoria  1895 


37  to  44... 59 
45—  52.. .60 
53  _  65.. .61 
66  —  76.. .62 

77    63 

78  —  83...63 
84  ...  63&64 
85—  87.. .64 


—  ...  1895-6 

—        1897 

—        1898 

—        1899 

—        1899 

—        1900 

1900 

—        1900 


.   (Twenty-Seventh  Parliament.) 
Vol.  88  64  VlClORU      1900 


BBIGN  OF  EDWARD  VII. 


(Twenty-Seventh  Parliament— coh^.) 


VoL  89  1  Edward  VII 

—  90  to  100  1  — 

—  101     ...    1  &  2  — 

—  102  to  117  2  — 

—  118  to  128  3  — 

—  129  to  140  4  — 

—  141  to  151  5  — 


..1901 
..1901 
..1902 
..1902 
..1903 
..1904 
..1905 


(Twenty-Eighth  PiRLiAMBNT.) 
Vol.  152  to  162    6  Edward  VII....I906 


fflS  MAJESTY'S  PRINCIPAL  OFFICERS 

OF  STATE,  Etc. 


SIR  HENRY  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN'S  FIRST  ADMINISTRATION, 

DECEMBER  1905. 


THE    CABINET. 

Prime  Miaiitor  and  First  Lord  of  the  Treaeary Rt.  Hon.  Sir  H.  Campbbll-Bankerman. 

Lord  Pretideiit  of  the  Council — r-Kt.  Hon.  the  Earl  of  Crbwe. 
Lord  Chanoelloi^^^»^t.  Hon.  Lord  Lorbburn. 

Chancellor  of  the  Sxdie^Qer Rt.  Hon.  H.  H.  AsQurru,  M.P. 

Secretaries  of  State 

Home  Department*'—- Rt.  Hon.  Herbert  J.  Gladstone,  M.P. 

Foreign  Affairs Rt.  ILmu  Sir  Edward  Qrey,  Bt.,  M.P. 

Colomal  Office Rt.  Hon.  Barl  of  Elgin. 

War  Offiue Rt  Hon.  R.  B.  Haldane,  M.P. 

India  Office— Rt.  Hon.  John  Morlet,  M.P. 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Twerdmouth. 

Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland Not  in  the  Gabinet. 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland Rt.  Hon.  Jambs  Bryce,  M.P. 

Lord  Privy  Seal Most.  Hon  Marquess  of  RiFON. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Education Rt.  Hon.  A.  ButRELL,  M.P. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade Rt  Hon.  D.  LLOTl>43teOROE,  M.P. 

President  of  the  Local  Government  Board Rt  Hon.  Jouk  Burns,  M.P. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Affriculture— -Rt.  Hon.  Earl  Carrikgion. 

Postmaster-General Rt  Hon.  Sydney  Buxton,  M.P. 

Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Henry  Fowler,  M.P. 

The  Secretary  for  Scotland Rt.  Hon.  J.  Sinclair,  M.P. 

NOT    IN    THE    CABINET. 

Under  Secretary  of  State,  Foreign  Office Lord  FiTZMAURiCE. 

Under  Secretary  of  State,  Home  Office Herbert  Samuel,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Under  Secretary  of  Sute,  Colonial  Office Winston  Churchill,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Under  Secretary  of  State,  India  Office Rt  Hon.  J.  E.  Ellis,  M.P. 

Under  Secretary  of  State,  War  Office Rt  Hon.  Earl  of  Portsmouth. 

Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Treasury George  Whiteley,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Parliamentaiy  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Education Thoma»  Lough,  F.sq.,  M.P. 

Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty Rt.  Hon.  E.  Robertson,  M.P. 

Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade H.  £.  Kearley,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Local  Crovemment  Board Walter  KUNCIMAN,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury Reginald  McKenna,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office T.  R.  Buchanan,  Esq.,  M.P. 

(J.  A.  Pease,  Esq.,  M.P. 
J.  M.  F.  Fuller,  Esq.,  M.P. 
(Admiral  Sir  John  Fisher. 
Vice-Admiral  Sir  C.  C.  Drury. 
Captain  H.  B.  Jackson. 
Captain  F.  S.  Inglefield. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  WAft  [in  the  Cabinet], 
Lieut -General  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  LyttklTON. 
Lieut. -General  C.  W.  H.  Douglas. 
Lieut -General  Sir  W.  G.  Nicholson. 
Major-General  Sir  J.  W.  MURRAY. 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
The  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office. 
Secretary.    The  Permanent  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Colonel  Sir  E.  W.  D.  Ward). 

The  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty George  Lambert,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland Rt.  Hon.  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen. 

The  Lord  Advocate Thomas  Shaw,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster In  the  Cabinet 

Attorney-General J.  Lawson  Walton,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Solicitor-General W.  8.  Robson,  Esq^  M.P. 

Paymaster-General R.  K.  Causton,  Esq.,  M.P. 


Army  Council- 


HIS  MAJESTY^  PRINCIPAL  OBTIOERS  OP  STATE— (Con/.)      vil 

OTHER  OFFICERS  OF  STATK 

Lord  Steward Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Livebpool. 

Comptroller  of  the  Hotuehold ^The  Master  of  EuBANK,  M.P. 

Treasurer  of  the  Household— Sir  Edwabd  Strachby,  Bt.,  M.P. 

Lord  Chamborlaiii Rt.  Hon.  Viscount  AlTHOBP. 

Vice-Chamberlain ^WsNTWOBTH  BuAUMOirr,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Master  of  the  Horse— Rt  Hon.  Earl  of  Sbftok. 

Captain  Yeoman  of  the  Guard ^His  Grace  the  Duke  of  MancHESTEB. 

Earl  Gbanville. 

Earl  of  Gbanabd. 

Lord  Hamilton  of  Dalzbll. 
Lords-in- Waiting (  Lord  Acton. 

Lord  Denman. 

Lord  Colebbooke. 

.LordSlTFFIELD. 

Judge  Advooate-General— ^T.  MlLVAiN,  Esq.,  K.C. 

SCOTIAND. 

Seoretary  for  Scotland  and  Keeper  of  the  Great  Seal Rt.  Hon.  John  Sinclair. 

Lord  H&h  Constable— Earl  of  Ebbol. 

Lord  Fnvy  Seal 

Master  of  the  Household^— ^Dnke  of  Arotll,  K.T. 

Lord  High  Gommissioner Lord  CoLEBBOOKE. 

Lord  Clerk  Rnzister ^His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Moktbose,  K.T. 

Lord  Justice  General 

Lord  Advocate ^Rt.  Hon.  Thomas  Shaw,  K.C. 

Lord  Justice  Clerk Rt.  Hon.  Lord  KmsBUBOH,  C.B. 

Solicitor-General Alexandeb  Ube,  Esq.,  K.C. 

Register  General  and  Deputy  Keeper  Great  Seal— Sir  Staib  Agnew,  K.C.H, 
Commanding  Forces- Lt.-Gen.  E.  P.  Leach,  C.B.,  C.V.O. 

IRELAND. 

Lord-Lieutenant— ^Earl  of  Abebdeen,  G.C.M.G. 

Chief  SecreUry  and  Keeper  of  Privy  Seal Rt.  Hon.  James  Bbyce,  M.P. 

Under  Secretary ^Rt.  Hon.  Sir  A.  Macdonnell,G.C.S.I.,  K. C.V.O. 

Private  Secretaries Lord  Hebschell  and  WALTEft  Callan,  E-q. 

State  Steward  and  Chamberlain ^Viscount  Hawkesbuby,  M.  V.O. 

Controller  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant's  Household ^Viscount  Powebscoubt,  M.V.O. 

Lord  Chancellor ^Lord  Justice  Walkeb. 

Attorney-General ^Rt.  Hon.  R.  R.  Chebbt,  K.C. 

Solicitor-General ^Redmond  Babby,  Esq.,  K.C. 

Commanding  the  Forces Gen.  Lord  Gbenpell,  G.C.B.,  G.C.M.G. 


[  vui  ] 

PRINCIPAL  OFFICERS  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 

Chainnan  of  Committeea Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Onslow. 

Clerk  of  Padianente Sir  Hsnbt  J.  L.  Gkaham,  K.G.K 

Depaty  Oerk  of  FarliamenU  (Qerk  Asststant) Hob.  K  P.  Tmumwk,  G.B. 

RMdiiiff-Glerk  and  Clerk  of  Ontdoor  Committeea Bpwakd  Hall  ALDisaoN,  Biq. 

Comisef  to  the  Chairman  of  CoBMDittoea       AiiMar  G&at,  Esq. 

Chief  Clerk  and  Clerk  of  Pablio  Biile A.  Hasruov,  QIri. 

Senior  Glerka 

Principal   Clerk,   Judicial   Departmest,    and   Taxing   Qfllcer  of  Judicial   Coets J.    F. 

Skene,  Esq. 

Clerk  of  the  Journals W.  A.  Leigh,  Esq. 

Principal  Clerk  of  Private  Committees -3,  F.  SmoNS  JEVNBy  Esq. 

Peers' Printed  Paper  Office C.  L.  Anstbuther,  Esq. 

W.  H.  Hamilton  Gobdon,  Esq. 
Other  Clerks Hon.  A.  McDonnell  ;  A.  H.  Robinson,  Esq.  (Clerk  of  Private  Bills) ;  H.  P. 

St.  John,  Esq. ;  V.  M.  Biddulph,  Esq. ;  Hon.  E.  A.  Stonob  ;  H.  J.  F.  Badelet,  Esq.  ; 

C.  Headijlm,  Esq. ;  J.  B.  Hotbam,  Esq.  ;   E.  C.  Vioobs,  Esq. ;  A.  Tennyson,  Esq.  ;  and 

G.  D.  LuABD,  Esq. 

Receiver  of  Fees  and  Accountant T.  A.  Coubt,  Esq. 

Copyists Mr.  H.  P.  Nobbis  and  Mr.  R.  A.  Coubt. 

Messensers Messrs.   A.  A.  Wobfell,  C.   E.  Chizlett,  A.    N.  Stoll,   J.  W.  F.    Locke, 

J.  McMillan,  G.  Bennett,  G.  T.  Philip. 

Librarian ^Edmund  Gosse,  fisd.,  LL.D. 

Assistant  Librarian A.  H.  M.  Butleb. 

Attendant Mr.  W.  Wobfell. 

Examiners  for  Standing  Orders 0.  W.  Campion,  Esq. ;  J.  F.  Stmons  jEUNEt  Esq.  ;  Clerk 

Gentleman  Usher  of  the  BladkRod ^Admiral  Sir  F.  H.  Stephenson,  G.C.V.0.«  K.C.a 

Yeoman  Usher-- — Captain  T.  D.  Bittleb,  M.V.O. 

Serjeant-at-Arms Lt.-CoL  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Fleetwood  L  Edwards,  G.C.V.O.,  K.O.B. 

Deputy  Serjeant-at-Arms- — S.  Hand,  Esq. 
Resident  Superintenden(r— ^.  K.  Williams,  Es^ 

Shorthand  Writer ^W.  H.  Gurney  Salter,  Esq. 

Principal  Doorkeepers Messrs.  W.  Chandler,  E.  Fox,  F.  Holman. 

First  Class  Assistants ^Messrs.  C.  Walker,  J.  Hbdlet,  J.  Lane,  B.  Gallop. 

Second  Class  Assistants Messrs.  H.  B.  Stretbns,  G.  W.  Cross,  W.  Htopp. 
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with  Amendments,  and  with  an  Amended  Title. 

^        Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  288.] 
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SGnnenviQfi)  ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ••         .. 
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[Mr.  Emmott  (Oldham)  in  the  unair.j 

Navy  Estimates,  1906-7. 

\  £2,407,600,  Shipbuilding,  Bepairs,  Maintenance,  ete.'^Peftionnd. 
The  Secretary  to  the-AdmiraUy  {Mr.  Edmitnd  Robertson,  Dundee) . . 

Mr,  Arthur  Lee  {Hampehire,  Fareham) 

Mr,  Keir  Hardie  {Merthyr  TydvU) 

Mr.  Lambton  {Durhamt  S,E.) 

Mr.  Beauchamp  (Suffolkt  Lowestoft) 

Captain  Hervey  (Bury  St.  Edmunds) 

Mr.  Bramsdon  (Portsmouth) 

Mr.  Courtney  Warner  (Staffordshire,  Lichfield) 

Mr.  Bellairs  (Lynn  Regis) 

Mr.  Bowles  (Lambeth,  Norwood) 

Mr.  Bright  (Oldham)  

Mr.  0,  C.  Philipps  (Pembroke  and  Haverfordwest) 
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Sir  Alfred  Thomas  {Glamorganshire^  B,) 103 

Mr,  Maddison  (BurtUey)  104 

Mr,  A,  J.  Balfour  {City  of  London)  106 

The  Prime  Minister  and  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  {Sir  H,  Campbell- 
man,  Stirling  Burghs) 114 

Vote  agreed  to. 

2.  £2,827,200,  Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  Maintenance,  etc. — Material. 

3.  £8,588,400,  Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  Maintenance,  etc. — Contract  Work. 

4.  £2,986,000,  Naval  Armaments. 

5.  £351,500,  Admiralty  Office. 
Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Civil  Skbviobs  and  Rbvbnob  Departments  (Supplbicbntary)  Estimates,  l906-'i 
— Class  IV. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  ex- 
ceeding £200,000,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  defray  the  charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March,  1907,  for  Grants  towards  Ejipenditure  on  Public  Elementary 
Schools  in  England  and  Wales." 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''  That  the  Chairman  do  report 
Progress ;  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr,  Whiteley) — put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;  Committee  also  repoft  Pro- 
gress;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next       .,         •     111) 

Tnde  Dispates  BilL 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
[Mr.  Emmott  (Oldham)  in  the  Chair/J  ]     , 
Clause  L 

Mr,  Bouies  (LamheUi^  Norwood) ,         ...  ..   '     .      120 

Amendment  proposed-* 

••  In  page  1,  line  9,  to  leave  out  the  words  •  oonlemplation  w.'  "*— 

QMBtkNi  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  bejlsft  oat  stand  part  of  the* 
Clause* 

^—      — . 
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The  AUorney-Oeneral  (Sir  John  Walton,  Leeds,  S,) 

Sir  E,  Carson  (DuUin  University) 

Sir  Charles  Dilke  (Oloucestershire,  Forest  of  Dean) 

Sir  E,  Carson 

Mr.  Havdoch  Wilson  (Middlesbrough) 

Sir  Frederick  Banbury  (City  of  London) 

Mr,  Paul  (Northampton)     .. 

Mr.  Hills  (Durham) 

Mr.  Parkes  (Birmingham,  Central) 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  319  ;  Noes,  48.    (Division  List,  No.  279.) 

Mr.  ClavM  Salter  (Hants,  Basingstoke) 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  page  1,  line  10,  after  the  word  *  dispute,'  to  insert  the  words 
'  between  employers  and  workmen,'  " — (Mr.  Salter.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  John  Walton 

Sir  E.  Carson 

Mr.  Lyttdton  (St.  George's,  Hanover  Square) 

Mr.  Larnbton  (Durham,  S.E.) 

Mr.  Rufus  Isaacs  (Reading) 

Mr.  Bonar  Law  (Camberwell,  Dulwich)    . . 

Mr.  Clement  Edwards  (Denbigh  District) 

Mr.  Clavell  Salter 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :    Ayes,  42  ;  Noes,  326.    (Division  List  No.  280.) 

Lord  R.  Cecil  (Marylebone,  E.) 

« 

Amendment  proposed — 

'•  In  page  1,  line  10,  after  the  word  *  dispute,'  to  icsert  the  words 
*  for  the  purpose  of  lawful  gain  or  the  enjoyment  of  lawful  right.'  " — 
(Lord  Robert  Cecil,) 

Sir  John  Walton 

Sir  Francis  Powell  ( Wigan) 

Sir  Frederick  Banbury 

ijora  tt.  K/Scu  . »         ••         ..         ..         *.         ..         .•         •• 
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133 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sir  Frederick  Banbury 
Amendment  proposed — ^ 


137 


V 


140 
141 
143 
144 
144 
147 
148 
149 


156 


156 
157 
158 
159 


..  161 


'*  In  page  1,  line  10,  after  the  word '  dispute,'  to  insert  the  words  *  as 
to  wages  01  other  conditions  of  labour.'  ^]'--{Sir  Frederick  Banbury,) 


TABLE  OF   CONTENTS,  xrf 

JMfy  27.]  Pa;fe 

Mr.  Stuart  WorOey  (She^M,  Hallam) 161 

Sir  John  Walton  .  •         . .         162 

hofa  R»  Cecil  ..         tt         ••         ••         ••         ••         * •        ••     1^^ 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes,  30  ;    Noes,  280.    (Division  List  No.  281.) 

Sir  Frederick  Banbury        ••         ••     165 

Amendment  proposed^- 

**  In  page  1,  line  10,  after  the  word  *  actionable,'  to  insert  the  words 
*  unless  damage  has  been  caused  or.'  " — (Sir  Frederick  Banbury,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  John  Walton       167 

Sir  E,  Carson  . .         . .         . .  . .  . .     167 

Jvf«  Bowies     .«         ••         ••         ..         ..         .•         ••  ••     loo 

Question  put  and  negatived. 

Mr.  AtherleyJones  {Durliam^  X.W.)       168 

Amendment  proposed — 

''  In  page  1,  line  12,  to  leave  out  ^the  words  *  actionable  as  a  tort/ 
and  to  insert  the  words  *  a  criminal  ofEence.*  " — {Mr.  Atherley-Jones.)} 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word  '  actionable  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Sir  J.  Walton  170 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  Bowles 172 

Amendment  proposed. 

*' In  page  1,  line  12,  at  end,  to  insert  the  words  *  provided  always 
that  nothing  in  this  section  shall  prevent  an  action  being  brought  in  re- 
spect of  an  act  done  in  pursuance  of  a  malicious  intention  to  injure 
another  person.'  '* — (Mr.  Bowles.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  Clause  1  st^ind  part  of  the  Bill." 

Lord  a.  Cecil  . .  . .  174 

Sit  J.  Walton  174 

Mr.  Rawlinson  (Cambridge  University) 176 

Sir  Frederick  Banbury        177 

Ifr.  Lyttdton  ,,  180 
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Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided— Ayes,  313 ;    Noes,  33.    (Division  List,  No.  282.) 

Mr.  Bowles ..         ..     183 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  1,  line  13,  after  the  word  *  persons,'  to  insert  the  words 
*  not  exceeding  three.'  " — (Mr.  Bowles,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  inserted." 


Sir  J.  Walton            _, 

.     187 

ViscourU  Tumour  (Sussex,  Horsham) 

.     187 

Mr.  Parkes  (Birmingham,  Central) 

Mr.  F.  E.  Smith  (Liverfod,   WaUon) 

Mr.  Shackleton  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe) 

Sir  E.  Carson           

.  188 
.  189 
.  195 
.     195 

Mr.  Evelyn  Cecil  (Aston  Manor) 

Sir  J.  Walton           

.  195 
.     196 

Mr.  Keir  Hardie  (Merthyr  TydvU) 

Sir  J,  Walton           

.  197 
.     198 

Sir  E,  Carson           

.     198 

Mr.  Rufus  Isaacs * 

.     199 

The  Attorney-General  rose  in  his  place  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the 
question  be  now  put." 

Question  put. 


Th)  Committee  divided': — Ayes,  319  ;  Noes,  49.  (Division  List  No.  283.) 

Quostion,  "  That  the  words  *  not  ezceedirg  threo  '  be  there  inserted,"  put 
accordingly,  and  negatived. 

Str  E,  Carson  . .         . .         . .         . .         . . 

The  Patronage  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  George  Whiteley,  Yorks.y 
W.R.,  Pudsey) 


203 
203 


Motion  made,  and  Question^  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress  ;  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — (Sir  Edward  Carson) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 


Adjournment, — Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn  until  To-morrow." — (Mr.  Whif'  ^  -^d^put,  aad  agreed  to. 


Adjourned  accordingly 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS :  SATURDAY,  28th  JULY,  1906. 
The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  Clock. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 


Perth  Oorooration  Oas  Order  Oonflrmation  Bill.—''  To  confirm  a  Provi- 

sioDal  Order  under  the  Private  Legislation  Procedure  (Scotland)  Act,  1899, 
relating  to  Perth  Corporation  Gkis,"  presented  by  Mr.  Sinclair,  and  ordered 
(under  Section  7  of  the  Act)  to  be  considered  upon  Monday  next. 

InTerclyde  Beqaett  Order  Oonflrmation  Bill.—"  To  confirm  a  Provisional 

Order  under  the  Private  Legislation  Procedure  (Scotland)  Act,  1899,  relating 
to  the  Liverclyde  Bequest,"  presented  by  Mr.  Sinclair,  and  ordered  (under 
Section  7  of  the  Act)  to  be  considered  upon  Monday  next 205 


PETITIONS. 

Bbttino  and  Gahbung. — Petition  from  West  Ham,  for  legislation ;  to  lie  upon 

vtie  Xable    ••         ••         .•         ..         ••         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..     Z\)o 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill. — Petitions  against :  From  Dedding- 

ton ;  and  Ossington ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  205 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill  (Religious  Teaching).— Petition  from 
Prestwich,  against  alteration  of  Law ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 205 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill. — Two  Petitions  from  St.  Helens,  for 

alteration  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 205 

Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Bill  [Lords]. — Petitions  from  Sunderland,  for  altera- 
tion ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 20^ 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

Local  Government  Board. — Copy  presented,  of  Thirty-fifth  Annual  Report  of 

the  Local  Government  Board,  1905-6  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table    205 

Metropolitan  Water  Board. — Copy  presented,  of  Second  Annual  Report  of  the 
Metropolitan  Water  Board  for  the  year  ending  31st  March,  1905  [by  Act] ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table 205 

Alkau,  Etc.,  Works  Regulation  Acts,  1881  and  1892. — Copy  presented,  of 
Forty-second  Annual  Report  on  Alkali,  etc.,  Works  by  the  Chief  Inspector, 
being  for  1905  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  289]    205 

Factory  and  Workshops  Acts  (Period  of  Employment). — Copy  presented,  of 
Order  dated  24th  July,  1906,  made  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  in  pursuance  of  Section  36  of  the  Factory  and  Workshop  Act, 
1901,  revoking  an  Order  of  the  12th  January,  1884,  and  granting  a  special 
exception  as  regards  the  period  of  employment  of  women  and  young  persons 
in  Factories  in  the  county  of  London,  in  which  letterpress  bookbinding  is 
carried  on  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table         . ,         . .         205 
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Viscount  Moleswobth. — Petition  of  Oeorge  Bagot,  ViBcount  Molesworth  and 
Baron  Phillipstown,  in  the  Peerage  of  Lreland,  claiming  a  right  to  vote  at 
the  elections  of  Representative  Peers  for  Ireland ;  read,  and  referred  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  to  consider  and  report  thereupon  to  the  House  . . 
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St.  PancraB  Baotricity  Bill — The  King's  consent  signified  ;    Bill  read  3'', 

with  the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons    . .  3 


Hackney  Electricity  Bill ;  London  County  Council  (Money)  Bill ;  South 
Lincolnshire  Water  Bill ;  Hampstead  Cktidea  Suburb  Bill. — Read  3'', 
with  the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned  to  Hkb  Commons  1 

Poole  Corporation  Water  Bill.— Read  3",  with  the  Amendments ;  farther 
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Orediton  Oas  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Kent  Electric  Power  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Truro  Gas  Bill 
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JosticeB  of  the  Peace  (No.  2)  Bill ;  Rochester,  Chatham,  and  Strood  Gas 
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Paislev  Oas  and  Water  Provisional  Order  Bill.— Read  3''  (according  to 

order),  and  passed  . »         2 

Local  Ctoyemment  Provisional  Orders  (Oas)  BllL— Amendments  reporte  1 

(according  to  order),  and  Bill  to  be  read  3»  on  Monday  next 2 
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Bills  of  Exehange  Act  (1882)  Amendment  Bill— House  in  Committee 

(according  to  order) ;   Bill  reported  without  Amendment ;  Standing  Com- 
mittee negatived  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next ^ 


Isle  of  Man  (Onstoms)  Bill  —Bead  2*"   (according  to  order) ;    Committee 

negatived  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3»  on  Monday  next 4 

Shipbuilding  Progbammc. 

Earl  Cawdor 4 

The  First  Lord  of  tJie  Adm  iraUy  (Lord  Tweedmouth)        4 

Reuoious  Instruction  in  Council  Schools. 

The  Lord  President  of  the  Council  (The  Earl  of  Crewe) 5 

The  Lord  Archbishoj>  of  Canterbury 6 
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The  Earl  of  Lytton     .. 

Eari  Beauchatnp 

Lord  Ashbourne 

The  Lord  Archbishop  of  Canterbury 

The  Earl  of  Plymouth 

Lord  Ribblesdale 

Viscount  Ridley 

Lord  Burghdere 
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24 
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FertUiien  and  Feeding  Stnffii 

for  the  Second  Beading  read. 


[Second  Readino]. — Order  of  the  Day  j 


The  President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  and  Fisheries  (Earl  Carrington)^  ^  2S 


Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*  "— (^arf  Carrington). 


Lord  Burghdere 


w  • 


On  Question,  Bill  read  2*,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next.  1^ 


Open  Spaces  Bil 

Reading  read. 


m 


Earl  Carrington 


•  • 


Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*."— (^«»^  Carrington.) 

The  Chairman  of  Commiitees  (The  Earl  of  Onslow) 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2*  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

Oronnd  Oame  BilL — Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Reading  read. 


Lord  Burghdere 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3\''^(Lord  Burghdere.) 

On  Question,  Bill  read  3*  with  the  Amendments. 

Lord  Hamilton  of  DalzeU 

Amendment  moved — 


•  • 


21> 


30 


31 


31 


32 


"  In  page  1,  line  11,  after  the  word  '  shall '  to  insert  the  words 
'  without  prejudice  to  his  existing  rights  under  that  Act.' " — (Lord 
Hamilton  of  Dalzell.) 


On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
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Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  do  pass." — {Lord  Burghdere.) 

The  Earl  of  Galloway  . . 
Lord  Burghdere 

On  Question,  Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 
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Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill  [Second  Reading]. — Order  of  the  Day  for    the 
Second  Reading  read. 

jjora JLjevwiiWLww  .^         ••         ..         *•         ..         ••         ••         ••         •• 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  read  2*."— (Zord  Denman,) 

Lord  Ashbourne 
Lord  Clonbroeh 
The  Earl  of  Dunraven 
The  Earl  of  Arran 
The  Earl  of  Mayo 
The  Earl  of  Crewe     . . 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2^,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

Dogs  Bill  [Second  Reading]. — Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading 
read. 


Earl  Carrif^gion . .         ..         ..         ..         ••         .,         ••         ••       54 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»."— (£arf  Carrington.) 

The  Earl  of  Onslow , . 
The  Earl  of  Mayo     . . 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2%  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  Twenty  minutes  before  Eight  o'clock,  to 
Monday  next,  a  quarter  before  Eleven  o'clock. 
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PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 
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and  Edmonton  Gas  Bill. — Lords  Amendments  considered,  and  agreed  to  . . 


57 


Folkestone,  Sandgate,  and  Hythe  Tramways 

third  time,  and  passed,  with  Amendments 


[Lords]. — Read  the 


57 
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Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided— Ayes,  313  ;    Noes,  33.    (Division  List,  No.  282.) 


Page 


Mr.  Bowles     .. 


•  • 


..     183 


Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  1,  line  13,  after  the  word  *  persons,'  to  insert  the  words 
*  not  exceeding  three.'  " — (iff.  Bwdes,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  inserted." 


Sir  J.   Walton            ^ 

.     187 

Viscount  Tumour  {Sussex,  Horsham) 

.     187 

Mr.  Parkes  {Birmit^hamy  Central) 

.     188 

Mr.  F.  E.  Smith  {Liverpool,   Walton) 

.     189 

Mr.  Shackleton  {Lancashire,  Clitheroe) 

.     193 

Sir  E.  Carson           

.     195 

Mr.  Evelyn  Cecil  {Aston  Manor) 

.     195 

Sir  J.   Walton           

.     196 

Mr.  Keir  Hardie  {Merthyr  TydvU) 

.     197 

Sir  J,   Walton            

.     198 

Sir  E.  Carson           

.     198 

Mr.  Rufus  Isaacs • 

.     199 

The  Attorney-General  rose  in  his  place  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the 
question  be  now  put." 


Question  put. 

Th3  Committee  divided':— Ayes,  319  ;  Noes,  49.  (Division  List  No.  283.) 

Quostion,  "  That  the  words  *  not  exceedii  g  threo  '  be  there  mserted,"  put 
accordingly,  and  negatived. 

Sir  E,  Carson           . .         . .         • .         . .         , .         . . 
The  Patronage  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  {Mr.  George  Whiteley,  Yorks., 
W.R.,  Pudsey)  


203 
203 


Motion  made,  and  Question,  '*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress  ;  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Sir  Edward  Carson) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Adjournment, — Motion  made,  and  Question,  '*  That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn  until  To-morrow." — {Mr.  Whiteley) — put,  and  agreed  to. 


Adjourned  accordingly  at  five  minutes  beiore  Eleven  o'clock. 
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Sir  Alfred  ThofiMs  (Glamorganshire,  B,) 103 

Mr,  Maddison  (BurtUey)  104 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  {City  of  London)  106 

The  Prime  Minister  and  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  {Sir  H,  Campbell- 
man,  Stirling  Burghs) 114 

Vote  agreed  to. 

2.  £2,827,200,  Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  Maintenance,  etc. — Material. 

3.  £8,588,400,  Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  Maintenance,  etc. — Contract  Work. 

4.  £2,986,000,  Naval  Armaments. 

5.  £351,500,  Admiralty  Office. 
Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Civil  Sbbvioes  and  Rbvbnob  Departments  (Supplbicbntart)  Estimates,  1906.V 
— Class  IV. 

^Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  ex- 
ceeding £200,000,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  defray  the  charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March,  1907,  for  Grants  towards  Expenditure  on  Public  Elementary 

Schools  in  England  and  Wales." 

I 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''  That  the  Chairman  do  report 
Progress ;  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,'' — {Mr.  Whiteley) — put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;  Committee  also  repoft  Pro- 
gress;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next       .»         119 

Trade  Difpates  BilL 

Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Emmott  (Oldham)  in  the  Chair/J  ]     ; 

1 
Clause  1. 

Mr.  Bowles  {Lambeth^  Norwood) ,         ...  ,   '     ,      120 

Amendment  proposed -« 

••  In  page  1,  line  9,  to  leave  out  the  words  •  oonlemplation  vr/  "'— 
(Mr.  Bowles.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  bepeft  out  stand  part:  of  the^ 
clause. 

6  2 
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Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided— Ayes,  313  ;    Noes,  33.    (Division  List,  No.  282.) 

Mr,  Botdes 1®^ 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  1,  line  13,  after  the  word  *  persons,'  to  insert  the  words 
*  not  exceeding  three.'  " — (iff.  Botdes.) 

« 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  inserted." 


• « 


Sir  J.  Walton  ., 

Viscount  Tumour  {Sussex,  Horsham) 

Mr.  Parkes  {Birmingham,  Central) 

Mr.  F.  E.  Smith  {Liverpool,  Walton) 

Mr.  Shackleton  {Lancashire,  Clitheroe) 

Sir  E,  Carson 

Mr.  Evdyn  Cecil  {Aston  Manor) 

Sir  J.  Walton  

Mr.  Keir  Hardie  {Merthyr  Tydvil) 

Sir  J.  Walton  

Sir  E.  Carson 
Mr.  Rufus  Isaacs 


9     • 


187 
187 
188 
189 
193 
195 
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198 
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199 


The  Attorney-General  rose  in  his  place  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the 
question  be  now  put." 

Question  put. 

Th)  Committee  divided-:— Ayes,  319  ;  Noes,  49.  (Division  List  No.  283.) 

Quostion,  "  That  the  words  *  not  exceodirg  threo  '  be  there  inserted,"  put 
accordingly,  and  negatived. 


Sir  E,  Carson 


..     203 


The  Patronage  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  {Mr.  George  Whiteky,  Yorks.y 


W.R.,  Pudsey) 


..     203 


Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress  ;  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Sir  Edward  Carson) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Adjournment, — Motion  made,  and  Question,  **  That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn  until  To-morrow." — {Mr.  Whitdey) — put,  and  agreed  to. 


Adjourned  accordingly  at  five  minutes  beiore  Eleven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS :  SATURDAY,  28th  JULY,  1906. 
The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  Clock. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


Perth  Ctorooration  Gas  Order  Oonflrmation  Bill.—"  To  confirm  a  Provi- 
sional Order  under  the  Private  Legislation  Procedure  (Scotland)  Act,  1899, 
relating  to  Perth  Corporation  Gkis,"  presented  by  Mr.  Sinclair,  and  ordered 
(under  Section  7  of  the  Act)  to  be  considered  upon  Monday  next. 

Inverclyde  Beqaett  Order  Oonflrmation  Bill.—''  To  confirm  a  Provisional 

Order  under  the  Private  Legislation  Procedure  (Scotland)  Act,  1899,  relating 
to  the  Inverclyde  Bequest,"  presented  by  Mr.  Sinclair,  and  ordered  (under 
Section  7  of  the  Act)  to  be  considered  upon  Monday  next 205 


PETITIONS. 

Bbttino  and  Gambuno. — Petition  from  West  Ham,  for  legislation ;  to  lie  upon 
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RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

Local  Government  Board. — Copy  presented,  of  Thirty-fifth  Annual  Report  of 

the  Local  Government  Board,  1905-6  fby  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table    205 

Metropolitan  Water  Board. — Copy  presented,  of  Second  Annual  Report  of  the 
Metropolitan  Water  Board  for  the  year  ending  31st  March,  1905  [by  Act] ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table 205 

Alkali,  Etc.,  Works  Regulation  Acts,  1881  and  1892. — Copy  presented,  of 
Forty-second  Annual  Report  on  Alkali,  etc.,  Works  by  the  Chief  Inspector, 
being  for  1905  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  289]    205 

Factory  and  Workshops  Acts  (Period  op  Employment). — Copy  presented,  of 
Order  dated  24th  July,  1906,  made  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  in  pursuance  of  Section  36  of  the  Factory  and  Workshop  Act, 
1901,  revoking  an  Order  of  the  12th  January,  1884,  and  granting  a  special 
exception  as  regards  the  period  of  employment  of  women  and  young  persons 
in  Factories  in  the  county  of  London,  in  which  letterpress  bookbinding  is 
carried  on  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table         . ,         . .         . .         . .         . .     205 
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Factory  and  Workshops  Acts  (Period  of  Employment). — Copy  presented,  of 
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Civil  Servants  (Retirement  at  the  Age  op  Sixty-Five). — Return  presented, 
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QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 
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Dundee) 208 
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Edmund    Robertson         208 
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New  War  Office. — Question,  Mr.  Claude  Hay ;  Answer,  The  Fir3t  Com- 
missioner of  Works  (Mr.  Harcourt,  Lancashire,  Rosscndale)  . .         . .         . .     218 

Victoria  Memorial. — Questions,  Mr.  Claude  Hay ;  Answers,  Mr.  Harcourt      . .     218 

Unproductive   Labour  in  Scottish  Prisons. — Question,  Mr.  Claude   Hay ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  Sinclair,  Forfarshire)         . .         . .     218 

German  Gipsies  in  Scotland. — Question,  Mr.  Mitchell-Thomson  ;    Answer, 
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DuBUN  Revaluation. — Question,  Mr.  Fetherstonhaugh  ;    Answer,  Mr.  Asquith    219 

Royal  Commissions. — Questions,  Mr.  Claude  Hay ;  Answers,  The  Prime 
Minister  and  First  Lord  of  the;^Trea8ury*(Sir  H.  Campbell-Bannerman,  Stir- 
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The  Stibbert  Bequest.— Questions,  Mr.  Claude  Hay ;    Answers,   Sir  H^ 

Campbell-Bannerman  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  220 

The    National    Gallery. — Question,    Mr.  Claude  Hay ;     Answer,  Sir  H. 
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Indo-Chinese  Opium  Traffic. — Questions,  Mr.  T.  L.  Corbett ;    Answers,  Sir  H. 

Campbell-Bannerman       ..         ..         ..         •^.         ••     221 

National  Galleries  of  Scotland  Bill — Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 


Mr,  GuUand  {Dumfries  Burghs) 
Mr,  Smeaton  (Stirlingshire) 

Amendment  proposed — 

;  "To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That '  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in 

order  to  add  the  words  '  this  House  regrets  that  this  Bill  does  not  follow 
the  recommendation  of  the  Departmental  Committee  of  1903  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  representative  rather  than  a  nominated  Board.' " — {Mr. 
GuUand) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr,  Munro  Ferguson  {Leilh  Burghs) 
Sir  John  Tuhe  {Edivhurgh  and  St,  Andrew^ s  Universities) 
Mr,  Akers-Douglas  {Kenty  St.  Augustine* s) 
The  Secretary  for  Scotland  {Mr,  Sinclair,  Forfarshire) 
Mr,  Butcher  {Cambridge  University) 
Mr.  Cromhie  {Kincardineshire) 
Lord  Balcarres  {Lancashire,  Chorley) 
Mr,  Pirie  {Aberdeen,  N.)    .. 
Mr,  R,  Duncan  {Lanarkshire,  Govan) 
Mr.  Boland  {Kerry,  S.) 
Mr.  Mitchell-Thomson  {Lanarkshire,  N.W.) 
Mr.  J,  M,  Henderson  {Aberdeenshire,  W.) 
Mr.  Cochrane  {Ayrshire,  N.) 
Mr.  A.  Dewar  {Edinburgh,  S.) 
Mr.  Morton  {Sutherland)     .. 
Sir  Henry  Craik  {Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  University) 
Mr.  Claude  Hay  {Shoreditch,  Hoxton) 
:    Mr.  Beale  {Ayrshire,  S.) 

v^uestion'put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to«. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  tor  Tuesday,  23rd^October. 

Small  Landholders  (Scotland)  Bill. 
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Mr.  Sinclair 
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Motion  made  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  leave  be  given  to  introduce  a 
Bill  to  encourage  the  formation  of  small  agricultural  holdings  and  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  tenure  of  such  holdings  (including 
crofters*  holdings)  in  Scotland  ;  and  for  other  purposes  connected  there- 
with."— {Mr.  Sinclair.) 


•  • 


Mr.  Cochrane  {Ayrshire,  N,) 

Mr.  Weir  {Ross  and  Cromarty) 

Mr.  Cathcart  Wason  {Orkney  and  Shetland) 

Mr.  Munro  Ferguson  {Leith  Burghs) 

Mr.  Morton  {SutheHandshire) 

Mr.  R.  L.  Harmsworth  {Caithntss-shire) 

Mr.  Ainsworth  {Argyllshire) 

Mr.  WUkie  {Dundee) 

Mr.  Halley  Stewart  {Greenock) 

Mr.  MoUeno  {Dumfrieshire) 


266 
270 

271 

272 

274 
275 

275 
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277 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  ba  brought  in  by  Mr.  Sinclair  and  the  Lord- Advocal  e. 

Small  Landholders  (Scotland)  Bill. — ''  To  encourage  the  formation  of  small 
agricultural  holdings  and  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  tenure  ol  such 
holdings  (including  crofters'  holdings)  in  Scotland  ;  and  for  other  purposes  con- 
nected therewith,"  presented  accordingly,  and  read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read 
a  second  time  upon  Tuesday,  23rd  October,  and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  332.] 

Fatal  Accidents  and  Sadden  Deaths  Inquiry  (Scotland)  Bill.— As 

amended  (by  Standing  Committee),  considered. 
New  clause — 


*'  Where  upon  the  report  ot  the  procurator  fiscal  in  regard  to  any 
fatal  accident  to  which  The  Fatal  Accidents  Inquiry  (Scotland)  Act, 
1805,  applies,  the  Lord- Advocate  shall  be  satisfied  that  all  the  facts  have 
been  ascertained,  and  that  a  public  inquiry  could  serve  no  useful  purpose   . 
and  has  not  been  requested  by  any  relative  of  the  deceased  or  other  party 
interested,  he  may  direct  the  procurator-fiscal  that  it  is  unnecessary  to 
apply  for  a  public  inquiry,  and  in  such  case  no  public  inquiry  shall  bo 
held.    Section  4  of  this  Act  shall  not  apply  in  the  case  of  any  fatal  acci-.  ^ 
dent  occurring  in  connection  with  any  work  to  which  the  Factory  and 
Workshop  Act  of  1901  applies,  or  in  or  about  any  mine,   quarry,  or 
railway." — {Mr.  Younger.) 

Brought  up  and  read  a  first  time. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed,  *  That  tne  Clause  be  road   a   second 
time." 


The  Lord-Advocate  {Mr.  Thomas  Shaw,  Hamck  Burghs) 


•  • 


..     278 


Question  put  andjnegatived. 
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New  Clause 


"  Sub-section  10  of  Section  4  of  The  Fatal  Accidents  Inquiry 
(Scotland)  Act,  1895,  is  hereby  repealed,  and  in  lieu  thereof,  be  it  en- 
acted as  follows,  videlicet :  The  jury  shall  be  cited  by  the  sherifE  clerk 
from  the  sherifE  court  jury  book  in  the  manner  provided  by  statute  for 
the  citation  of  jurors  in  civil  cases  in  Scoltand,  and  the  existing  statutory 
provisions  relative  to  fines  for  non-attendance  of  jurors  and  to  the 
swearing  of  jurors  shall  apply  to  inquiries  under  this  Act ;  but  no  person 
shall  be  summoned  to  attend  to  serve  as  a  juror  in  any  inquiry  held 
under  this  Act  who  resides  beyond  such  distances  from  the  court-house 
or  other  building  at  which  the  inquiry  is  held  as  may  from  time  to  time 
be  fixed  by  the  several  sheriffs  of  the  several  counties,  with  the  approba- 
tion of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland." — (Mr.  Mitchdl'Thomson,) 

Brought  up  and  read  a  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  thcj  clause,  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr,  Thomas  Shaw    . . 


Page 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  Bill. 

"In  page  1,  line  12,  leave  out  *woikman.'" — (Mr,  Mitchell 
Thomson,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 


Mr,  Younger  (Ayr  Burghs)  

Amendment  proposed  to  the  Bill — 

"  In  page  1,  line  23,  at  end,  to  add  *  Provided  that  not  less  than 
seven  days'  notice  shall  be  given  by  the  Procurator-fiscal  to  any  person 
or  persons  affected  thereby  that  evidence  is  to  be  adduced  by  him  at 
the  inquiry  such  fault  or  negligence,  or  precautions  or  defects  in  the 
system  working.'  " — (Mr.  Younger,) 

Question^proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  in  the  Bill." 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, — 

"  In  Clause  3  to  leave  out  section  2  hereof  and  insert  *  this  Act,' " 
-^(Mr,  Thomas  Shaw.) 
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Mr.  Thomas  Shaw 
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. 

..     280 

Mr,  Mitchell  Thomson 
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Mr.  Morton    , , 
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Mr,  Cochrane  ,, 
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Amendment  agreed  to.  "  ' 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Adjournment, — Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn," — (Mr,  Whiteley,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Adjourned  accordingly  at  eight  minutes  after  Six  o'clock  till  Monday 
next 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS,  MONDAY,  30th  JULY,  1906. 

Several  Lords  took  the  Oath. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Pontrefiract  Corporation  Bill. — Read  3*,  with  the  Amendments  ;   further 

Amendments  made  ;  Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons        . .         . .     285 

Satton  District  Water  Bill. — Read  3"^,  with  the  Amendments,  and  passed, 

and  returned  to  the  Commons     . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .     285 

KingSton-apon-Holl  Corporation  Bill..— Read  3^",  with  the  Amendments  ; 

turther  Amendments  made  ;  Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons      . .     285 

Electric  Idghting  Proviisonal  Orders  (No.  3)  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Electric  Lighting 

Provisional  Orders  (No.  4)  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Gas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation 
Bill  [h.l.]. — Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  to,  with  Amendments      . .     285 

Oas  Orders  Oonfirmation  (No.  1)  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Gas  Orders  Confirmation  (No. 
2)  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  Bill  [h.l.]. — Returned  from 
the  Commons  agreed  to,  with  Amendments 285 

Folkestonejhkndgate.  and  Hythe  Tramways  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  South  Eastern  and 

LoAdoD,  Chatham,  and  Dover  Railways  Bill  [h.l.]. — Returned  from  the 
Commons  agreed  to,  with  Amendments.  The  said  Amendments  considered, 
and  agreed  to        285 

Local  Government  Provisional  Order  (Housing  of  Working  Classes  Bill. 

— Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the  Amendment  agreed  to       . .         . .     285 

Nnwbnrgh  and  North  Fife  Railway  (Eztention  of  Time)  Order  Confirma- 
tion Bill  (No.  185) ;  Paisley  Roads  Order  Confirmation  Bill  (No.  186) ; 
Inverclyde  Bequest  Order  Confirmation  Bill  (No.  187) ;  Perth  Corporation 
Gas  Order  Confirmation  Bill.  (No.  188).  Road  1** ;  to  be  printed ;  and 
(pursuant  to  the  Private  Legislation  Procedure  (Scotland)  Act,  1899) 
deemed  to  have  been  read  2'^  (The  Lord  Hamilton  of  Dalzell),  and  reported 
from  the  Committee        285 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  Oas  Bill.— Brought    from   the 

Commons.  Read  3*  (according  to  order),  with  the  Amendments,  and 
passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons  . .         . .         , .         . ,         , ,         ^  ^     286 
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Irrigation  in  Ceylon. 


Pagt 


Lord  Stanmore  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .     324 

Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  His  Majesty  for  correspon- 
dence between  the  Colonial  Office  and  the  Governor  of  Ceylon  on  the 
subject  of  irrigation  works  in  that  island." — {Lord  Stanmore,) 

T he  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (T he  Earl  of  Elgin)  ..         ..     325 

On  Question,  Motion  agreed  to,  and  ordered  accordingly. 

Palace  of  Westminster. — The  Lords  following  were  named  of  the  Select 
Committee — M.  Cholmondeley,  E.  Carlisle,  E.  Lytton,  E.  Pljrmouth,  L. 
Stanmore. 

The  Committee  to  meet  on  Wednesday  next  at  Twelve  o'clock,  and  to 
appoint  their  own  chairman. 

Post  OflBice  (Literature  for  the  Blind)  Bill.— Second  Reading.— Order  of 
the  day  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 

The  Earl  of  Granard  326 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\''—(The  Earl  of  Granard.) 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2*,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  to-morrow. 


Leckhampton  Hill  Riots. 

Earl  Russell 
Earl  Beauchamp 

LoupiNG,  III,  and  Braxy. 


..     32t 
. .     327 


The  Duke  of  Northumberland         328 

J  he  President  of  t  he  Board  of  Agriculture  aiid  Fis  heries  (Earl  Carrington)      329 

Charitable  Loan  SocietiesKIrelandVBill.—  Read  2»  (according  to  order),  and 

committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  to-morrow. 

Revenr.e  Bill.— Read  2*  (according  to  order),  Committee  negatived  ;  Bill  to  be 
read  3*  to-morrow. 

Fertilisers  and  Feeding  Staffs  Bill.— Order  of  the  day  read  for  the  House 
going  into  Committee. 

Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee." — (Earl 
Carrington.) 


Lord  Clifford  of  Chudleigh 
Earl  Carrington 

Lord  Burghdere         

TJie  Lord  Privy  Seal  (The  Marquess  of  Ripon) 
Lord  Burghdere         
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On  Question^  Motion  agreed  to. 
House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order). 
Claase  1 : — 

Earl  Carrington         332 

Amendment  moved — 

**  In  page  1,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  '  phosphates '  in  line  10.  to 
the  word  '  insoluble  '  in  line  12." — {Earl  Carrington,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to* 

Drafting  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  1,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  2 : — 

Drafting  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  3 : — 

•  *   ■ 

Earl  Carrington         ..         ..         ..         ..         ••         ..         ••         ••    332 

Amendment  moved — 


{{ 


In  page  3,  line  16,  to  leave  out  the  word  '  samples '  and  to  insert 
the  words  *  a  sample.'  " — (Earl  Carrington,) 

Lord  Burghdere         . .         . .         . .  . .         .  •         . .         . .     333 

Earl  Carrington         ..         ••         ••         ..         ••         .«         ..         ••     333 

On  Question  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Amendment  moved -^ 

w 

"  In  page  3,  line  21,  after  the  word  *  lator '  to  insert  as  a  new  sub^ 
section : — (3)  Where  a  sam|>le  has  been  taken  with  a  view  to  the  in- 
stitution of  any  oivil  or  cnminal  proceeding,  the  person  taking  the 
sample  shall  divide  the  sample  into  three  parts,  and  shall  cause  each 
part  to  be  marked,  sealed,  and  fastened  up,  and  shall  deliver  or  send 
by  post  two  parts  to  the  agricultural  analj^  and  one  part  to  the 
seller." — {Earl  Carrington.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  U^ 

Amendment  moved— 

"  In  page  3,  lines  23  and  24,  to  leave  ouitiie  w'ords*  ^shait  (]KvidW 
the  sample  into  two  and,'  and  to  insert  *  (a)  if  the  sample  hias*  not  b^eu^ 
divided  into  parts  and  the  parts  marked,  sealed*,  and  fastened  tUp*  as^ 
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hereinbefotd  mentioned,  shall  send  a  copy  of  the  certificate  of  his  analysis 
to  the  p)i8on  who  submitted  the  sample  for  analysis ;  and  (b)  if  the 
sample  has  been  so  divided  into  parts.*  " — (Earl  Carrington,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Drafting  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Earl  Carrington         . .         . .         . .  . .  . .     334 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  3,  line  28,  after  *  and '  to  insert  *  in  every  case  to  the  seller 
and.'  " — {Earl  Carrington.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  3,  line  30,  after  the  word  *  analysis,'  to  insert  the  words 
provided  that  if  the  agricultural  analyst  does  not  know  the  name  and 
address  of  the  seller,  he  shall  send  the  certificate  intended  for  the  seller 
to  the  purchaser,  to  be  by  him  forwarded  to  the  seller.'  " — (Earl 
Carington.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Drafting  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved — 

"In  page  3,  line  39,  after  the  word  '  witness,'  to  insert  the  words 
provided  that  this  sub-section  shall  not  apply  (a)  where  the  sample 
nas  been  t^ken  otherwise  than  in  the  prescribed  manner ;  or  (b)  where 
the  sfbmple.has  not  been  divided  into  parts,  and  the  parts  marked,  sealed 
and  fastened  up  as  hereinbefore  mentioned.'  " — (Earl  Carrington,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Earl  Carrir^on        334 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  3,  line  40,  after  the  word  *  proceeding,'  to  insert  the  words 
'  other  than  a  proceeding  which  cannot  be  instituted  until  an  analysis 
has  been  made  and  a  certificate  given  by  the  chief  analyst.'  " — (Earl 
Carrington.) 

Lord  Clifford  of  Ckudldgh 335 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Consequential  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Clause  3,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
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Clause  4. 

Amendment  moved —  ,         . . 

**  In  page  4,  line  26,  after  *  him  '  to  insert  the  words  *  or  at  his 
request.'  "--(^arf  Carringion,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  4,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  agreed  to. 

Clause  6. 

Lard  Clifford  of  Chudleigh    •  •         •  • 

Amendment  moved — 


xxrv 

Page 


•  • 


«c 


To  leave  out  subsection  (3)." — {Lord  Clifford  of  Ckudleigh). 


Lord  Burghdere 
The  Marquess  of  Londonderry 
The  Earl  of  Mayo     . . 
The  Earl  of  Onslow 
Earl  Carringion 

Amendment,  by  leave,  ¥dthdra¥m. 


'■  1 


Earl  Carringion 
Amendment  moved-^ 


•  • 


V.  336 
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339 


"  In  page  6,  line  3,  after  the  word  '  Fisheries,"  to  insert  the  words 
<  and  the  Board  shall  not  give  such  consent  until  the  part  of  the  sample 
retained  by  the  agricultural  analyst  has  been  analysed  and  a  certificate 
of  analysis  given  by  the  chief  analyst.'  " — (Earl  Carrir^on,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Dlause  6,  as  amended,  agree!  to. 

Claufo  7 : — 

Ame  kdncent  moved— 


**  In  page  6,  line  14,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  ^  Act '  to  the  word 
*  he '  in  line  19."— (^«^  Carringion.) 

On  Queet'en,  Amendment  agreed  to* 

Clause  7,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  ajpreed  to. 
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Clause  9 : — 

Earl  Carrington         ..         ..         ..         ..         -.     340 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  7,  lino  9,  at  the  end,  to  add  the  words,  *  But  the  proceed- 
ings may  be  taken  as  well  before  a  Court  having  jurisdiction  in  the 
place  where  the  purchaser  of  the  article  to  which  the  invoice  or  descrip- 
tion relates  resides  or  carries  on  business  as  before  a  Court  having  juris- 
diction in  the  place  where  the  invoice  or  description  was  given.'  " — {Eaii 
Carrington,) 

'    On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  9,  as  amended,  agreed  to.    ^ 

Clause  10: — 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  7,  line  16,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  *  citric '  to  the 
end  of  line  17,  and  to  insert  the  words  '  acid  or  other  solvent  of  the 
prescribed  strength.'  " — {Earl  Carrington.) 

Lord  Clifford  of  Chudleigh  . .         . .         . .         ....         . .         . .     341 

Earl  Carrington        • .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         •  •         . .     341 

On  (Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  line  17,  after  the  word  '  prescribed '  to  insert  the  words  *  and 
the  percentage  of  soluble  phosphates  and  percentage  of  insoluble  phos- 
phates mean  respectively  the  percentage  of  tribasic  phosphate  of  lime 
which  has  been,  and  that  which  has  not  been  rendered  soluble.'  " — 
(Earl  Carrington,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to.  f '  ^      .         . 

Clause  10,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Ilemaining  Clauses  agredd  to. 

Standing  Committee  negatived.     The  Report  of  Amendments  to  be  re* 
ceived  to-morrow,  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amende  J.     (No.  189.) 

Post  Office  Sites   Bill— -Reported,   without  Amendment,   and   committed 

to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow.  31i 

Open  Spaces  Bill*— *House  in  Committee  (according  to  order). 
Clause  1 : — 

The  Hart  of  Medih  ,,        *.         .,        ,,        342 
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Amendment  moved — 


cc 


In  page  1,  line  8,  after  the  first  word,  *  any,'  to  insert  the  word 
'  administrative,'    and   after   the  second  *  any '    to  insert  the  word 

*  county '  "— (TAe  Earl  of  Meath.) 

Earl  Carrington        342 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause' 2 : — 

Earl  Carrington] >         ••         ..     343 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  3,  line  3,  after  the  word  *  discharged,'  to  insert  the  words 

*  either  absolutely,  or  if  the  grant  was  for  a  term  of  years  or  other 
limited  interest  during  the  continuance  of  that  interest.'  " — {Earl 
Carrington,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  2,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  5  to  15  agreed  to. 

Clause  14 : — 

The  Earl  of  Meath 343 

Amendment  moved — 


"  In  page  8,  line  38,  after  the  word  *  support,'  to  insert  the  words  [ 
*  or  acquisition.'  ''--{The  Earl  of  Me<Uh.) 

Earl  Carrington        344 

Clause  14  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clauses  15  and  16  agreed  to. 

Clause  17  :— 

t       TheEarlof  Meath    ..        ^         345 

Amendment  moved — 
f 

"  In  page  10,  line  22,  after  paragraph  {e)  to  insert  the  following  new 
paragraph  : — *  (/)  In  the  case  of  the  City  of  London,  out  of  the  metage 
on  grain  duty  or  otherwise,  or  out  of  the  consolidated  rate  of  the  City.'  " 
—{The  Earl  of  Meath) 

Sari  Carrington         . .         . .         , ,  346 
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Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Olanse  17  agreed  to. 

Remaining  Glanses  agreed  to.  '« 

Standing  Committee  negatived.    The  Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received 
To-morrow,  and  Bui  to  be  printed  as  amended.    (No.  190.) 

Lftbonrers  (Ireland)  Bill. — House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order). 

Clauses  1,  2,  and  3,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4 : — 

Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne 346 

Amendment  moved — 


iC 


To  leave  out  Clause  4." — (Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne.) 


The  Earl  of  Arran      .^ 

..     348 

Lord  Denman 

.  .                 •  .         t>4.l 

Lord  Ashbourne 

•  .                               <j4.l 

Lord  Hemphill 

••                                   ..^                                ..                                  •• 

04«F 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne . . 

..     350 

Lord  KiUanin 

. .     351 

The  Lord  President  of  the  Council  (The  Earl  of  Crewe) 

. .     351 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry 

•     •                                   «•                                   ••                                   •• 

. .     352 

The  Earl  of  Dunraven 

•     •                                  ••                                   ••                                   •• 

..     353 

The  Earl  of  Mayo 

■\__              X?                              1.          J-l_                   a1_     .            1                                 A            t^             1 

■     •                                   ••                                  •■                                  •• 
1         fl         t          1             11           i                     1                           1               f     .t 

.354 

«<k*11       •«         • 

On  Question  whether  the  clause  to  be  left  out  shall  stand  part  of  the  Bill,  their 
Lordships  divided  :— Contents,  32  ;  Not-Contents,  78. 

Clause  4  accordingly  disagreed  to. 

Clause  5  agreed  to, 

(Clause  6 : — 

Lord  Ashbourne         

Lord  Denman 

Lord  Ashbourne         

Amendment  moved — 


3!)5 
358 
359 


"  In  page  3,  line  30,  ^fter  the  secpjid  wqid  *  scheme/  to  insert  the 
words  *  unless  it  appears  that  the  particular  holding  or  estate  has  boon 
selected  for  an  infirect  purpose,*  " — (Lord  Ashbourne,) 

Lord  Denman  

Lord  Ashbourne         

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


360 
361 


Jjord  Ashbourne 


•  • 


•  f 


•  T 


361 
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Amendment  moved — 


(C 


To  leave  out  sub-seotion  (5)." — (Lord  Ashbourne,) 


The  Earl  of  Crewe    ,. 
Lord  AsVbourne 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause  6,  as  amended,  agreed  to.   ' 
Clauses  7  and  8  agreed  to. 


.  • 


362 
362 


Clause  9 : — 


Lord  KiUanin 


362 


Amendment  moved — 

'*  In  page  5,  line  5,  after  the  word  '  may,'  to  insert  the  words  *  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  county  council.'  " — ^Lord  KiUanin.) 


Lord  Denman 


364 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  9  agreed  to. 
Clause  10  agreed  to. 


Clause  11  : — 

Lord  Dufiboyne 
Lord  Ashbourne 
Lord  Denman 
Lord  Clonbrock 


•  • 


•  • 
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367 


Amendment  moved — 


(i 


To  leave  out  sub-clause  9." — (Lord  Clonbrock.) 


The  Earl  of  Arran              

Lord  Denman           •  •         

Lord  Clonbrock          

Lord  Zouche  of  Haryngworih 

Lord  Hemphill          

Lord  Clonbrock 

Lord  Dunraven         

V     The  Earl  of  Arran 

^    Lord  Joicey 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdoume 

"]    The  Earl  of  Crewe 

Lord  Londonderry 

The  Earl  of  Donoughmore  . .         . ,         , 

*  • 


•  t 


f  • 


367 
368 
368 
369 
370 
371 
371 
372 
372 
372 
373 
374 
37.3 
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On  Question,  whether  the  sub-section  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  clause,  their  Lordships  divided  :— -Contents,  32  ;  not-contents,  86. 

The  Earl  of  Donoughmore  . .         . .         .  •         . .         . .  . .     377 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  7,  line  41,  after  the  word  *  pounds,*  to  insert  *  unless  the 
Court  shall  otherwise  order.' " — {The  Earl  of  Donoughmore.) 

JLord  Detifnafi  ..         ..         ..         ..  ..         ..         ..     379 

The  Earl  of  Donoughmore  ,.         . .         . .         , .         . .         . .         , .     379 

The  Earl  of  Crewe    . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .     379 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  11,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Lord  Clonbrock  380 

New  clause — 


'"  A  person  shall  be  disqualified  for  being  elected,  or  chosen,  or 
being  a  member  of  a  district  council  if  he  is  the  tenant  to  that  council  of 
a  cottage  or  any  land  provided  under  the  Labourers  Acts.  If  any  such 
person  shall  become  such  tenant  when  a  member  of  any  such  council 
his  seat  shall  be,  ipso  facto,  vacated." — (Lord  Clonbrock,) 

B .ought  up  and  read  1*. 

Moved,  "  That  the  clause  be  read  2*." 

Lord  Denman  380 

New  clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  12  agreed  to. 

Clause  13 : — 

Earl  of  Mayo  380 

Lord  Denman  . .  381 

Clause  13  agreed  to. 

Clauses  15,  16  and  17  agreed  to. 

Clause  18 :— 

Marquess  of  Londonderry 381 

The  Earl  of  Crewe  381 

The  Marquess  of  Londorderry  ,,  382 

Clause  18  agreed  to. 
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Clause  19 : — 

The  Earl  of  Donoughmore 383 

Amendment  moved— 

"  In  page  10,  line  35,  to  leave  out  the  words  *  or  by  the  son  of  any 
such  labourer.*  '* — (The  Earl  of  Donoughmore.) 

Lord  Denman  . «         .  t         .  •         • .         •  •     383 

On  Question,  Amendment  negatived. 

The  Earl  of  Donoughmore . .         . .     384 

Amendment  moved— 

"  In  page  10,  line  37,  after  the  word  *  made  *  to  insert  the  words  * 
and  that  the  applicant  has  paid  all  rent  due  by  him  in  respect  of  such 
tenancy.'  "— (TAe  Earl  of  Donoughmore,) 

The  Earl  of  Crewe      . .         . .  . .         . .  . .         . .         . .     384 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause  19,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clauses  20  to  23  agreed  to. 
Clause  24  :— 

Lord  Inchiquin  385 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  11,  line  39,  after  *  Council  *  insert  *  Provided  that  the 
owner  of  the  estate  has  consented  to  his  beinsr  so  deemed." — (Lord  In- 
chiquin,) 

Lord  Denman  .,         ,,         ,.         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..     386 

Lord  Ashbourne         386 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

/ 
Clause  24,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  25 : 

The  Earl  of     ayo      . ,         . ,         . .         . .         . ,         . .  .  •     38  ■ 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  12,  line  5,  after  the  word  *  exists '  to  insert  the  words  *  for 
carts  and  other  vehicles.'  " — {The  Earl  of  Mayo,) 
» 
Lord  Denman  389 
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On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  25,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  26  and  27  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  Donaughmore 389 

New  Clause — 


(( 


C( 


The  notice  of  any  proposed  scheme  served  upon  the  owner  or 
occupier  of  any  land  proposed  to  be  taken  otherwise  than  by  agreement 
shall  have  attached  thereto  a  map  or  plan,  sufficient  to  enable  the  person 
80  served  to  identify  the  portion  of  land  proposed  to  bo  so  taken.'  " — 
{The  Earl  of  Dotumghmore,) 

Brought  up,  and  read  1*. 

Moved,  «*  That  the  clause  be  read  2»." 

Lord  Denman  •  •         . .         • .         . .         *  •     389 

On  Question,  put  and  agreed  to. 
Clause  read  2*,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 
Clause  28  :— 

Lord  KiUan,m  ..     310 

Amendment  moved — 

To  leave  out  sub-section  (2)." — (Lord  Killanin.) 

Lord  Denman  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  . .         . .     390 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  28  agreed  to. 
Clause  29  agreed  to. 
Clause  30 :— 

Lord  dshbournf         " 391 

Amendments  moved — 

"  In  page  13,  line  18,  after  the  word  '  may,'  to  insert  the  words  . 
*  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act,' ;  In  page  13,  line  20,  after  the 
word  '  may,'  to  insert  the  words  '  the  Local  Government  Board,  after 
consultation  with  the  President  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society,  may] 
make  rules  on  the  subject,  as  aforesaid.'  " — {Lord  Ashbourne,)  • 

On  Question,  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Clause  30,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
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Clause  31  :— 

Amendment  moved— 

"  In  page  13,  line  32,  to  leave  out  the  words  *  of  an  inspector.'  " — 
(Lord  Ashbourne.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  31,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  32  agreed  to. 

Clause  33 :— 

The  Earl  of  Mayo    . .         391 

Amendment  moved — 


"  In  page  14,  b'ne  14,  to  leave  out  the  words  *  whether  they  adjoin 
or  not.'  "— (TAe  Earl  of  Mayo.) 


Lord  Denman           

392 

Lord  Ashbourne         

392 

Lord  Hemphill          

392 

The  Earl  of  Mayo 

393 

The  Earl  of  Crewe 

393 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdoume 

393 

Amendment  by  leave  withdrawn. 

Standing  Committee  negatived.    The  Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received 
To-morrow,  and  Bill,  to  be  printed  as  amended.     (No.  191.) 

r 

Dean  Forest  Bill.— House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order). 

Bill  reported   without   Amendment :    Standing   Committee  negatived ; 

and  Bill  to  be  read  3»  to-morrow  .  •     ?59 

Dogs  Bill. — ^House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order.) 

Clause  1 : — 
Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  2,  lines  1  and  2,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  4." — {Earl  Car- 
rington.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  Clifford  of  Chudleigh     . .         . .         . .         . .         


395 


Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  2,  line  3,  to  leave  out  the  word  *  sheep '  and  insert  the 
word  '  cattle  '  ''—(Lord  Clifford  of  Chudleigh.) 

Earl  Carrtngton  ..         ..         ..         ..  ..         ..         • 


396 
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Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  moved — 

I  ^'  In  page  2,  line  3,  to  leave  out  the  words  *  chased  or '  and  to  insert 

the  words  '  injure  cattle  or  chased.*' — {Earl  Carrinqton.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  1,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  2,  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  :-— 

Earl  Carrington         . .         . .         . .         .  •     397 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  3,  line  9,  after  the  word  '  dog  *  to  insert  the  words  *  so 
seized.'  " — (Earl  Beauchamf.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  ta 

Amendment  moved — 

r-  -  <t  fjiQ  insert  (6)  The  chief  officer  of  police  of  a  police  area  shall  keep, 
or  cause  to  be  kept,  one  or  more  registers  of  all  dogs  seized  under  this 
section  in  that  area  which  are  not  transferred  to  an  establishment  for 
the  reception  of  stray  dogs.  The  register  shall  contain  a  brief  descrip- 
tion of  the  dog,  the  date  of  seizure,  and  particulars  as  to  the  maimer  in 
which  the  dog  is  disposed  of,  and  every  such  register  shall  be  open  to 
inspection  at  all  reasonable  times  by  any  member  of  the  public  on  pay- 
ment of  a  fee  of  one  shilling.  (7)  The  poUce  shall  not  dispose  of  any 
dog  seized  under  this  section  by  transferring  it  to  an  establishment  fo: 
the  reception  of  stray  dogs  unless  a  register  is  kept  for  that  establish- 
ment containing  such  particulars  as  to  dogs  received  in  the  establishment 
as  are  above  mentioned,  and  such  raster  is  open  to  inspection  by  the 
public  on  payment  of  a  fee  not  exceeding  one  shilling." — {Earl  Car- 
rington.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  lines  27  and  28  to  leave  out  the  words  *  arising  from  the  sale,  or 
received  from  the  owner,  of  any  dog  in  pursuance  of,'  and  to  insert 
the  words  *  received  by  the  police  under.'  " — {Earl  Carrington,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  tCf 

Drafting  Amendments  made. 

Clauses  3  and  4  agreed  to. 


TABLE   OF   CX)NTENTS*  xlv 

July  30.]  Page 

Clause  5 : — 

Amendment  moved —     ^._ 

*^  In  page  4,  line  11,  to  leave  out  the  words  *  are  duly  complied  with 
on  the  part  of '  and  to  insert  the  words  '  apply  in  the  case.'  " — {Earl 
Carrington.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  5,  as  amended  agreed  to. 

Clause  6 : — 

Amendment  moved — 

**  In  page  4,  line  23,  after  *  any  *  to  insert  the  words  *  head  of/  ''--- 
(Earl  Carringtan.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  6,  as  amended,  agreed  toj 

Clause  7  :-^ . 

The  Earl  of  Camperdoum  . .         . .     398 

Clause  7  agreed  to* 

Clause  8: — 

Drafting  Amendments  agreed  to* 

Amendment  moved— 

*'  In  page  4,  Une  19,  after  paragraph  (c),  to  insert  the    following 
paragraph  '  (d)  Orders  under  Section  2  of  this  Act  may  permit   the 
name  and  address  of  the  owner  of  the  dog  to  be  inscribed   in  Irish 
characters.'  " — (Earl  Carrington.) 

LordAshboume  399 

Earl  Carrington  . .         .  •         . .         ^         • «     399 

On  Question,  Amendment  negatived. 

New  clause: — 

*'  In  this  Act  the  expression  *'  cattle '  includes  horses,  mules,  asses, 
theep,  goats  and  swine." — (E<trl  Carrington.) 

Oil  Question,  new  clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  tne  Bill 

3ill  ofBxchangetAct  (1882)  Amendment  Bill.^Read  3*  (according  to  order), 

and  passed  •  •         , .         • ,         . .         . .  . .  . .  401 

Isle  of  Man  (Onstoms)  Bill.  —Head  3*  (according  to  order),  and  passed  . .     401 
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Deanery  of  Manchester  BilL — Order  of  the  day  for  Second  Beading  read 

The  Lord  PrivylSeal  {The  Mtir^uess  of  Ripan)       401 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2^  (according  to  order),  and  committed  to  a  Uom* 
mitt4^  of  the  Wh(^e  House  to-morrow 

Grown  Lands  BilL — Read  2*  (according  to  order),  and  committed  to  a  Gom- 

niittee  of  the  Whole  House  to-morrow . .  401 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill  —Education  (England  and  Wales) 
BilL  Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1*  ;  to  be  printed ;  and  to  be 
read  2*  on  Wednesday  next.  (The  Lord  Premdent  [E.  Creire]).  (No. 
182.)  401 


House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  One  o^clock  a.m.  till  a  quar- 
ter past  Four  o'clock  D.m. 


HOUSE  OF  Commons  :    Monday,  30th  july,  19o«. 

The  House  met  at  quarter  before  Three  of  the  Clock* 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 
Macclesfield  and 'District  Tramways  Bill— Lords  Amendments   con^ 

sidered,  and  agreed  to       . .  . .         402 

Poole  Corporation  Water  Bill. — ^Lords'  Amendments  considered,  and  agreed 

Vvl  ••  ••  >•  ••  ••  ..  «•  •.  «•  ••  ..  4vi& 

County  of  Dnrham  Electric  Power  Supply  (Recommitted)  Bill  [LordsV 

— As  amended,  considered  402 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  223  and  243  be  suspended,  and  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  thrd  time. — (Mr.  Caldwell,)  \  (King's  coiapeat 
signified.) 

15iU  read  the  third  time,  and  passe  J,  with' Amendments 402 

Water  Orders  Confirmation  Bill  [Lords]  —Reported,   with    Amendments 

[Provisional  Orders  confirmed].    Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

m 

London|Squares  and  Enclosures  Bill  [Lords].— Reported,  with  Amendments 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow 402 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table        402 

« 

Buckhaven,  Methill,  and  Innerleven  Burgh  Extension  Bill  i  Lords].— 

Reported,  with  Amendments ;    Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed        402 
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Messanre  from  the  Lords. — That  they  have  agreed  to ;    Paisley  Gas  and 
Water  Piovisional  Order  Bill,  withoat  Ameadment. 

Qround  Qame  Bill ;    Pontefraot  Corporation  Bill ;    Sutton  District  Water 
Bill ;    Blingston-upon-Hull  Corporation  Bill ;  with  Amendments. 

Amendmetits  to — Crediton  Gras  Bill  [Lords];  Kent  Electric  Power 
Bill  [Lords] ;  Truro  Gas  Bill  [Lords]  ;  Havana  United  Railways  and  Regla 
Warehouses  Bill  [Lords]  ;  without  Amendment  .  •         . .         . .         . .     402 

Electric  Ughting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  7)  Bill.— Lords'  Amendments 

considered,  and  agreed  to . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         • .         . .         . .     403 

Paisley  Roads  Order  Confirmation  Bill. — Read  the  third  time,  and  passed    403 
Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)   Bill  [Lords]  ;  Electric 

Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  4)  Bill  [Lords]  ;  Gas  and  Water  Orders 
Confirmation  Bill  [Lords] ;  Gas  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1)  Bill  [Lords]  ;  Gas 
Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Bill  [Lords] ;  Tramways  Orders  Confirmation 
Bill  [Lords]. — As  amended,  considered ;  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
with  Amendments . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .     403 

Inverclyde  Bequest  Order  Oonfirmation  Bill;  Perth  Corporation  Gao 

Order  Confirmation  Bill. — Considered  ;  read  the  third  time,  and  passed     . .     403 

Glasgow  and  South  Western  Railway  Order  Oonfirmation  Bill  [Lords] 

(by  Order). — Order  read,  for  resuming  adjourned  Debate  on  Question 
[24th  July],  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  considered." 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow 403 

"Private  Bills. — Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  220  and  246,  relating  to  irnvatt 
Bills,  be  suspended  for  the  remainder  of  the  session. 

Ordered,  That,  as  regards  Private  Bills  to  be  returned  by  the  House  of 
Lords  with  Amendments,  such  Amendments  (if  unopposed)  shall  be  con- 
sidered forthwith. 

Ordered,  That,  as  regards  Private  Bills  returned,  or  to  be  returned,  by 
the  House  of  Lords  with  Amendments,  such  Amendments  (if  opposed)  shall  ' 

be  considered  at  such  times  as  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  may         ' 
determine. 

Ordered,  That,  when  it  is  intended  to  propose  any  Amendments  thereto, 
a  copy  of  such  Amendments  shall  be  deposited  in  the  Private  Bill  Office  and 
notice  given  on  the  day  on  which  the  Bill  shall  have  been  returned  from  the 
Lords.— (JAe  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.) 40^ 

Oreat  Northern  (Ireland)  and  Midland  Railways  Bill.— As  amended, 

considered. 

Mr,  MacVeagh  (Down,  S.)  ,     ^4 

Amendments  made. 

BiU  to  be  read  the  third  time.  m 
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«( 
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Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question.'* 


The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr,  Asquith,  Fifeshire^  E.) 

Mr.  John  Redmond  (Waterford) 

Mr.  Frank  Edwards  (Radnor)        

Mr.  Butcher  (Cambridge   University) 

Mr.  BeOoc  (Stdford,  S.) 

Mr.  Paul  (Northampton) 

Mr.  Lambton  (Durham,  S.E.)        

The  Solicitor-General  (Sir  W.  Robson,  South  Shields) 
Mr.  Masterman  (West  Ham,  N.) 

Mr.  Perks  (Lincolnshire,  Louth) 

Sir  Came  Rasch  (Essex,  Chdmsford) 
Mr.  Massie  (Wiltshire,  CricUade) 

Mr.  Hunt  (Shropshire,  Ludlow) 

Mr.  Maclean  (Bath)  

Mr.  P.  Barlow  (Bedford) 

Colond  Williams  (Dorsetshire,  W.) 

Dr.  Macnamara  (Cambenodl,  N.) 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  (City  of  London) 

The  President  of  the  Board  of  Education  (Mr.  Birrell,  Bristol, 

Question  put. 


•  • 


N.)    8 


a 


The  House  divided  :— Ayes,  369  ;  Noes,  177.    (Division  List  No.  284.) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Oorporation  of  London  (BlackfUars  and  other  Bridges)  Bill.    [By 

Order.] — Lords  Amendments  considered. 

Lords  Amendments  to  the  Amendment  in  page  9,  line  31,  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment  in  page  9,  line  31  (leave  out  Clause  15),  the  next 
Amendment,  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  Barnard  (Kidderminster)        

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
the  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — (Mr.  Barnard.) 

The  Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Kearley,  Devon- 

pOtwf  ••  •.  ••  ••  ..  •.  •.  ••  .« 

Mr.  MofUm  (Sutherlandshire)         
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Question  put. 

The  House  proceeded  to  a  Division  ;  but  there  being  no  Members  willing  to 
act  as  Tellers  for  the  Ayes,  Mr.  Speaker  declared  the  Noes  had  it. 

Subsequent  Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

London  County  Council  (Tramways  and  Improvement)  Bill  (By  Order).  ^ 

(Mr.  Barnard  (Kidderminster)  ..         ..         ..         ..     669 
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Lords  Amendment  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

Navy  and  Abicy  Bxpbnditxjre,  1904-5. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Whereas  it  appears  by  the  Navy  Appropriation  Account  for  the  year  ended 
the  31st  day  of  March,  1905,  and  the  statement  appended  thereto,  as 
follows,  viz : — 

(a)  That  the  gross  expenditttre  for  certain  Navy  Services  exceeded 
the  estimate  of  such  expenditure  by  a  total  sum  of  £415,439  18s.  8d., 
as  shown  in  Column  No.  1  of  the  Schedule  hereto  appended ;  while 
the  gross  expenditure  for  other  Navy  Services  fell  short  of  the  estimate 
of  such  expenditure  by  a  total  sum  of  £449,539  13s.  7d.,  as  shown  in 
Column  No.  2  of  the  said  appended  Schedule,  so  that  the  gross  actual 
expenditure  for  the  whole  of  the  Navy  Services  fell  short  of  the  gross 
estimated  expenditure  by  the  net -sum  of  £34,099  14s.  lid. 

(b)  That  the  receipts  in  aid  of  certain  Orants  for  Navy  Services 
fell  short  of  the  total  estimated  receipts  by  the  sum  of  £80,479  6s.  lOd., 
as  shown  in  Column  No.  3  of  the  saidl  appended  Schedule,  while  the 
receipts  in  aid  of  other  Navy  Services  exceeded  the  estimate  of  such 
receipts  by  a  total  sum  of  £76,198  8s.  9d.,  as  shown  in  Column  No.  4 
of  the  said  appended  Schedule,  so  that  the  total  actual  receipts  in  aid  of 
the  Grants  for  Navy  Services  fell  short  of  the  total  estimated  receipts 
by  the  net  sum  of  £4,280  18s.  Id. 

(c)  That  the  resulting  differences  between  the  Exchequer  Qrants 
for  Navy  Services  and  the  net  expenditi^  are  as  follows,  viz : — 

•         * 

£       s.    d. 

Total    Surpluses 455,107  18    8 

Total  Deficits 425,289    1  10 

Net  Surplus £29,818  16  10 

And  whereas  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  His  Majesty's  Treasury 
have  temporarily  authorised  the  application,  in  reduction  of  the  net 
charge  on  Exchequer  Grants  for  certain  Navy  Services,  of  the  whole 
of  the  sums  received  in  excess  oiE  the  Estimated  Appropriation-in-Aid, 
in  respect  of  the  same  services,  and  have  also  temporarily  authorised 
the  application  of  so  much  of  the  said  total  surpluses  on  certain  Grants 
for  Navy  Services  as  is  necessary  to  cover  the  said  total  deficits  on  other 
Grants  for  Navy  Services. 

p 
1.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, ''  That  the  application  of  such  sums 
be  sanctioned." — (Mr.  McKenna.) 

Mr.  W.  Rutherford  (Liverpool^  West  Derby) .^  570 

Mr.  Bowles  (Lambeth,  Nor%oood)      . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  '    571 

The  FifMndal  Secretary  to  the  Treasury   (Mr.  McKenna,   Monmouth- 

Si9%re,  jlY.^  ••  ••  •■  *.  ••  •■  «.  . .     V  i  JL 

Question  put  and  agreed  tu. 
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Main 


Wages,  do.,  of  Offloen,  SeMnen, 
ftDd  Boys,  CoMt  Goftid,  and 
Royal  Matinee .... 

Vlotoalling  and  Clothing  for  the 
Navy  .... 

Medteal  Bitablishments  and  Ser 
▼toee  .... 

Martial  Law 

Bdacational  Senrioee  - 

Scientific  Senrioee 

Royal  Naral  Reeerree 

Shipbuilding,    Bepain» 
tenance,do. : 
Penonnel      -       • 
Materiel        •       • 
Contract  Work     • 

Naval  Armamente 

Works,  Buildings  and  Eei»airs  at 
Home  and  Abroad  • 

Miscellaneous  EffectiTe  Senrloes 

Admiralty  Office  • 

Half-Pay,  Beserred  and  Betlred 
Pay    ...       . 

NarsI  and  Marine  Pensions, 
Gratuities,  and  Compasstonate 
Allowances       ... 

CiTil  Pensions  and  Gratuities 

Amount  written  off  as  irvecoTer 
abto   •      •      •      < 


Gross  Szpenditure. 


of 

Actual  OTer 

Bstimated 

Qroas 

Expenditure. 


£      s.  a. 

87,474  18    8 


4487  16    6 


224,212    8    9 


824^64  11    6 
1,761    7    1 

5,684    1    8 


6,604  12  10 
22,286  18  U 


2,064  16    4 


Surpluses  of 

Bstimated 

OTer  Actual 

Gross 
Expenditure. 


s.  d. 


4,860    8    7 

11,536    9    9 

l.(»94  17  11 

12,M4    0    2 

26,290    0    8 


28,824  18  8 

279,759  11  0 

11,028  19  0 

78,202    1  1 


416,489  18    8        440,589  18    7 

^  ' 

Net  Surplus,  £84,u99  U  11 


Apprt^riations  in  Aid. 


Defldenoies 

of  Actual  as 

compared  with 

Estimated 

Receipts. 


£       s.d. 
27,810    2    9 


1,689  19    2 
8  17  lU 


6d9    9  2 

87,278    4  9 

8,912  19  0 

4408  10  6 


6,486  16    9 
79    811 


80y479    8  10 


Surpluses 

of  Actu  il  as 

compared  with 

Estimated 

Receipts. 


&      s.  d. 


18,100    9   4 


8,810    8  11 
8,684  10    6 


808  14  8 

36.828    8  1 

19,166    8  7 

4,807  19  8 

2    9  8 


TO^W    8    » 


•\y 


Net  Deficit,  £4,280  18    1 


Surplus  surrendered  to  Uie  Exchequer 


£29,818     16s.     lOd. 


Whereas  it  appears  by  the  Army  Appropriation  Account  for  the  year  ended 
the  31st  day  of  March,  1905,  and  the  statement  appended  thereto,  as 
follows,  viz. : — 

(a)  That  the  gross  expenditure  for  certain  Army  Services  exceeded 
the  estimate  of  such  expenditure  by  a  total  sum  of  £256,367  3s.  3d.,  as 
shown  in  Column  No.  1  of  the  Schchule  hereto  appended ;  while  the  gross 
expenditure  for  other  Army  Services  fell  short  of  the  estimate  of  such 
expenditure  by  a  total  sum  of  £36^,574  5s.  6d.,  as  shown  in  Colunm 
No.  2  of  the  said  appended  Schedule ;  so  that  the  gross  actual  expen- 
diture for  the  whole  of  the  Army  Services  fell  short  of  the  gross  esti- 
mated expenditure  by  the  net  sum  of  £109,207  28. 3d. 


(6)  That  the  receipts  in  aid  of  certain  Army  Services  fell  short  of  the 
estimate  of  such  receipts  by  a  total  sum  of  £8,475  7s.  lOd.,  as  shown  in 
Ck>lumn  No.  3  of  the  said  appended  Schedule ;  while  the  receipts  in  aid 
of  other  Army  Servioea  exceeded  the  estimate  of  such  receipts  by  a  total 
sum  of  £383,643 16s.  2d.,  as  shown  in  Column  No.  4  of  the  said  appended 
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Bchedule  ;  do  that  tho  total  actual  receipts  in  aid  of  the  Grants  tor  Army 
Services  exceeded  the  total  estimated  receipts  by  the  net  sum  of 
£375,168  8s.  4d. 

(c)  That  the  resulting  differences  between  the  Exchequer  Grants 
for  Army  Services  and  the  net  expenditure  are  as  follows,  yiri. :-« 

f  i.  d. 

Total  Surpluses 701,636    8    5 

Total  Deficits 217,260  17  10 


Net  Surplus  -        -        -        .    .       £484,375  10    7 

Ajid  whereas  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  His  Majesty's  Treasury 
have  temporarily  authorised  the  application,  in  reduction  of  the  net 
charge  on  Exchequer  Grants  for  certain  Army  Services,  of  the  whole  of 
the  sums  received  in  excess  of  the  estimated  Appropriation-in-Aid,  in 
respect  of  the  same  services,  and  have  also  temporarily  authorised  the 
application  of  so  much  of  the  said  total  surpluses  on  certain  Grants  for 
Army  Services  as  is  necessary  to  cover  the  said  total  deficits  on  other 
Grants  for  Army  Services. 

2.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  application  of  such 
sums  be  sanctioned." — (Mr.  McKenna,) 

Mr,  William  Rutherford 576 

Mr.  Claude  Hay       . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .     576 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  Chairman  do  report 
progress  ;  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (Mr.  Claude  Hay.) 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Haldane,  Haddington)          ..         . .     577 
Mr.  Victor  Cavendish  (Derbyshire,  W.) 578 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes,  32  ;    Noes,  252.     Division  List  No.  285.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  Claude  Hay .,         ..     58i 

Mf    Haldane  581 

Mr.  WUliam  Rutherford 582 

Orig'nal  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Estimated 
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compared  with 

Uimpared  with 

Ortws 

Gross 
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Estimated 
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Expenditure 

Expenditure. 

Receipts. 

Receipts. 

1. 

2. 

8. 

4. 

£       B.  d. 

£       l.d. 

A       B.  d. 

A      i.d. 

I 

Pft7,  Ao.,  of  Army  (General  Staff,  Regi- 

menu,  Reserre,  and  DepartmenU)     • 

— 

1663S6    6  11 

^ 

7,751    1  11 

2 

Medical  SttabllihmenU :  Pay,  Ac.    • 

— 

228  19    2 

— 

5,087    6    7 

8 

MlUtla  :  Pay,  Bounty,  Ac.  - 

^ 

68,279    1    0 

2,627  15    0 

.^ 

4 

Iiuperial  Yeomanry  :  Pay  and  Allowancea 
Volunteer  Corpe  :  Pay  and  AUowancen    • 

46,176  10    8 

— . 

770  11    8 

6 

12,562  16    6 

— 

— 

667    5    8 

6 

Transport  and  Bemounte    .... 

— 

2,777  12    6 

— 

260,809  12    1 

7 

FroTisioni,  Forace,  and  other  Supplies 
Clothing  EstablUbmenta,  and  Senricea     • 

115,062  16  11 

— 

^ 

16,128  14    8 

8 

^ 

22AX»  10  10 

^ 

1,968    8    8 

9 

Warlike  and  other  Stores:  Supply  and 

Repair 
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^ 
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81417    8    8 

10 

Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs:    Cost, 
including  Staff  for  Engineer  Senrices  • 
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.. 
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11 

Establiahmeote  for  Military  Sducation  • 

2,211  14  11 

.— 

4,627  10    8 

— 

12 

Miscellaneoua  EtfectiTe  Services 

7,617  12    8 

— 

— 

2,647  U    9 

18 

War  OiBoe:  Salaries  and  Miscellaneous 
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.^ 
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.. 

14 
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16 
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8^475    TIO 

888,648  16    2 

Net  8ttrplas,£  109,807    2    8  Net  Surplus,  £875468   8   4 


Surplus  surrendered  to  the  Exchequer 


••• 


£484,375  lOs.  7d 


Besolutions  to  be  reported  this  day. 

CoLONUL  Marriages  Bill. — Order  for  the  Second  Beading  of  the  BiU. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 


•  • 


•  • 


Lard  R.  Cecil  {MaryUbone,  E.) 
The  Under-Secretary  of  Stale  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Churchill^  Manchester, 
N  W\ 

A*  >  WW    •  I  «.  ..  «.  a.  *•  a.  ..  ..  «. 

Mr.  William  Redmond  (Clare,  E.)  

Sir  Brampton  Ourdon  (Norfolk,  N.)         

Question  put,  and  agreed  to.  •'   v    ' 

* 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  to-morrow. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqnon  (Ireland)  BilL— As  amended  by  the  Standing 
Committee. 


683 

583 

584 
584 


Mr.  CuUinan  (Tipperary,  S.) 
Mr.  SloanUiBdfast,  S.) 


584 
584 
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Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  1,  line  6,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  until,*  to  the  end  ot 
the  clause,  and  insert  the  words  *  the  thirty-first  day  of  December,  one 
thousand  nine  hundred  and  ten,  and  no  longer  unless  Parliament  shall 
otherwii^  determine,  and  on  the  said  day  all  the  provisions  of  any  Act 
now  in  force  regulating  the  hours  of  opening  or  keeping  open  of  any 
premises  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  on  Sunday,  and  shall  come 
into  operation  and  take  effect  as  if  this  Act  had  not  been  passed.'  " — 
(Mr,  CMKinaw),— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

Mr,  T.  W.  Russell  {Tyrone,  S.) 

Mr,  William  Redmond  (Clare,  E.) 

Mr,  Sloan 

Mr,  WillicMi  Redm<md 

Mr.  Sloan      , ,         . .         •  • 

Mr.  Nannetti  (Bublin,  College  Green) 

Mr.  Walter  Long  (Dvhlin,  S,) 


m  • 


"  In  page  1,  line  8,  at  end,  bo  add  "  not>vithstanding  anything  in 
any  public  or  local  Act." 


Amendment  agreed  tu 
A.mendment  proposed — 


^  In  page  2,  line  2,  at  ena,  to  add  the  words,  '  nothing  in  this  Act 
shall  in  any  way  interfere  with  the  rights  of  any  hcensed  person  who  is 
the  owner  or  lessee  of  a  theatre,  music  hall,  or  other  place  of  public 
amusement ;  and  all  such  persons  shall  have  the  same  rights  and  privi- 
leges as  they  now  have  under  the  existing  licensing  law,  as  if  this  Act 
had  not  been  passed.'  " 

Amendment  agreed  ta 

Amendment  proposed — 

*^  In  page  2,  line  10,  after  *  person,'  *  residing  or  lodging  id  the 
metropolitan  police  district  of  Dublin,  and  the  cities  of  Cork,  Waterford. 
Limerick,  and  Belfast.' " 

Amendment  proposed-^ 

"  In  page  2,  line  12,  to  leave  out  *  six '  and  insert  *  five.'  '* — (Mr. 
Cogan,) 


585 
5^ 
588 
589 
589 
590 
590 


/bnen^ment)  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  (Jlanoy  (fhMin  County,  N.)  .,         . .         593 

Amendment  moved — 
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Mr.  Barrie  {Londonderry^  N,)  ..  593 

Mr.  Sloan       .  •         . .         . .         . .         . .  . .     595 

Mr.  Feiherstonhaugh  {Fermanagh,  N )      . .  . .         . ,  596 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bin  read  the  third  time,  and  pass  3d, 

PcBuo  WoitKs  Loans  (Repayment). — Committee  to  consider  of  authorising 
the  extension  of  time  for  the  repayment  of  a  loin  made  by  the  Pablio  Works 
Loan  Commissioners  to  the  South  StafEordshire  Mines  Drainage  Com- 
missioners, in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the  present  session,  to  grant  money 
for  the  purpose  of  certain  local  loans  out  of  the  local  loans  fund,  and  for 
other  purposes  relating  to  local  loans  (King's  Recommendation  signified), 
to-morrow. — {Mr.  McKenna) 59^ 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  July 
13th,  adjourned  the  House  without  Question  put. 

Adjourned  at  twenty-five  minutes  before  Two  o'clock,    j 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS :    TUESDAY,  3l8T  JULY,  1906. 
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and  referred  to  the  Examiners     . .         . .         . .         .  •         . .         . .         . .     597 
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agreed  to.  with  Amendments.  The  said  Amendments  considered,  and 
agreed  toj    . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  . .         . .         . .         . .     597 

Nettlebed  and  District  Commons  (Preservation)  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Shropshire, 

Worcestershire,  and  Staffordshire  Electric  Power  Bill  [h.l.]. — ^Returned  from 
the  Commons  agreed  to,  with  Amendments.     The  said  Amendments  con- 
^    sidered,  made  and  agreed  to 594 


Ixiv  TABLE   OF   CONTENTS. 

July   31.]  P^ 

Gas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Oas  Orders  Confirmation 

(No.  1)  Bill  [H.L.]  ;  Gas  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Electric 
Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  Bill  [h.l.]. — Commons  Amendments 
considered  (according  to  order)  and  agreed  to  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .     597 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Electric  Lighting  Provisional 

Orders  (No.  4)  Bill  [h.l.]. — Commons  Amendments  considered  (according 

to  order)  and  agreed  to   . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .     597 

Rntherglen  Burgh  Order  Confirmation  Bill.— Bead  2/^  (according  to  order) ; 

Amendments  made.    Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons     . .         . .     598 

Newbnrgh  and  North  Fife  Railway  (Extension  of  Time)  Order  Con- 
firmation Bill ;  Paisley  Roads  Order  Confirmation  Bill ;  Inverclyde  Be- 
quest Order  Confirmation  Bill ;  Perth  Corporation  Gas  Order  Confirmation 
Bill. — To  be  read  3' To-morrow 598 


PETITIONS. 

Education  Bill. — Petitions  against ;  of  Inhabitants  of  West  Felton  ;  Bolington 
Sandhurst ;  Staunton-Harold  ;  Cheshunt  and  Waltham  Cross  ;  Grosmont 
Great  and  Little  Baling.    Of  the  Company  of  Merchants  of  Edinburgh 
the  Governing  Body  of  the  Sarum  and  Wilts  Diocesan  Voluntary  Schools 
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Univbbsitibs  (Scotland)  Act,  1889. — ^University  Court  Ordinance,  No.  XVII. 

St.  Andrews,  No.  3  :    Institution  of  degrees  in  agriculture  and  relative 

regulations.    Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Act),  and  to  be  printed. 

\M0.     Dfoj        ..  ..  ..  •«  ..  ..  ..  ...  ,  p  ••         D«79 

Imperial  Institute. — Report  to  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the  work  of  the  Imperial 
Institute  at  South  Kensington  during  the  year  1905.  Presented  (by 
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Life  Insubance  Companies. — Report  from  the  Select  Committee  (with  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee)  made,  and  to  be  printed.  (No.  194.) 
Minutes  of  evidence  together  with  appendices.  Laid  upon  the  Table,  and 
to  be  delivered  out         »         600 

National  Art  Collections. 

The  Earl  of  Carlisle  600 

The  Lard  Steward  of  the  Household  [The  Sad  of  Liverpool)         ..        ..    600 

Pbivats  Bills. 

The  Chairman  of  Committees  {The  Barl  of  Onslow)  600 

Moved,  That  the  Standing  Orders  be  amended  as  follows^ 
*'  That  the  Standing  Orders  be  amended  aa  follows : 


Note. — The  words  in  small  capitals  are  to  be  omitted,  and 
the  words  printed  within  brackets  are  to  be  inserted. 

\  .'  ^' 

[The  Two  Classes  of  Local  BilldO  .   .   .%        4- 

-,        'mi* 

1.  All  Bills  (not  being  Estate  Bills)  which  Sddk  poWets  with  re« ,     '^ 
ference  to  any  of  the  following  subjects  are  in  these  Orders  termed     /'' 
Local  Bills,  and  are  divided  into  two  classeSi  ftcoording  to  the  subjects 
to  which  they  respectively  relate : — 

Ist  Class. — Arbitration  in  respect  of  the  affairs  df  any  company  *  »  « 
Crown,  church,  or  corporation  property,  or  property  held  in  tiust  fot 
public  or  charitable  purposes. 
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[Electricity  Supply.] 

Market  or  market  place,  erecting,  improying,rcpairiDg,  maintaining^ 
or  regulating. 

[Pilotage.] 

15.  On  or  before  the  fifteenth  day  of  December  immediately  pre- 
ceding the  application  for  a  Bill  for  constructing  gasworks  or  sewage 
works,  or  works  for  the  manufacture  or  conversion  of  the  residual  pro- 
ducts of  gas  or  sewage  [or  for  constructing  any  station  for  generating 
electrical  energy  on  specified  lands]  or  for  making  or  constructing  a 
sewage  farm,  cemetery,  burial  ground,  crematorium,  destructor,  or 
hospital  for  infectious  disease,  notice  shall  be  served  upon  the  owner 

'  and  leasee  of  every  dwe]ling*house  situate  within  three  hundred  yards 
of  the  lands  in  or  upon  which  such  gasworks,,  sewage  works,  works  for 

.  the  manufacture  or  conversion  of  residual  products,  generating  station, 
farm,  cemetery,  burial  ground,  crematorium,  destructor,  or  hospital, 
may  be  made  or  constructed. 


ii 


A 


Insect  as  a  new  Standing  Order  : . 


[17a.  On  or  before  the  twenty-first  day  of  December  immediately 
preceding  the  application  for  a  local  Bill  whereby  any  express  statujbory 
provision  relating  to  nuisance  arising  on  any  lands  is  sought'to  be 
altered  or  repealed,  notice  in  writing  of  such  Bill  and  of  the  iiJtention 
to  alter  or  repeal  such  provision  shall  be  served  upon  the  owner  and 
lessee  of  every  dwelling-house  situate  within  three  hundred  y^rdsof  the 
said  lands.] 

34.  On  or  before  the  twenty-first  day  of  December'^  printed  copy 
of  every  Local  Bill  of  the  Second  Class  which  proposes  to  authorise  any 
work  in  London,  shall  be  deposited  at  the  Office  of  the  London  County 
Council. 

Insert  as  a  new  Standing  Order  - 

[34a.  On  or  before  the  twenty-first  of  December  A  printed  copy 
of  every  Local  Bill  which  proposes  to  authorise  any  persons  other  than 
the  road  authority  to  break  up  or  otherwise  interfere  with  any  streets  or 
roads,  shall  be  deposited  at  the  office  of  the  road  authority.] 

70a.  Every  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  Bill  and  every  Local 
Bill  brought  from  the  Bouse  of  Commons  shall,  after  the  First  Reading, 
be  referred  to  the  Examiners,  but  in  respect  of  such  Standing  Orders 
only  as  have  not  been  previously  inquired  into. 

[In  the  case  of  any  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  Bill  in  which 

Srovisions  have  been  inserted  in  the  House  of  Commons  to  which  the 
tanding  Orders  of  this  House  would  apply  if  the  Bill  were  a  Local  Bill, 
the  Examiners  shall  inquire  whether,,  with  respect  to  those  provisions, 
the  Standing  Orders  have  been  complied  with,  and  report  to  the  House 
accordingly.! 
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Leave  out  Standing  Order  102b — 

102b.  Amv  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  Bill  mat,  bbfobe 
BBTNO  coMMrrrBix  to  a  Gommittbe  of  thb  Whole  House,  be  be-    . 

FBBRSD  TO  THE  CHAIRMAN  OF  COMMITTEES,  WITH  RESPECT  TO  ALL  OR 
ANT  OF  THE  ObDERS  SCHEDULED  THERETO,  TO  BE  DEALT  WITH  IN  THE 
SAME  MANKBB  AS  AN  UNOPPOSBD  LoCAL  BiLL.  t 

And  insert  as  a  new  Standing  Order : 

[102b.  Every  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  Bill  shall,  as  respects 
any  unopposed  Orders  scheduled  thereto,  before  being  committed  to 
a  Committee  of  the. Whole  JEIouse  be  referred  to  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees to  be  dealt  with  in  the  same  manner  as  an  unopposed  Local  Bill.] 

1 12«  In  the  case  of  a  Railway  Bill  a  company  shall  not  be  authorised 
to  raise  by  mortgage  or  debenture  stock  a  larger  sum  than  one  third  of 
their  capital  until  fifty  per  cent,  on  [of]  tiie  whole  of  the  capital  has 
been  paid  up  to,  or  raise  any  money  by  mortgage  or  debenture  stock. 
—(The  Earl  of  Onslow.) 

On  Question,  Motion  agreed  to.    Standing  Orders  amended  accordingly,  and 
to  be  printed  as  amended.    (No.  196.) 

Bntherglen  Burgh  Order  Oonflrmation  Bill.— Order  of  the  Day  for  the 

Third  Reading  read. 

Moved,  •*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3»."— (i(?rrf  RibUeMU.) 

On  Question,  Bill  read  3^ 

Lord  RObUsdale 602 

Amendments  made ;  Bill  passedi  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 


Pttblic  Slanffhter  Booses  Bill  [h.l.]    [Second  Reading.]    Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 

The  Bart  of  Donovghmore  60 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»."— (TAe  Earl  of  Donoughmc^e.) 

The  Earl  of  Camperdoum 60(i 

The  Preeident  of  Me  Board  of  AgricuUure  and  Fisheries  (Earl  Carrington)    t>07 

On  Question,  BiU  read  2"^,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Tuesday,  the  23rd  of  October  next. 

Karria^ge  with  Foreigners  Bill  [Shcond  Readivq]*— Order  of  the  Day  for 
the  Second  Reading  read. 

Earl  Beauchamp        .*         ».         ..         ,.         ..         ..         ..         ..     608 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\'^^EarC  Beauchamp.) 

The  Marjuess  of  Salisbury  ..        .^^,    -        -*    .    ••        -.609 

«2 
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On  Question,  Bill  read  2^  and  committed  to  a  Committee  ol  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 

Palace  of  Westminster. — ^The  Earl  of  Liverpool  and  the  Lord  Denman  added 
^  to  the  Select  Committee 609 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill— Read  1%  and  to  be  printed. 

(No.  195.) 

i  To  be  read  2»  on  Tuesday ,  the  23rd  of  October  next.— (TAe  Earl  of  Mayo)     609 

Business  op  the  House. — Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.  considered  (according 

to  Order),  and  suspended  for  this  day's  Sitting  610 

Post  Office  Sites  BiU ;  Post  Office  (Literature  for  the  Blind)  Bill ; 
Charitable  Loan  Societies  (Ireland)  Bill.  —  House  in  Committee 

according  to  Order).  Bills  reported  without  Amendment.  Standing  Com- 
mittee negatived.  Then  (Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.  having  been  sus- 
pended) Bills  read  3*,  and  passed  610 

Revenue  Bill. — ^Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and  passed  610 

Fertilisers  and  Feeding  Stufb  Bill.— Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order) ;  a  further  Amendment  made.  Then  (Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX. 
having  been  suspended)  Bill  read  3*,  with  the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and 
returned  to  the  Commons  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .     610 


Open  Spaces  Bill. — Amendment  reported  (according  to  Order).  Then  (Stand- 
ing Order  No.  XXXIX.  having  been  suspended)  Bill  read  3%  with  the 
Amendment,  and  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons        . .         . .         . .     610 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill. — Amendments  reported  (according  to  Order)  and 
(Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.  having  been  suspended)  Bill  to  be  read  3» 
after  the  remaining  Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices 610 

Dean  Forest  Bill. — Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and  passed 610 

Dogs  Bill. — Amendments  reported  (according  to  Order) ;  further  Amendments 
made.  Then  (Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.  having  been  suspended)  Bill 
read  3%  with  the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons  . .     611 


Deanery  of  Manchester  Bill.— House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order). 
Bill  reported  without  Amendment.  Then  (Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX. 
having  been  suspended)  Bill  read  3*,  and  passedj         

The  Transvaal  Constitution. 
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The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  {The  Earl  of  Elgin) 

The  Duke  of  Marlborough 

Lord  Sandhurst 

Lord  Harris     . . 

Lord  Courtney 

Viscount  MUner 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne 

The  Lord  Privy  Seal  (The  Marquess  of  Rifon) 
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Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill.— Order  of  the  Day  for  Third  Reading  read. 

LordDenman  6G7 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  read  3»."— (£or(i  Denman.) 

*  •  »  • 

On  Question,  Bill  read  3\ 

Drafting  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

House  resumed. 

Hnsieal  Oopjrriffht  Bill. — Brought  from  the  Commons ;    read  1"^ ;    to  be 
printed;     and  to  be  read   2»  To-morrow   (The  Earl  Beauchamp).     (No. 

**'  t  /  .«  «.  ..  ..  ..  ..  ••  »•  ••  •*       00  f 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock  a.m.,  till  half-past  Three  o'clock 
p.m. 


^1^"^^^^  ■  ■  ■  —» ■  ^  ■ 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS;    TUESDAY,    SIst    JULY,    1903. 
The  House  met  at  quarter  before  Three  of  the  Clock. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

BIing8ton-apoil<Hull  Oorporation  Bill ;  Pontefraot  Corporation  Bill ; 
tii^utton  District  Water  Bill. — Lords  Amendments  in  pursuance  of  the  Order 
of  the  House  [30th  July],  considered,  and  agreed  to 668 

Xetropolitan  Electric  Supply  Bill. — As  amended,  considered  668 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  223  and  243  be  suspended,  and  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time. — {The  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.) 

% 

Blil  accordingly  read  the  third  time,  and  passed 668 

Bristol  Corporation  Bill  (by  Order). — Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 

on  Thursiday,  at  a  quarter  past  Eight  of  the  Clock       668 

Hackney  Electricity  Bill  (by  Order)  ;  Hampstead  Garden  Suburb  Bill  (by 
Order) ;  London  County  Council  (Money)  Bill  (by  Order) ;  North  West 
London  Railway  Bill  (by  Order) ;  St.  Pancras  Electricity  Bill  (by  Order) ; 
South  Lincolnshire  Water  Bill  (by  Order) ;  South  Wales  Electrical  Power 
Distribution  Company  Bill  (by  Order) ;  Watford  and  Edgware  Railway  ] 
Bill  (by  Order). — Lords  Amendments  considered,  and  agreed  to       . .         .  •     668 

Bate  (English  and  Welsh)  Estates  Bill  [Lords]  (by  Opder).— Read  the 

third  time,  and  passed,  without  Amendment   • .         • ,         , 668 
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Nettlebed  and  District  Oommons  (Preservation)  Bill  [Loaps]  {by  Orde^  ; 

Shropshire,  Worcestershire,  and  Stafiordshire  Electric  Power  Bill  [Lords]  (by 
Order). — Bead  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with  Amendments        . .         •  •     668 


Glasgow  and  Sonth  Western  Railway  Order  Confirmation  Bill  [Lords].— 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  without  Amendment       668 

Water   Orders   Confirmation  Bill  [LobdsI. — As  amended,   considered; 

read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with  Amendments    .  •         .  ^        • «         . .     669 

Or  eat  Northern  (Ireland)  and  Midland  Railways  Bill  [Lobdb]^-— Ordered, 

That  Standing  Order  243  be  suspended,  and  the  Great  Northern  (Ireland) 
and  Midland  Railways  Bill  [Lords],  be  now  read  the  third  time. — (Xhe 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.) 

Bill  accordingly  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with  Amendments    ,  •     66P 

Standing  Orders  (Private  Business). — Standing  Order  1  read,  and  amended, 
in  line  14,  by  inserting  after  the  word  "  Purposes,"  as  a  new  line,  the  words 
"  Electricity   Supply." 


In  line  25,  by  inserting  after  the  word  "  Regulating,"  as  a  new  line,  the 
word  *'  Pilotage." 


C( 


Standing  Order  15  read,  and  amended,  in  line  4,  by  leaving  out  the  word 
and,"  and  inserting  the  word  "  or,"  instead  thereof. 


In  line  4,  by  inserting  after  the  word  "  for,"  the  words  "  constructing 
any  station  for  generating  electrical  energy  on  specified  lands,  or  for." 

In  line  9,  by  inserting  after  the  word  "  products,"  the  words  "  generating 
station."  ^\^^    , 

Ordered,  That  on  or  before  the  twenty-first  day  of  December  immediately 
preceding  the  application  for  a  Bill  whereby  any  express  statutory 
provision  relating  to  nuisance  arising  on  any  lands  is  sought  to  be 
altered  or  repealed,  notice  in  writing  of  such  Bill,  and  of  the  intention 
to  alter  or  repeal  such  provision,  shall  be  served  upon  the  owner  and 
lessee  of  every  dwelling-house  situate  within  three  hundred  yards  i>f  the 
said  lands. 

Resolved,  That  this  Order  be  a  Standing  Order  of  this  House. 

Ordered,  That  on  or  before  the  eighteenth  day  of  December  a  printed  copy 
of  every  Bill  of  the  let  Class  which  proposes  to  authorise  any  persona 
other  than  the  road  authority  to  break  up  or  otherwise  interfere  with  any 
streets  or  roads,  shall  be  deposited  at  the  ofiice  of  the  road  authority. 

Resolved,  That  this  Order  be  a  Standing  Order  of  this  House. 

Standing  Order  72,  read,  and  amended,  by  adding,  at  the  end  thereof,  the 
words,  In  the  case  of  any  Provisonal  Order  Confirmation  Bill  in  which 
provisions  have  been  inserted  in  the  House  of  Lords  to  which  the 
Standing  Orders  of  this  House  would  apply  if  the  Bill  were  a  Private 
Bill,  the  Examiners  shall  inquire  whether,  in  respect  of  such  provisions, 
the  Standing  Orders  have  been  complied  with,  and  report  to  the  House 
.    accordingly. 
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And,  it  being  Ten  of  the  Clock,  the  Chairman  proceeded,  in  pursuance  of 
Standing  Order  No.  15,  to  put  forthwith  the  Question  necessary  to 
dispose  of  the  Vote  under  consideration. 

Que^ion  put,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £29,050,  be  granted  to  His 
Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  pa3anent  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March,  1907,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Department  of  His 
Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  including  a  Qrant-in-Aid 
of  certain  Expenses  connected  with  Emigration." 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes,  316 ;  Noes,  83.    (Division  List  No.  286.) 

The  Chairmak  then  proceeded  to  put  severally  the  Questions,  That  the  total 
amounts  of  the  Votes  outstanding  in  each  Class  of  the  Civil  Service 
^Estimates,  including  Supplementary  Estimates,  and  the  total  amount 
of  the  Votes  outstanding  in  the  Estimates  for  the  Army  (including 
Ordnance  Factories)  be  granted  for  the  Services  defined  in  those  Classes 
and  Estimates. 


X 


Class 


2.  ''  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £707,580,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  tiie  Slst  day  of  March,  1907,  for  Expenditure  on  the 
Services  included  in  Class  I.  of  the  Estimates  for  Civil  Services,  viz. : — 


6.  Miscellaneous  Legal  Buildings,  Great  Britain 
6.  Art  and  Science  Buildings,  Great  Britain    - 

10.  Surveys  of  the  United  ^ngdom 

11.  Harbours  under  the  Board  of  Trade     - 

"^        12.  Peterhead  Harbour 

^        13.  Rates  on  Government  Property  ... 

14.  Public  Works  and  Buildings,  Ireland 

15.  Railways,  Lreland  -        •        .        . 


£ 
34,800 
45,800 

124,578 
14,606 
22,000 

340,656 
96,47t 
28,663 


804 


*» 


£707,580'* 
Questioii  pii« 
Th«  Ciommitiee^divided  :--Ayes,  924 ;  ^oet,  82.    (Division  List  No.  287.) 
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Class  II. 

3.  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,203,002,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to 

defray  the  Charge  which  wiU  come  in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year 

endii^  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1907,  for  Expenditure  in  respect  of 

the  Services  included  in  Class  II.  of  the  Estimates  for  Civil  Services, 

,    .        viz. :— 

£ 

1.  House  of  Lords  Offices 10,210 

2.  House  of  Commons  Offices  .        .        .        .       17,900 

3.  Treasury  and  Subordinate  Departments      •        -       59,911 

4.  Home  Office 124,085 

8.  Board  of  Trade  -        -        -        -        -        -      160,373 

f  9.  Mercantile  Marine  Services           -        -        -        -  69,873 

10.  Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade    -  5 

12.  Charity  Commission 16,079 

16.  Local  Government  Board 147,470 

17.  Lunacy  Commission,  England      -        -        -        -  10,736 

22.  Registrar-GeneraPs  Office,  England      -        -        -  25,412 

23.  Stationery  and  Printing 401,480 

24.  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Revenues,  etc..  Office  -  12,756 

25.  Works  and  Public  Buildings  Office       -        -        -  45,278 

26.  Secret  Service 10,000 


f 


Scotland. 


27.  Secretary  for  Scotland's  Office     ....  9,750 

28.  Fishery  Board 13,691 

29.  Lunacy  Commisuon 3,731 

30.  Registrar-General's   Office 3,241 

31.  Local  (Government  Board  for  Scotland        -        -  10,470 

Ireland.  _ 

32.  Household  of  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  -  •  2,672 
35.  Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests  Office  -  -  1,049 
37.  Public  Record  Office,  Ireland      ....         3,484 

'  38.  Public  Works  Office 23,938 

39.  Registrar  General's  Office 7,032 

40.  Valuation  and  Boundary  Survey  (including  a  Sup- 
plementary sum  of  £1,000) 12,276 

£1,203,002" 

«  •  •  ■■'  ^     ■""'■.."*.       . 

■      ^'.                                        '            •-.                ■    '    '        .    '■       I 
•  .•• •    ■  .%.\t 

Question  put— 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes,  S42 ;  Noes,  82*    (Division  list,  No.  288.) 

Class  III. 

4.  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £2,077,936,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  w^  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 


t. 


I 

\ 
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ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1907,  for  Expenditure  in  respect  of  the 
Services  included  in  Class  III.  of  the  Estimates  for  Civil  Services,  viz. : — 

£ 

1.  Law  Charges 31,954 

2.  Miscellaneous  Legal  Expenses    ....       21,914 

3.  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature      ....     179,066 

4.  Land  Registry 25,602 

5.  County  Courts 2 

7.  Prisons,  England  and  the  Colonies        -        .        .     394,255 

8.  Reformatory    and    Industrial    Schools,     Great 

Britain        ........      113,977 

9.  Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum  ...       27,121 

^  Scotland. 


I ' 


10.  Law  Charges  and  Courts  of  Law  ....  50,828 

11.  Register  House,  Edinburgh         •        •        .        •  27,745 

12.  Crofters'  Commission 2,445 

13.  Prisons 52,600 

Ireland. 

14.  Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecutions      -        •  32,652 

15.  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  and  other  Legal 
Departments 59,586 

16.  Irish  Land  Commission 124,215 

17.  County  Court  Officers,  Ac. 66,088 

18.  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police 35,721 

19.  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 710,038 

20.  Prisons 62,556 

21.  Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools    -        -        -  55,995 

22.  Dundrum  (Mminal  Lunatic  Asylum    •        -        .  3,576 


£2,077,936 


Question  put — 


The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes,  339  ;  Noes,  81.    (Division  List  No.  289.) 

Class  IV. 

5.  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £8,387,882,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  ( ourse  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1907,  for  expenditure  in  respect  of  the 
Services  included  in  Class  IV.  of  the  Estimates  for  Civil  Service,  viz.:— 


1.  Board  of  Education,  including  a  Supplementary 

^'^  Sum  of  £200,000 6,339,600 

*  '^      2.  British  Museum 99,998 

3.  National  Gallery 7,038 

4.  National  Portrait  Gallery 2,619 

5.  Wallace  Collection       -..---  3,821 

6.  Scientific  Investigation,  etc.,  United  Kingdom      -  33,650 


• 
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7.  Universities  and  Colleges,  Great  Britain  and  Inter- 
mediate Education,  Wales 140,400 

8.  Public  Education,  Scotland        -        -        -        -  1,122,128 

9.  National  Gallery,  etc.,  Scotland.-        -        -        -  768 

Ireland. 

10.  PubUc  Education         -    -   -     •   -        -        -        -  633,223 

11.'  Endowed  Schools  Commissioners         -        -        -  510 

12.  National  Gallery 1,766 

13.  Queen's  CoUeges  -        -        ...        -        .  2,361 


£8,387,882 


»> 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  341  ;  Noes,  79,      (Division  List,  No.  290.) 

Class  V; 

6.  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,196,905,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  Mai  oh,  1907,  for  Expenditure  on  the  Services 
included  in  Class  V.  of  the  Estimates  for  Civil  Services,  viz. : — 

£ 

1.  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Services        ...     303,856 

2.  Colonial    Services 827,952 

3.  Telegraph  Subsidies  and  Pacific  Cable  -        -        -       49,497 

4.  Cyprus  (Grant-in- Aid)  -        -        -        -        -         1,000 

5.  Treasury  Chest  Fund  .-.---       14,600 


£1,196,905 


>9 


Question  put. 


The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes,  337  ;  Noes,  79.    (Division  List,  No.  291.) 

Class  VI. 

7.  '^  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £582,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1907,  for  Expenditure  in  respect  of  the 
Services  included  in  Class  VI.  of  the  Estimates  for  Civil  Services,  viz.: — 

'  3.  Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other  Allowances   <•        *    383 

4.  Hospitals  and  Charities,  Ireland  •        .   -    .        .     ,   .    199 

£582  " 
Question  put.  \ 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes,  334 ;  Noes,  78.    (Division  List  No.  292.) 
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8.  ''  That^a  sum,  not  exceeding  £350,759,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1907,  for  Expenditure  in  respect  of 
the  Services  included  in  Class  VII.  of  the  Estimates  for  Civil  Services, 
viz. : — 

1.  Temporary  CommissionB        -        *        -        -       •  27,000 

2.  Miscellaneous  Expenses 10,743 

3.  Repa3rments  to  the  Local  Loans  Fund  -.  .    -        -  58 

4.  Ireland  Development  Orant  -        -        -        -        -  85,000 

5.  Repayments  to  Civil  Contingencies  Fund       -        -  22,958 

6.  Inter-ParUamentary  Conference     -        -        -        -  5,000 

7.  Expenses  under  the  Unemployed  Workmen  Act,  1905  200,000 


£360,759 


>»  - 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes,  322  ;  Noes,  74.    (Division  List  No.  293.) 

Army  Estdiates,  1906-7. 

9.  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,803,100,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to 
defray  the  charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1907,  for  Expenditure  on  the  ^my 
Services,  including  Anny  (Ordnance  Factories),  viz. : — 

*      £ 
5.  Volunteer  Corps,  Pay  and  Allowances  -        -        -  1,244,000 
13.  War  Office  and  Army  Accounts  Department        •     559,000 
Ordnance  Factories  .        .       j,        -        -  100 


£1,803,100" 
Question  put.  '  i 

The  Conmiittee  divided  :— Ayes,  318  ;  Noes,  67.    (Division  List  No.  294.) 

•   •  •  •  •   •  ♦   •  •   ' 

Motion'  made; '  and  Que8ti6n  put,  ''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  these 
Besolutiona  to  the  House." 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes,  298  ;  Noes,  67.    (Division  List  No.  295.) 

BMolutions  to  be  reported  to-morrow 

Wats  ajtd  Mkans. 

Considered  in  Conmiittee. 

(la  the  Committee.) 

))Sx.  BvMon  <OIdham>  in  tie  Ckw.] 

/2 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That  towards  making  good  the  Supply 
granted  to  His  Majesty  for  the  Service  of  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst 
day  of  March,  1907,  the  sum  of  £68,528,828  be  granted  <i»ut  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom." 

The  Committee  divided  i — Ayes,  252  ;  Noes,  64.    (Division  List  No.  296.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  this  Resolu- 
tion to  the  House." 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes,  239  ;  Noes,  55.    (Division  List  No.  297.) 


Resolution  to  be  reported  to-morrow. 
Musical  Copyright  Bill. — Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 


I 


V 


The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Dejkirtment  (Mr.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 

W)  857 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  J.  D,  White  (Dumbartonshire)   . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  859 

Mr.  Morton  (Sutherland)      . .         . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  859 

Mr.  Byles  (Salford,  N.)                   . .  . .  . .  . .  • .  869 

Mr.  Lupton  (Lincolnshire,  Sleaford)  ..  . .  . .  . .  . .  860 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

•    r 

•  •■  ■.' 

Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

Street  Betting  Bill  [Lords].— Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  Bottomley  (Hackney,  S.)  ..        ,,         861 

Mr.  Claude  Hay  (Shoreditch,  HoxUm)        864 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  To  leave  out  the  word  *  now,'  ard  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to 
add  the  words  *  upon  this  day  three  months.*  " — (Mr.  Bottomley.) 

Question  p  oposed,  **  That  the  word  *  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Dejkirtment  (Mr.  Gladstone,  Leeds,  W.)    865 

Sir  E.  Carson  (Dublin  University)  867 

Mr.  J.  W.  Wilson  (Worcestershire,  N.)        867 

Mr.  Shackleton  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe)       . .         868 

Mr.  Lufton  (Lincolnshire,  Sleaford)  .869 
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Mb.  Clouoh  rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move, ''  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now  put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put  accord- 
ingly, and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  to-morrow. 

Navy  and  Army  Expenditure,  1904-5. 

Resolutions   reported. 

Whereas  it  appears  by  the  Navy  Appropriation  Account  for  the  year  ended 
the  31st  d^y  of  March,  1905,  and  the  statement  appended  thereto,  as 
foUows,  viz. : — 

(a)  That  the  gross  expenditure  for  certain  Navy  Services  exceeded 
the  estimate  of  such  expenditure  by  a  total  sum  of  £415,439  18s.  8d., 
as  shown  in  Column  No.  1  of  the  Schedule  hereto  appended,  while  the 
gross  expenditure  for  other  Navy  Services  fell  short  of  the  estimate 
of  such  expenditure  by  a  total  sum  of  £449,539  13s.  7d.,  as  shown  in 
Column  No.  2  of  the  said  appended  Schedule,  so  that  the  gross  actual 
expenditure  for  the  whole  of  the  Navy  Services  fell  short  of  the  gross 
estimated  expenditure  by  the  net  sum  of  £34,099  14s.  lid. 

(6)  That  the  receipts  in  aid  of  certain  Grants  for  Navy  Services 
fell  short  of  the  total  estimated  receipts  by  the  sum  of  £80,479  6s.  lOd., 
as  shown  in  Column  No.  3  of  the  said  appended  Schedule,  while  the  re- 
ceipts in  aid  of  other  Navy  Services  exceeded  the  estimate  of  such 
receipts  by  a  total  sum  of  £76,198  8s.  9d.,  as  shown  in  Column  No.  4 
of  the  said  appended  Schedule,  so  that  the  total  actual  receipts  in  aid 
of  the  Orants  for  Navy  Services  fell  short  of  the  total  estimated  receipts 
by  the  net  sum  of  £4,280  18s.  Id. 

(c)  That  the  resulting  differences  between  the  Exchequer  Grants 
for  Navy  Services  and  the  net  expenditure  are  a^  follows,  viz. : — 

^—  • 

•  £  s.  d. 

Total  Surpluaea 455,107  18    8 

Total  Deficits 425,289    1  10 

Net  Surplus £29,818  16  10 

And  whereas  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  His  Majesty's  Treasury  have  tem- 
porarily authorised  the  application,  in  reduction  of  the  net  charge  on 
Exchequer  Grants  for  certain  Navy  Services,  of  the  whole  of  the  sums 
received  in  excess  of  the  estimated  Appropriation-in  Aid,  in  respect  of 
the  same  Services,  and  have  abo  temporarily  authorised  the  applica- 
tion of  so  much  of  the  said  total  surpluses  on  certain  Grants  for  Navy 
Services  as  is  necessary  to  cover  the  said  total  deficits  on  other  Grants 
for  Navy  Services. 
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"  TJiat  the  application  of  Buch^ums  be  sanctioned." 

» 

Schedule. 

•           -                        •               I                    : 

1 
t 

-. 

- 

Gross  Expenditure.  • 

Appriipriations  in  Aid. 

Excesses  (tf 

Surpluses  of 

Defldeneies 

Surplusm 

Number  of   1 

Kary  Senrlces,  1904-A. 

A<  tiial  over 

Estimated 

of  Actual  as 

Off  Actual  AM 

Vote. 

Votes. 

Estimated 

over  Actual 

compared  with 

compared  viUi 

Gruss 

Gross 

Bstfanatod 

Expenditure. 

Expenditure. 

Receipts. 

Reeeipta. 

- 

1. 

2. 

S. 

4. 

£       s.  d. 

£       s.d. 

£       s.  d. 

£       s.  d. 

1  • 

• 

Wagee,  Ac.,  of  Officers,  SeameD, 
and  Boys,  Coast  Onard,  and 

Royal  Marines .... 

07,474  18    8 

«» 

27,810    2    9 

— 

2- 

•       • 

Victualling  and  Clotliing  for  the 

• 

Navy 

^m 

4,809    8    7 

— 

18,10)    9   4 

8  • 

•       • 

Medical  BstabUshments  and  Ser- 

. 

Tices  .       •.    ••      •      •  '    • 

^ 

■  11,626    9    9 

1,689  19    2 

— 

4  • 

•       • 

Martial  Law        •      .       •       - 

.. 

1,094  17  11 

8  17  10 

— 

6  • 

•       • 

Educational  Seryfces  •      •      • 

_ 

12,944    6    2 

■  — 

8,810    8  11 

6  • 

•       • 

Scientific  Senrices       .       .       - 

4A67U    5 

— 

— 

8^084  10    6 

7- 

•       • 

Royal  Naval  Besenres 

— 

26^290    0    8 

669    9    2 

— 

8- 

•       • 

Shipbuilding,    Bepaiis,    Main- 
tenance, ao. : 

8ec.l     • 

Personnel      •      •      •      - 

.. 

28,824  18    8 

—  ■ 

808  14    6 

Bee.  2     • 

Materiel        .      •      •       . 

224,212    8    9 

— 

— 

26,823    8    1 

Sec.  8     • 

Contract  Work     • 

_ 

279,769  U    0 

87,278    4    9 

— 

0  • 

•              • 

Naval  Armaments 

_ 

llfiSB  19    9 

— 

19466    8    7 

lo- 

9                    • 

Works,  Buildings  and  Bepahrs  at 

Home  and  Abroad  ... 

— 

78,202    1    1 

— 

4,867  19    8 

ll  - 

•                      • 

Miscellaneous  Bffeotive  Services 

82,864  11    5 

— 

8,912  19    0 

— 

12- 

•                     • 

Admiralty  Office  -       .       .       . 

1,761    7    1 

— 

— 

2    9    3 

18  - 

•                     • 

Ualf-Pay,  Reserved  and  Retired 

• 

Pay   .....      . 

6fi8i    1    8 

— 

4,108  10   e 

■" 

14- 

•                     • 

Naval    and  Marine   Pensions, 
Gratuities,  and  Compassionate 

■ 

Allowances    .  .       .       .       - 

6.604  12  10 

» 

6t480  16    9 

•" 

16- 

•                      ■ 

Civil  Pensions  and  Gratuities    - 
Amount  written  off  as  irrecover- 

22,285 18  11 

79    6  11 

able    •      •..•. 

2,064  16    4 

^ 

^" 

"^ 

416,489  18    8 

449,689  18    7 

^ 

80,479    6  10 

76^196    8    9 

. 

Net  Surplus,  £84,099  14  11 

Net  Deficit,  £4,280  18    1 

Surplus  surrendered  to  the  Exchequer 

•          •••          Jt 

-29,818     168.     lOd. 

Whereas  it  appears  by  the  Army  Appropriation  Account  for  the  year  ended 
the  3lBt  day  of  March,  1905,  and  the  statement  appended  thereto,  as 
follows,   viz. : — 

(a)  That  the  gross  expenditure  for  certain  Army  Services  exceeded 
the  estimate  of  such  expenditure  by  a  total  sum  of  £256,367  3s.  3d.,  as 
shown  in  Column  No.  1  -of  the  schedule  hereto  appended ;  while  the 
gross  expenditure  for  other  Army  Services  fell  short  of  the  estimate  of 
'  such  expenditure  by  a  total  sum  £365,574  5s.  6d.,  as  sHown  in  Colunm  No. 
2  of  the  said  appended  Schedule  ;  so  that  the  gross  actual  expenditure 
for  the  whole  of  the  Army  Services  fell  short  of  the  gross  estimated  ex- 
penditure by  the  net  sum  of  £109,207  2s.  3d. 


(6)  That  the  receipts  in  aid  of  certain  Army  Services  fell  short  of 
the  estimate  of  such  receipts  by  a  total  sum  of  £8,475  7b.  lOd.,  as  shown 
in  Column  No.  3  of  the  said  appended  schedule  ;  while  the  receipts  in 
aid  of  other  Army  Services  exceeded  the  estimate  of  such  receipts  by 
a  total  sum  of  £383,643  168.  2d.,  as  shown  in  Column  No.  4  of  the  said 
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appended  Schedule  ;  so  that  the  total  actual  receipts  in  aid  of  the  grants 
for  Army  Services  exceeded  the  total  estimated  receipts  by  the  net  sum 
of  £375,168  88.  4d. 

(c)  That  the  resulting  differences  between  the  Exchequer  Grants 
for  Army  Services  and  the  net  ex  )enditure  are  as  follows,  viz. : — 


Total  Surpluses 
Total  Deficits 


Net  Surplus 


£  8.  d. 

701,636    8    5 
217,260  17  10 

£i84,375  10    7 


And  whereas  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  His  Majesty's  Treasury  have  tem- 
porarily  authorised  the  application,  in  reduction  of  the  net  charge  on 
Exchequer  Grants  for  certain  Army  Services,  of  the  whole  of  the  suins 
received  in  excess  of  the  estimated  Appropriation-in-Aid  in  respect  of 
the  same  Services,  and  have  abo  temporarily  authorised  the  apphcation 
of  so  much  of  the  said  total  surpluses  on  certain  Grants  for  Army  Ser- 
vices as  is  necessary  to  cover  the  said  total  deficits  on  other  grants  for 
Army  Services. 

2.  "  That  the  application  of  such  sums  be  sanctioned." 


Schedule. 
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Aimj  Senrtoea,  10O1-19OS. 
VotM. 


Pfty,  Ao.,  of  Army  (Oenerml  Staff  P<gi 

ineDU,  Bevenre,  and  Department^ 
Medical  KatabllshmeDU :  Pay,  Ac    • 
Militia :  Pay,  Boonty,  Ac.  • 
Imperial  Yeomanry  :  Pay  and  Allowances 
Volnnteer  Corpe  :  Pay  and  Allowances 
Transport  and  Bemoonte    * 
Provbionc,  Forace,  and  other  Suppliea 
Cloihlnic  Kstablliilimenta,  and  Services 
Warlike  and  other  Stortrs :  Snpply  and 
BfCpair    ••>•••' 
Works,   Bvildingt.  and  Repairs:    Cost 
inolndii^ Stair  for  Engineer  ^'e  vi«eii 
Betahllshmenta  for  Military  Education 
Mlsoellaneons  SffectlTe  Senrloet 
War  Office:  Salaries  and  MbccUaneous 

ChargM 

Kon-effectiTe  Charget  for  Officers.  Ac. 
Noo-effectiTe  Charies  for  Mfn,  Ac  • 
UtU  Saperannoation.  Compensation,  and 

Compassionate  Allowances  • 

• 

Dalaooes  irrsoorerahla       •      •      • 


Gross  Bxpenditore. 


Bxce<«ses  of 

Actual  over 

Estimated 

Gioes 

Bxienditore 

1. 


■.  d. 


12,562  16    6 
116,062  16  11 

10,286  12    6 

2211  14  11 
7,617  12    8 

80,468    7    8 

86^16    0 

88.402    6  10 


266^    8    8 


Surpluses  o( 

BMtimatrd 

over  Actual 

Onisft 
Expenditure. 


£       a.  d. 

166,866    6  11 

228  10  2 

6^,*.'70    1  0 

46,176  10  8 

2,777  12  6 

22,080  10  10 


88,771  18    8 

24,786    1    8 
4,814  16    2 


866,674    6    6 


Appropriations  In  Aid 


Deflcienciefl  of 
Actual  aH 

contpared  mIUi 

BHtiiimieU 

Ueieipta. 


£       s.  d. 


2,627  16    0 


4,687  10    8 
1,867    7    8 

62  18    0 


8,476    7  10 


Surpluses  of 

Actual  as 

compared  with 

Bsiiiiiated 

Beceipta. 

4. 


£       a.  d. 

7,761    1  11 
6,U37    6    7 

770  11  S 

667    6  8 

260,800  12  1 

16,128  14  8 

1,968    8  8 

81,117    %    8 

22,860  11    8 

2,647  U    0 


10.188  16    7 
1^801  10    2 


888.648  16    S 


Nrt  Sarplu«,£  100.207    2    8  Net  Surplus.  £876.168    8    4 


■x^" 


Suf^lus  surrendered  to  the  Kxchc<^uer     ...     £484,375  IPs.  7d. 
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Second  Resolution  : 
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Committee  in  the  said  Resolution." 

The  House  divided  :    Ayes,  156  ;    Noes,  11.    (Division  L'st,  No.  298.)      ..     870 

Public  Works  Loans  Bill. — Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr,  T.  M,  Healy  (Louth,  iV.)1 877 

1/r.  Staveley  Hill  (Staffordshire,  Kingswinford) 877 

Sir  F,  BarAury  (City  of  London)  877 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  the  wora  *  now,'  and  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to 
add  the  words  '  upon  this  day  three  months.'  " — (Mr.  Staveley  HUL) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question.* 

Mr,  Claude  Hay  (SJioreditch,  Hoxton)        ,,         ,,         . .         . .         . .     878 

The  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  McKenna,  Monmouth 

sfiirey  jy  ,j  , ,         , ,         . ,         . ,         . .         ••         ..         ..     oY  o 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  to-morrow. 
Solicitors  Bill.— Considered  in  Committee. 
'   <  (In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Emmott  (Oldham)  in  the  Chair.] 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  *'  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment ;  read  the  third  time,  and  passed        . .     879 

Local  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Act  (1898)  Amendment  Bill.— Read  a  second 

time,  and  committed  to-morrow.  880 

Public  Works  Loans  [Rbpaymbnt.] 
Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
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Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  extension  of  time  for  the 
repayment  of  a  loan  made  by  the  public  Works  Loan  Commissioners  to 
the  South  StafEordshire  Mines  Drainage  Commissioners,  in  pursuance 
of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session,  to  grant  money  for  the  purpose  of 
certain  Local  Loans  out  of  the  Local  Loans  Fund,  and  for  other  purposes 
relating  to  Local  Loans. — (Mr,  McKenna.) 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  this  day       880 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without  Question  put, 
pursuant  to  the  Order  of  the  House  of  the  13th  July. 


Adjourned  at  half  after  Two  o'closk. 
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SoUcitora  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Glasgow  and  South  Western  Railway  Order  Confirma- 
tion Bill  [h.l.]. — Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  to       881 

Water  Orders  Oonfirmatioil  Bill  [h.l.]. — Commons  Amendments  considered 

(according  to  Order),  and  agreed  to        881 
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PETITIONS. 


Education  Bill. — Petitions  against. — Of  parents,  guardians,  and  teachers  of 
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Temple  Colston.  Of  inhabitants  of  Tardeligge  Parish,  Bromsgrove  ;  Pirton 
Parish,  Hertfordshire  ;  Crosby  Ravensworth ;  Bickershaw. 

Read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table 881 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

Tramways  Act,  1870. — Report  by  the  Board  of  Trade  of  their  proceedings  under 

the  Tramways  Act,  1870,  during  the  Session  of  1906 881 

Light  Railways  Act,  1898. — Ordcis  made  by  the  L'ght  Railway  Com- 
pnissionets  and  modified  .,nd  confirmed  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  authorising — 


xe 
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The  construction  of  Light  Railways  in  the  parts  of  Lindsej,  in 
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Lhasa,  September  7th,  1904.  Ratifications  exchanged  at  London,  July 
23rd,  1906  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         • .     882 

Army. — Memorandum  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  on  army  re-organisation, 

dated  July  30th,  1906 882 

Meteorological  Committee. — First  report  of  the  Meteorological  Committee  to 
the  Lords  Commissioners  of  His  Majesty's  Treasury,  for  the  year  ended 
31st  March,  1906- ....         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         -. .         •  •     882 

Board  of  Education. — Education  Bill,  1906  (Draft  Ballot  Regulations.) 

Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table   .  ,  . .      ...     882 

Army. — Further  Regulations  under  the  Regimental  DebtsjAct,  1893     . .         . .     882 

Shop  Hours  Act,  1904. — Closing  orders  made  by  the  Portadown  Urban  District 
Council. 

Order  made  by  the  Council  of  the  City  of  Bath,  and  confirmed  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  fixing  the  hours  of  closmg 
'  for  certain  shops  within  the  city. 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table    882 

Army.— Return  respecting :  Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Address^of 

Tuesday  the  24th  of  July  last,  and  to  be  printed).    (No.  198).  . .        *. .     883 

Chairman  of  Cobcmittees. — The  Lord  Ribblesdale  appointed  to  take  the  Chair  in 
Committees  of  the  Whole  House  this  day,  in  the  absence  of  the  Chaiiman  of 
Committees        ^    . .  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         883 

Business  of  the  House. — Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.  considered  (according 

to  Order),  and  suspended  for  this  day's  sitting  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .     883 
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Lord  Denman 
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day  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 

The  Lord  President  of  the  Council  (The  Earl  of  Crewe) 885 
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Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»."— (Tfej  Earl  of  Crewe.) 

The  Marquees  of  Londonderry        910 

The  Lord  Archbishop  of  Canterbury         921 

Lord  Olantaioe  '  . .         . .       " . .      ' 943 

The  Marquess  of  Huntly 947 

lA^ra Garret   ..         ••         ..         ..         ..         ••         ••         ••         ••  vOo 

Lord  Zouche  of  Haryngworth  . .         . .         . .         . .  958 

The  Duke  of  Norfolk..  ••  966 

Lord  Burghdere         . .        •  •  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .        •  •  970 

The  Earl  of  Maltnesbury 982 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph         . .         . .        •  •  986 

The  President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  (Earl  Carrington)  . .  995 

^    The  Marquess  of  Salisbury   . .  . .  1000 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Ripon     . .         . .  1008 

Lord  Overtoun  . .         . .         . .         , .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1016 

Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoXirned." 

On  Question,  Debate  adjourned  till  to-morrow. 


Orown  Lands  Bill. — On  the  order  for  going  into  Committee  on  the  Crown  Lands 
BilL 

Lord  Castletown  . .         . .         . .         . .  1019 

The  Lord  Privy  Seal  (The  Marquess  of  Ripon)      i.         ; .         . .         . .  1002 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order) ;  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived :  Then  (Standing'  Order 
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Earl  Beauchamp        ..         ..         «.        ^»        ♦.         ..         ..         ..  1021 

Amendments  moved — 

"  In  Clause  1,  page  1,  line  7,  after  the  word  *  may '  to  insert  the 
words  '  if  it  is  desired  for  the  purpose  of  complying  with  the  require- 
ment of  the  law  of  that  country  to  obtain  the  certificate  hereinafter 
mentioned.'  " 

"  In  page  2,  line  11,  after  the  word  *  of '  to  insert  the  words  *  any 
notice  of  an  intended  marriage  or.' " — {Earl  Beauchamp.) 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Standing  Committee  negatived.    Then   (Standing   Order   No.   XXXIX. 
having  been  suspended) :    Amendments  reported  :    Bill  read  3*^,  with 
•  the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 
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Fatal  Accidents  and  Sudden  Deaths  Inquiry  (Scotland)  Bill.~Order 

of  the  Day  for  Second  Reading  read. 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2*  (according  to  Order),  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow      . .         . .         . .         . .         . .   1021 

Statute  Law  Reyision  (Scotland)  Bill. — House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

The  Lord  Chancdlor . .  1022 

Amendments  made. 

Standing  Committee  negatived.  Then  (Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX. 
having  been  suspended) :  Amendments  reported  :  Bill  read  3*,  with 
the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

Musical  Oopyright  Bill. — Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 

Eart  Beauchamj)        1022 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*. 

The  Eart  of  Plymouth  1022 
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House  adjourned  at  half -past  Twelve  o'clock  a.m.,  till  half-past 
Three  o'clock  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS  :   WEDNESDAY,  Ist  AUGUST,  1906. 
The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before  Three  of  the  Clock. 

PRIVATE    BILL    BUSINESS. 


Buckhayen,  Methil,  and  Innerleyen  Burgh  Extension  Bill  [Lords].— 

Ordered,  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Buckhaven,  Methil,  and  Innerleven  Burgh 
Extension  Bill  [Lords],  Standing  Orders  84,  214,  215,  and  239  be  suspended, 
and  that  the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  Consideration. — {The  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means.) 

Bill,  as  amended,  accordingly  considered  : — 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  223  and  243  be  suspended,  and  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time. — (7^  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.) 


Bill  accordingly  read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with  Amendments     •  •  IQS^ 
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London  Squares  and  EnclOaores  Bill  [Lords].— Ordered,  That,  in  the  case 

of  the  London  Squares  and  Enclosures  Bill  [Lords],  Standing  Orders  84, 
214,  215,  and  239  be  suspended,  and  that  the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  Con- 
sideration.— (The  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.) 

Bill,  as  amended,  accordingly  considered  : — 
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man of  Ways  and  Means.) 
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ing Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  BiU  [Lords];  Electric  Lighting  Provisional 
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Stafiordshire  Electric  Power  BiU  [Lords] ;  without  Amendment       . .         . .  1024 


The  London  Squares  and  Enclosures  BilL— Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

The  President  of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr,  John  Bums,  Battersea)  1024 

PETITIONS. 

Bbttino  and  Gambuno. — Petitions  ibr  legislation ;  from  Barry ;  Ohorley ;  and 

Middle  Claydon ;  to  Ue  upon  the  Table  1024 

Bduoatiok  (England  and  Walbs)  Bill. — Petition  from  Sale,  against ;  to  Ue 

upon  the  Table  1025 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill  (Reugious  Teaching). — Petitions 
against  alteration  of  Law  ;  from  Latimer  road,  London ;  and,  Llanfabon ; 
to  Ue  upon  the  Table         1025 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

Local  Governbcent  Inspectors  (Ireland). — Return  [presented  30th  July]  to 

be  printed.    [No.  297.]  1025 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill. — Copy  presented,  of  Draft  Ballot 

Regidations  [by  Command] ;     to  lie  upon  the  Table  1025 

Shop  Hours  Act,  1904. — Copy  presented,  of  Order  made  by  the  Urban  District 
Council  of  Portadown,  and  confirmed  by  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
dosing  shops  on  certain  days  within  the  Urban  District  of  Portadown  [by 

i  to  lie  upon  the  Table        1025 
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Supply  [20th  Allotted  Day]  [31st  July] — ^Report. 

Resolutions  reported.  j 

Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments  Estimates,  1906-7. 

j_  J 

4 

-I 

Class  II. 

L  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £29,050,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  com- 
plete the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  da^  of  March,  1907,  for  the 
ealaiies  and  Expenses  of  the  Department  of  His  Majesty's  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  including  a  Orant  in  Aid  of  certain  Expenses 
connected  with  Emigration.'* 

P2 
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Class  I. 


2.  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  ft07,58O,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  de- 
fray the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1907,  for  Expenditure  on  the  Services 
included  in  Class  I.  of  the  Estimates  for  Civil  Services,  viz. : — 


£ 
[  5.  Miscellaneous  Legal  Buildings,  Oieat  Britain        -       34,800 
6.  Axt  and  Science  Buildings,  Great  Britain      -        -       45,800 

10.  Surveys  of  the  United  Kingdom  -        -        -  124,578 

11.  Harbours  under  the  Board  of  Trade    -        -        -       14,606 

12.  Peterhead  Harbour 22,000 

13.  Rates  on  Grovernment  Property  ...  340,656 

14.  Public  Works  and  Buildings,  Ireland  -        •        -       96,477 

15.  Railways,  Ireland        ..,---       28,663 


£707,580 


)> 


Class  IL 


3.  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,203,002,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  31st  day  of  March,  1907,  for  Expenditure  in  respect  of  the 
Services  included  in  Class  II.  of  the  Estimates  for  Civil  Services,  viz.: — 


£ 

'      1.  House  of  Lords  Offices 10,210 

'2.  House  of  Commons  Offices 17,900 

3.  Treasury  and  Subordinate  Departments      -        -  59,911 

4.  Home  Office 124,085 

8.  Board  of  Trade 160,379 

9.  Mercantile  Marine  Services          ...        -  69,873 
10.  Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade  -  5 

12.  Charity  Commission             16,079 

16.  Local  Grovernment  Board 147,470 

'    17.  Lunacy  Commission,  England      -        -        -        -  10,736 

22.  Registrar-General's  Office,  England     -        -        -  25,412 

.    23.  Stationery  and  Printing 401,480 

24.  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Revenues,  etc.,  Office-  12,756 

.    25.  Works  and  Public  Buildings  Office       -        -        -  45,278 

26.  Secret  Service 10,000 

'^  Scotland.  T    _.^ 

f  27.  Secretary  for  Scotland's  Office     ....  9,750 

28.  Fishery  Board 12,691 

29.  Lunacy  Commission 3,731 

30.  Registrar-Oeneral's  Office 3,241 

31.  Local  Government  Board  for  Scotland         -        -  10,470 
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Ibeland.              '  -   '  ^ 

82.  Household  of  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland      -        -  2672 

35.  Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests  Office    -        •  1,049 

37.  Public  Record  Office,  Ireland       ....  3,484 

38.  Public  Works  Office 23,938 

39.  Registrar  General's  Office 7,132 

40.  Valuation  and   Boundary   Survey  (including  a 
Supplementary  sum  of  £1,000)       ....  12,276 


I       .  ,  .;   i    .  :  .J 


£1,203,002  " 


• 


j.    Class  III.  ' 

4.  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £2,077,936,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pa3rment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1907,  for  Expenditure  in  respect  of  the 
Services  included  in  Class  III.  of  the  Estimates  for  Civil  Services, viz. : — 

1.  Law  Charges 31,954 

2.  Miscellaneous  Legal  Expenditure        -                -  21,914 

3.  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature      -        -        -        -  179,066 

4.  Land  Registry 25,602 

5.  Country  Courts 2 

7.  Prisons,  England  and  the  Colonies       -        -        .     394,255 

8.  Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  Great  Britain     113,977 

9.  Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum  -        -        -       27,121 


Scotland. 

10.  Law  Charges  and  Courts  of  Law  -        -        -        -  50,828 

11.  Register  House,  Edinburgh        .        •        .        .  27,745 

12.  Crofter's  Commission          -        ...        -  2,445 

13.  Prisons        -        - 52,600 


Ireland. 

14.  Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecutions       -        -  32,65 1 

15.  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  and    other    Legal 
Departments 59,586 

16.  Irish  Land  Commission 124,215 

17.  County  Court  Officers,  etc 66,088 

18.  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police          -        -        .        .  35,721 

19.  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 710,038 

20.  Prisons 62,556 

21.  Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools    ...  55,995 

22.  Pundnim  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum    -        -        -  3,576 


£2,077,936 


» 
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Class  IV. 

5.  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £8,387,882,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1907,  for  Expenditure  in  respect  of  the 
Services,  included  in  Class  IV.  of  the  Estimates  for  Civil  Services,  viz.: — 


1.  Board  of  Education  (including  a  Supplementary 

Sum  of  £200,000) 6,339,600 

2.  British  Museum 99,998 

3.  National  Gallery 7,038 

4.  National  Portrait  Gallery    -        -        -        -        -  2,619 

5.  Wallace  Collection 3,821 

6.  Scientific  Investigation,  etc..  United  Elingdom    -  33,650 

7.  Universities  and  Colleges,  Great  Britain,  and  In- 
termediate Education,  Wales     -        -        -        -  140,400 

8.  Public  Education,  Scotland        .        -        -        .  1,122,128 

9.  National  Gallery,  etc.,  Scotland  -        -        -        -  768 


Ireland. 

10.  Public  Education 633,223 

11.  Endowed  Schools  Commissioners        -        -        -  510 

12.  National  Gallery 1,766 

13.  Queen's  Colleges 2,361 


£8,387,882 


>» 


Class  V 

6.  "  That  a  simi,  nob  exceeding  £1,196,905,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pa3rment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1907,  for  Expenditure  on  the  Services 
included  in  Class  V.  of  the  Estimates  for  Civil  Services,  viz. : — 

£ 

1.  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Services      -        -        -  303,856 

J                 2.  Colonial  Services 827,952 

3.  Telegraph  Sudsidies  and  Pacific  Cable  -        -        -  49,497 

4.  Cyprus  (Grant  in  Aid) 1,000 

5.  Treasury  Chest  Fund 14,600 


Y    I        I  »■•    >«l  Ml 


£1,196,905 


Class  VL 


7.  *'|iThat  a  sum,  not  exceeding '£582,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
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oa  the  Slat  day  of  March,  1907,  for  Expenditure  in  respect  of  the 
Services  included  in  Class  VI.  of  the  Estimates  for  Civil  Services,  viz. : — 

£ 

3.  Miscellaneous,  Charitable,  and  other  Allowances  -  383 

4.  Hospitals  and  Charities,  Ireland 199 


£582 


If 


Class  VII. 

8.  "  That  a  sum  not  exceeding  £350,759,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1907,  for  Expenditure  in  respect  of 
the  S^vices  included  in  Class  VII  of  the  Estimates  for  (Hvil  Services, 
viz. : — 

£ 

1.  Temporary  Commissions 27,000 

2.  Miscellaneous  Expenses 10,743 

3.  Repayments  to  the  Local  Loans  Fund  -        -        -  58 

4.  Ireland  Development  Qrant        -        -        -        -       85,000 

5.  Repayments  to  Civil  Contingencies  Fund      -        -       22,958 

6.  Inter-Parliamentary  Conference  -        .        -        -         5,000 

7.  Expenses  under  the  Unemployed  Workmen  Act,  1905  200,000 


£350,759 


» 


Armt  Estimates  1906-7. 

9.  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,803,100,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty, 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1907,  for  Expenditure  on  the 
Army  Services,  including  Army  (Ordnance  Factories),  viz. : — 

£ 
5.  Volunteer  Corps,  Pay  and  Allowances  -        -        -  1,244,000 
13.  War  Office  and  Army  Accounts  Department  -        -     559,000 
Ordnance  Factories 100 


£1,803,100 


» 


Resolutions  read  a  second  time : — 

First  two  Resolutions  postponed. 

Third  Resolution : — 

Sir  Charles  DUke  {Ohucestershire,  Forest  of  Dean)  1075 

Mr.  J.  Ramsay  Macdorudd  (LeicesUr)       1080 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  *  £1,203,002/  and  insert  *  £1,202,902.*  '*-iS%r  Charles 
Dike). 
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'^     Question  proposed,  "  That '  £1,203,002 '  stand  part  of  the  said  Besolution/' 


Mr.  Tennant  {Bencickshire) 

Mr.  Gill  {Bolton) 

Mr.  JoweU  (Bradford,  W.) 

Mr.  Byles  {Salford,  N.) 

Mr.  O'Orady  {Leeds,  E.) 

Mr.  Brace  (Olamorganshire,  S.) 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  {Mr 

Mr.  T.  Richards  {Monmouthshire,  W.) 

Mr.  Fenwick  {Northumberland,  Watubeck) 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


.  .  .  .  •  •  XvOO 

. .  JLUvfvl 

• .  1095 

•  •  •  .  •  .  XvvFO 

.  •  .  •  •  •  JL\#v«F 

Gladstone,  Leeds,  W.)  1100 

1112 

IIU 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Kesolution." 

Mr.  Stuart  {Sunderland) 1114 

Mr.  ShacUeton  {Lanes.,  ClUheroe) 1115 

Dr.  Cooper  {Southwark,  Bermondsey)         1117 

And,  it  being  a  quarter  past  Eight  of  the  clock,  and  there  being  Private 
Business  set  down  by  direction  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
under  Standing  Order  No.  8,  further  Proceeding  was  postponed  with- 
out Question  put. 

Lancashire  Electric  Power  Bill  (by   Order).— Lords  Amendments  con- 
sidered, and  agreed  to 1 118 

Supply  [31st  July]  Report. — Postponed  Proceeding   on    Consideration   of 


Third  Resolution  resumed. 


L.  m  P', 


Question  again  proposed,  "That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Com- 


mittee in  the  said  Resolution." 

Dr.  Cooper 

Mr.  Remnant  {Finsburyy  Holbom)  . . 
Mr.  Rees  {Montgomery  Boroughs)  . . 
Mr.  T.  F.  Richards  {Wolverhampton,  W.) 

Mr.  Gladstone 

Mr.  T.  L.  CorbeU  {Down,  N.) 


r      n 


..n- '  .'i  >-  :..'< 


M] 


«  « 


•  • 


Y  • 


«  « 


1   1 


n  « 


1  t 


«  ♦ 


«  « 


t  1 


•  t 


t  f 


f  * 


.  1118 

.  1121 

.  1122 

.  1123 

.  1124 

,  1126 


;  .V 


.i  y 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Subsequent  Resolutions  agreed. 
Postponed  Resolutions  agreed  ta 
Supply  [5th  July]  Report, 
Resolution  reported. 

Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments  Estimates,  1906-7.— Class  II. 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £40,396,  be  granted  to  ffis  Majesty,  to  complete 
the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1907,  for  the 


•  • 
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Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Department  of  His  Majesty's  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs." 

Mr.  Oooch  {Bath) 1127 

Mr.  Lynch  ( Yorhihire,  W.R.,  Ripan)        1128 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  {Sir  Edward  Orey,  Northumber- 
land, Berwick) 1132 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

And,  it  being  Ten  of  the  clock,  Mr.  Speaker  proceeded  to  put  forthwith  ike 
Questions,  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Committee  in  the 
outstanding  Resolutions  reported  in  respect  of  Class  11.  of  the  Civil 
Services  Estimates,  and  the  Navy  Estimates. 

Question,  "  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  out- 
standing Resolutions  reported  in  respect  of  Class  IT.  of  the  Civil 
Services  Estimates," 

Put,  and  agreed  to.  ;  « 

Navy  Estimates,  1906-7. 


r    -      ■      ) 


Question,  "  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  out- 
standing Resolutions  reported  in  respect  of  the  Navy  Estimates," 
put,  and  agreed  to 1136 

Ways  and  Means  [31st  July]  Report. 


i..     .M 


Resolution  reported.  « 


i 


**  That,  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted  to  His  Majesty  for  the 
i  Service  of  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1907,  the  sum  of 

I  £68,528,828  be  granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United 

^  Kingdom," 

4 
f 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  Mr. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  McKenna,  and  Mr.  Whiteley  . .         . .  1137 

« 

Public  Works  Loans  [Repayment]. — Resolution  reported. 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  extension  of  time  for  the  repay- 
ment of  a  loan  made  by  the  Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners  to  the  South 
Staffordshire  Mines  Drainage  Commissioners,  in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the 
present  Session,  to  grant  money  for  the  purpose  of  certain  Local  Loans  out 
of  the  Local  Loans  Fund,  and  for  other  purposes  relating  to  Local  Loans." 

"~     Resolution  agreed  to         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1137 

Pnblic  Works  Loans  Bill. — Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported,  without 

Amendment ;   Bill  read  the  third  time  and  passed       . .         . .         . .         . .  1137 
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Local  Qovemment  (Ireland)  Act  (1898)  Amendment  Bill.  Considered  in 

Committee,  and  reported,  without  Amendment ;  Bill  read  the  third  time 

and  passed  . .         .  •  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         .  •   1137 

Oonsolidated  Fund  Appropriation  Bill.—"  To  apply  a  sum  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  to  the  service  of  the  year  ending  on  the  thirty-first  day  of 
March,one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  seyen,and  to  appropriate  the  Supplies 
granted  in  this  Session  of  Parliament,*'  presented  accordingly,  and  read  the 
first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time  To-morrow  . .         . .         . .         . .    1137 

Laboorers  (Ireland)  Bill. — ^Lords  Amendments  considered. 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Irdand  {Mr.  Bryce^  Aberdeen^  S,),,  . .   1 138 

Lords  Amendment — 

"  In  page  1,  line  23,  to  leave  out  *  can  '  and  insert '  will.*  " 


Question  proposed,  "  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Lords  in  the  said 
amendment." 

Mr.  Clancy  (DiMin  County,  N.) 1138 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment — 

"  In  page  2,  line  7,  leave  out  clause  4." 

Mr,  Bryoe *1139 

Sir  E.  Carson  (Dublin  University) 1139 

Lords  Amendment  disagreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

'  *  Clause  4,  line  7,  leave  out  *  14  '  in  order  to  insert  *  21.'  " — [Mr. 
Bryce,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Subsequent  Lords  Amendments  down  to  the  Lords  Amendment  in  page 
6,  line  41,  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment — 

"In  page  6,  line  41,  after  *  sub-section,'  insert  as  a  new  sub- 
section : — *  A  copy  of  the  receipt  shall,  on  the  request  of  any  person 
entitled  to  any  estate  or  interest  in  the  land  in  respect  of  which  the 
purchase  money  or  compensation  was  paid,  be  furnished  by  the  council 
to  that  person." 

Mr,  Bryce        , ,         , ,         , ,         , ,         , ,         , .         . .         . .         . .  1140 

Lords  Amendment  agreed  to. 
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Question,  '^  That  the  woids  *  at  theii  expense '  be  inserted  after  the  word 
*  council/  "  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment — 

*'  In  page  7,  line  30,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (9)  of  Clause  11." 
Lords  Amendment  disagreed  to. 


i    I 


Lords  Amendment —  '    • 

**  In  page  7,  line  41,  after  '  pounds,'  insert  unless  the  court  shall 
otherwise  order.*  '* 

Lords  Amendment  disagreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment — 

'^  In  page  10,  line  35,  to  leave  out  *  or  by  the  son  of  any  such         I 
labourer.' " 

Mr.  Bryce        . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .          . .         . .         . .  114^ 

Mr,  Flynn  {Corky  N,)           1141 

Mr.  Sheehan  (Cork  County ^  Mid.)            1141 

Mr,  Hayden  {Roscommon,  S,)        ..         . .  1141 

The  AUomey-Oeneral  for  Ireland  {Mr,  Cherry,  Liverpool,  Exchange)       . .  1141 

Mr.  E,  Carson          ..         ..         ..         ..         .,         . .         . .         . .  1141 

Mr.  Clancy     ..         . .         . .  1142 

Lords  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Remaining  Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Bryce       . .         . .         . .         . .         ••         .•         ••         ••         .•  1142 

Committee  appointed  to  draw  up  reasons  to  be  assigned  to  the  Lords  for 
disagreeing  to  certain  of  their  Amendments  to  the  Bill. 

Committee  nominated  of — Mr.  Attorney-General  for  Ireland,  Mr.  James 
Bryce,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Charles  Craig,  and  Mr.  Sheehan. 

To  withdraw  immediately. 

Three  to  be  the  quorum. — {Mr.  Jamee  Bryce.) 

Oolonial  Marriages  BilL  [Lobds]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

[Mr.  Emmott  (Oldham)  in  the  Chair.] 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1 : — 

The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  {Mr.  ChurchUl,  Manchester,  . 

^V  .  WW  .1  .f  .f  •«  ••  ••  ••  ..  ••  ..i  *  «^ 
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Amendment  pioposed — 


"  To  leave  out  the  words,  *  Nor  any  claim  by  the  down  for  any 
duty  due  at  the  passing  of  this  Act.'  " 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 


Sir  E.  Carson  {Dublin  University) 
Mr.  Churchill  


..  1143 
..   1143 


Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  t^e  clause," 
put  and  negatived. 

New  proviso  inserted. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  339.] 


Street  Betting  Bill.  [Lords]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1 : — 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  {Mr 

Sir  E.  Carson  

Mr.  Gladstone  

Mr.  Paul  {Northampton) 

Sir  E.  Carson  

Mr.  Charles  Craig  {Antrim,  S.)     .. 
Mr.  Bottomley  {Hackney,  S.) 

\       Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 


Gladstone,  Leeds,  W.)  1144 

1145 
1146 
1147 
1147 
1147 
1148 


"  In  page  1,  line  7,  to  leave  out  the  words  *  or  wagering.'  " — (Mr. 
Gladstone.) 


Mr.  Claude  Hay  {Shoreditch,  Hoxton) 
Amendment  by  leave  withdrawn. 
Amendment  proposed — 


..  1148 


^^  In  page  1,  line  11,  to  leave  out  the  word  *  ten '  and  insert  the  word 
« five.'  ''---{Mr.  Bottomley.) 

Question,  "  That  the  word '  ten '  stand  part  of  the  Clause,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Mr.  Lupton  {Lincolnshire,  Sleaford) 


1149 
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Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  pa^e  1,  line  20,  to  leave  out  from  the  words  *  pounds '  to  the 
word  *  fine '  m  line  22. — (Mr.  Lufton.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
dause." 

Mr.  Charles  Craig 1149 

Mr.  J.  W.WOson  {Worcestershire,  N.)        1149 

Sir  E.  Carson  1149 


• 


Amendment  negatived. 

I 
Mr.  BoUomley  1150 

Amendment  proposed — 

To  leave  out  Sub-section  2." — {Mr.  BoUomley.)  \ 


« 


Mr.  Lupton     . .         .  •         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1150 

Mr.  Shackleton  {Lancashire,  Clitheroe)        1115 

Mr.  MitcheU'Thomson{Lanarkshire/N.W.)  1151 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  WaU  {Glasgow  College) 1152 

Amendment  prc»K)sed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  5,  after  ^  and,'  to  insert '  the  officer  in  charge  of 
the  police  station  to  which  such  person  is  taken  may  cause  such  person 
to  be  searched  and.' "— (^*'-    W^««-) 

Mr.  Gladstone ..         ..  1152 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.BottonUey  1153 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  2,  line  7,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (3)." — {Mr.  Bot- 
1  tonUey.) 

t  Mr.Gladstone  1153 

Mr.LujUon ..  1153 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.BottonUey  1154 

*  • 

Amendment  proposed-- 

**  In  page  2,  line  10»  leave  out  Sub-section  (4)." 


t    ^  ■* 


lox  TABLB   OF  CONTENTS. 

A^   1.]  Page 

jAt,  Gladstone  1154 

Mr,  Hicks  Beach        . .   1154 

Axnendment>gati^iL 

Diafting  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.ClaudeHay         1154 

Amendment  proposed — 

•    "  In  page  2,  line  14,  to  leave  out  the  word  *  unenclosed.' " 

Question  proposed,  "  Tliat  the  word  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Clause." 

Mr,  Gladstone  1155 

Sir  E,  Carson . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1 155 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Forster  (Kent,  Sevenoaks)  1155 

Motion  made,  and  question  proposed,  "  That  Clause  1,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  T.  M,  Healy 1156 

The  Attomey-General  for  Ireland  {Mr,  Cherry,  Liverpool  Exchange)        , ,   1 156 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  :—    ^  '^• 

^^■"       '"^ 
Mr.  Mitchdl'TJiomson  {Lanarkshire,  N.W.)  1156 

Amendment  proposed — 


I 


cc 


In  page  2,  line  16,  after  the  word  '  shall,*  to  insert  tne  word:* 
*  save  as  hereinbefore  provided.'  " — (Mr,  MitcheU-Thomson,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Mitchdl-Thomson         1157 

1   Mr.GladsUme 1157 

Mr.  Charles  Craig 1157 

oir  ££•  v/OTson  . .         ..         ..         ..         *•         .•         ..         ••         ..J  lOo 

.J 
Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  page  2,  clause  2,  lines  17  and  18,  to  leave  out  the  words  '  or 
adjacent  thereto.'  " —  Sir  E,  Carson^ 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  the  words  proposed  u>  be  left  out  stand  part  oi 
the  olauBe." 
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Mr,  Gladstone 
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Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Report  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  Clause  2  stand  part  of  the  Bill.'V 


Mr.  T.  M.  Hedy      .. 

Mr.  Oladstone 

Mr.  T.  W.  RuasdL  (Tyrone,  S.) 

Mr.  Shackleton 

Mr.  H.  H.  Marks  (Kenl,  Thanet) 

Mr.  Clough  (Forks.,  W.R.,  Skiplon) 

Sir  E.  Carson 

Mr.  Charles  Craig 

Lord  Baicarres 

Mr.  BoUondey 

Mr.  Crosdey  (Cheshire,  AUrincham) 

The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  Thos.  Shaw,  Hawick  Burghs) 

Mr.  Arthur  Henderson  (Durham,  Barnard  Castle)  . . 

Mr.  A.  E.  W.  Mason  (Windsor) 

Mr.  Bertram  (Herts,  Hitehin) 

Mr.  CHhbs  (Bristol,  W.) 

Viscount  Morpeth 

Mr.  Richardson  (Nottingham,  S.) 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 

Mr.  J.  M.  Robertson  (Northumberland,  Tyneside)  . . 

• 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes,  77  Noes,  69.     (Division  List  No.  299.) 

Clause  8. 

Mr.  Thos.  Shaw       .  •         .  •         •  •  .  • 
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Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  page  2,  line  20,  at  end,  to  add  the  words  *  and  "  passage  " 
includes  common  close  or  common  stair  or  passage  leading  thereto ; 
and  in  the  event  of  an  offender  failing  to  make  pavment  of  a  ^e  imposed 
under  Section  1,  1  ,  a  or  6  of  this  Act,  he  shall  be  liable  to  imprison- 
ment in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Summary  Jurisdiction 
Acts.'  "—  Mr.  Thomas  Shaw. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added." 


Mr.  MiteheU'Thomson 
Question  put  and  agreed  to 


Clause  3  amended,  and  agreed  to. 
Clause  4  agreed  to. 


1170 


Bill  reported,  with  Amendments ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow. 
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put,  pursuant  to  the  Order  of  the  House  of  the  13th  July  last. 
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Metropolitan  Electric  Supply. 

llie  same  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table 1177 
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Further  debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow*  • 

L'rtATRMAN  OF  CoMMiTTEBS. — The  Lord  RiBBLESDALE  appointed  to  take  the  Chair 
in  Committees  of  the  Whole  House  this  day,  in  the  absence  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees       . .         .  1306 

Fatal  Accidents  and  Sndden  Deaths  Inquiry  (Scotland)  Bill«— House  in 

Committee!(accordingto  Order);  Bill  reported  without  Amendment:  Standing 
Committee  negatived :  Then  (Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.  having  been 
suapended):    Bill  read  3*,  and  passed „         ..    .306 

Musical  Copy  right  BiU.-*House  in  Committee  according  to  Order. 


Jiord  BiBBLBSDALE  in  the  Chair. 


2arl  Beauchatnp 


..  1306 


Amendments  made :  Standing  Committee  negatived :  Then  (Standing 
Order  No.  XXXIX.  having  been  suspended) :  Amendments  reported  : 
Bill  read  3%  with  the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned  to  the 
Commons, 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill. — Commons  Amendments,  to  Lords  Amendments, 
and  Cdnunons  reason  for  disagreeing  to  certain  of  the  Lords  Amendments 
considered  (according  to  Order). 


The  Marquess  of  Lathsdowne 

..  1307 

Lord  Clonbrock          

..  1310 

The  Earl  of  Mayo 

..  1311 

The  Earl  of  Crewe 

..  1312 

The  Earl  of  Dunraven 

..   13U 

Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh    . . 

..  1315 

Moved,  That  the  omission  of  Clause  4  with  which  the  Commons  have  dis- 
agreed be  not  insisted  on  and  that  Amendments  made  by  the  Commons 
to  the  said  Clause  be  agreed  to. — {The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne.) 

Ou  Question,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Moved,  That  Amendment  on  page  7  to  Clause  11,  in  line  30,  to  which  Com- 
aion3  have  disagreed,be  notiinisisted  on, — (The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne). 
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On  Question,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Moved,  That  Amendment  to  Clause  11,  page  7,  in  line  41,  to  which  the 
Commons  have  disagreed,  be  not  insisted  on,  but  that  in  lieu  thereof 
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satisfied  in  any  particular  case,  that  owing  to  the  difiiculty  of  showing 
title,  the  cost  properly  and  necessarily  incurred  in  respect  of  such  pay- 
ment amoimted  to  larger  sum,  the  limit  of  £10  may  be  exceeded." — 
{Lord  Lansdoume,) 

On  Question.,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Moved,  That  the  following  resolutions  be  placed  upon  the  Journals  of  this 
House  : — "  That  this  House,  although  not  insisting  in  its  Amendments 
in  page  7,  to  which  the  Commons  have  disagreed,  maintains  its  right  to  \ 
legislate  with  regard  to  the  principles  of  valuation  upon  which  property  j 
may  be  taken  for  public  purposes." — (Lord  Lanadowne,) 

On  Question  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  be  entered  on  the  Journals. 

Bill  returned  to  the  Commons,  with  the  Amendment. 
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ments agreed  to    . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1317 
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morrow in  order  to  its  being  suspended  for  that  day's  sitting 1317 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes  before  One  o'clock  a.m„  till 
Twelve  o'clock  noon. 
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Mr.  (fOtady  {Leeds,  E.) IAS15 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  this  House  doth  disagree  vnt\ 
the  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — {Mr.  ffOrady.)  -    »   v 
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Mr.  Ashley  {Lancashire,  Blackpool) 

Mr.  Walter  Long  {Dublin,  S.) 

Sir  Thomas  Esmonde  {Wexford,  N.) 

Mr.  Flynn  -  {Cork,  N.) 

Mr.  Cordon  {Londonderry,  S.) 

Mr.  Power  {Waterford,  E.)  .. 

Mr.  John  ff Connor  {Kiidare,  Ni)  . 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  {Mr. 

Mr.  Munro  Ferguson  {Leith  Burghs) 

Mr.  Morton  {Sutherlandshire) 

The  Secretary  for  Scotland  {Mr.  Sinclair,  Forfarshire) 


• . 


Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S 


) 
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;.  1437 
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..  1445 

..  1445 

..  1446 

..  1448 

..  1454 

..  1455 

..  1456 


Mr.  Georob  Whitelet  rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move,  **  That  tha 
Question  be  now  put." 

Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now  put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  '^  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put  accord-J 
ingly,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to.     Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 
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Mr.  Claude  Hay  {Skoreditch,  Hoxton) 
Mr.  Morton  {Sutherlandshire) 
Sir  Edward  Strachey  {Somersetshire,  S.)    .. 
Mr.  Hicks  Beach  {Gloucestershire,  Tewkesbury) 


•  • 


..  1459 

..  1459 

..  1459 

..  1459 


The  Lords  Amendments  were  agreed  to- 
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pended) ;  Bill  read  3*,  and  passed  1465 

Vucount  Halifax  and  Mb.  Paul — A  Pebsonal  Explanation. 

Viscount  Halifax        1465 

Reuoious  Instbuction. 

TJie  Earl  of  Camperdoton 1465 

The  Lord  PresidetU  of  the  Council  {The  Earl  of  Crewe) 1467 

Pttbuo  Wobks  (Loans)  Bill. — Bill  read  2*  (according  to  Order), 

Hoved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  committed."— (TAe  Earl  of  Crewe).      ^_       ^ 
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Lord  Ashbourne 
The  Earl  of  Crewe 
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1468 
1468 


On  Question,  Committee  negatived.    Then  (Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX. 
having  been  suspended),  Bill  recul  3^,  and  passed. 

Marine  lESUrance  Bill  [h.l.]. — Order  of  the  Day  lesA  for  the  consideration  of 
Commons  Amendments. 

The  Earl  of  Halsbury  . . 

The  Lord  Chancellor  (Lord  Loreburn)  

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  consideration  of  Commons  Amendments  discharged. 

Local  GovernmeEt  (Ireland)  Act  (1898)  Amendment  Bill.— Order  of  the 

day  for  the  Second  Beading  read. 


1469 
1469 


Lord  Ribblesdale        

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  ^."—(Lord  Ribblesdale.) 


1470 


I 


.  Lord  Ashbourne         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1470 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 1470 

Lord  Ribblesdale        1471 

Lord  Ashbourne         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1472 

Debate  (by  Order)  adjourned. 

House  of  Lords  Offices. — Order  of  the  Day  read  for  the  consideration  of  the 
third  Report  from  the  Select  Committee. 


~f 


Moved,  "  That  this  Report  be  now  received." — {The  Earl  of  Onslow.) 

Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh 

The  Chairman  of  Committees  {TJie  Earl  of  Onslow) 

The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  Tweedmouth) 

Viscount  Knutsford 

Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdoume  

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 

Debate  (by  Order)  adjourned. 


Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill.— Debate  on  the  Motion  for  the  Second 
Reading  resumed  (according  fo  Order). 

The  Earl  of  Halsbury  

The  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Lord  Fitzmaurice) 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Winchester        

Lord  Clifford  of  Chudeligh 

Lord  Hatherton  

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Hereford  

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Birmingham 

The  Lord  ChanreUor  (Lord  Loreburn)  

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Oxford 

Lord  Stanmore  


1472 
1472 
1473 
1474 
1474 
1474 
1476 
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1475 
1482 
1495 
1509 
1504 
1505 
1522 
1534 
1540 
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The  Lard  Bishop  of  Durham 1546 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdoum  1549 

The  Lord  Privy  Seal  {The  Marquess  of  Ripon) 1561 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2\ 

Bill  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Wednesday,  October 
24th  next. 

Local  Ctovemmexit   O^eland)  Aot  (1898)  Amendment  Bill— Debate  on 

the  Motion  for  the  Second  Reading  resumed  (according  to  Order). 

Lord  RibUesdale        1572 

Lord  Ashbourne        1573 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2*. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  committed:' --{Lord  Ribblesdale.) 


The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 

Lord  BiN)lesd2le 

The  Marquess  of  Ri'pon 

Lord  Ashbourne 

The  Marquess  of  Lar^doume 


1573 
1574 
1574 
1574 
1575 


On  Question,  Committee  negatived  ;  Then  (Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX. 
having  been  suspended)  Bill  read  3%  and  passed. 

HousB  OF  Lords  Offices. — Debate  on  the  Motion, "  That  the  Third  Report  from 
the  Select  Committee  be  received,**  resumed  (according  to  Order). 


The  Earl  of  Onslow     . . 
Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh 
Lord  Tweedmouth 
The  Earl  of  Ondow    . . 
The  Marquess  of  Lansdoume 


1575 
1575 
1576 
1577 
1577 


On  Question,  Report  in  part  agreed  to,  and  to  be  further  considered  on 
Tuesday,  the  23rd  of  October. 

Ck)lonial  Marriage  Bill  [h.l.]. — Commons  Amendment  considered  (on  Motion) 
and  agreed  to         • .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  157B 

Edaeation  (Provision  of  Heals)  Bill ;   Cabs  and  Omnibuses  (Metropolis) ; 
Official   Publications,  etc.    Messsage  to  the  Commons  for  copies  of  the 
Reports,  etc.,  of  the  Select  Committees  1578 

Business  of  the  House. — Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  adjourn  till  To- 
morrow at  Eleven  o'clock." — {The  Marquess  of  Ripon,) 

The  Earl  of  Camperdown 1578 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne 1578 

The  Marquess  of  Ripon        1578 

On  Question,  Motion  agreed  to. 

House  ad]Oumed  at  ten  minutes  past  Eight  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 
Eleven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS :    FRIDAY,  3ed  AUGUST,  1906. 

The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  Clock. 
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PETITIONS.  '       r  .        •        --- 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill. — Petition  from  Gilesgate,  against ;  to 

lie  upon  the  Table  •  •         •  •         •  •         •  •         •  •         •  •         •  •         •  •  1579 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill  (Religious  Teaching). — ^Petitions 
against  alteration  of  Law  ;  From  Ipswich  ;  and  Nottingham  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Taule  ..         ••         ••         ••         ••         ••         ••         ••         ••         ••   AOi  •/ 

Land  Values  Taxation,  Etc.  (Scotland),  Bill. — Petition  of  the  General 

Assembly  of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  for  alteration  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table     . .  1579 

South  Africa  (Constitution  op  the  Transvaal  and  Orange  River  Coloniks). 
— Petition,  from  Cape  Colony,  for  enfranchisement  of  the  coloured  races  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         •  •         •  •  1579 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC,        ,l^^  n       '  i.    ^ 

Local  Government  Act,  1888. — Copy  presented,  of  Orders  made  by  the  various 
County  Councils  in  England  and  Wales  under  Section  57  of  the  Act,  as  con- 
firmed  by  the  Local  Government  Board  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table       . .   1579 

Housing  of  Working  Classes  Act,  1890. — Copy  presented,  of  Statement  of 
Modification  permitted  by  the^  Local  Government  Board  to  be  made  in  the 
Leeds  (Housing  of  Working  Classes)  Order,  1901,  and  in  the  London  (Ayles- 
bury Place,  Clerkenwell,  and  Union  Buildings,  Holbom)  Improvement 
Scheme,  1899  [by  Act]  ;  to  he  upon  the  Table 1679 

Motor  Car  Acts. — Copy  presented,  of  Regulations  made  under  the  Acts ;  I. 
Kingston-upon-Thames ;  11.  St.  Albans;  III.  Horsham;  IV.  Torquay; 
V.  Southport  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 1579 

Diseases  of  Animals  Acts. — Copy  presented,  of  Report  of  Proceedings  by  the  < 

Department  of  Agriculture  and  Technical  Instruction  for  Ireland,  under  the 
Diseases  of  Animab  Acts,  for  the  year  1905  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
xaoie  ..         ..         ••         •.         ..         ••         ••         ..         ..         ,.   lo79 

Historical  Manuscripts  (Royal  Commission). — Copy  presented,  of  Calender  of 
the  Manuscripts  of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  preserved  at  Hatfield  House, 
Herts.    Part  XI.  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table        1580 

Winter  Assizes  Acts,  1876  and  1877. — Copy  presented,  of  Seven  Orders  in 
Council  of  28th  July,  1906,  relating  to  the  ensuing  Winter  Assizes  [by 
Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table        1580 

Foreign  Jurisdiction  Act,  1890, — Copies  presented,  of  two  Orders  in  Council 
of  July  28th,  1906,  entitled  the  Brunei  Order  in  Council,  1906,  and  the 
Nigeria  Coinage  Order,  1906  [by  Act]| ;  to  Ue  upon  the  Table        . .        . .  158Q 
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Orbekwioh  Hospital  Acrr,  1865.— Copy  presented,  of  Order  in  Gounoil  of  28th 
July,  1906,  approving  the  appointment  of  a  Receiver  and  Agent  for  the 
Greenwich  Estate  and  a  revision  of  the  salary  of  the  officer  supervising  the 
staff  of  Instmotors  and  Servants  at  the  Royal  Hospital  School,  Greenwich 
[by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 1580 

Colonial  Probates  Act,  1892. — Copy  presented,  of  Order  in  Council  of  28th 
July,  1906,  applying  certain  provisions  of  The  Colonial  Probates  Act,  1892, 
to  Southern  Rhodesia  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 1580 

East  India  (Native  States  under  Administrative  Control  of  Political 
Agents). — Return  presented,  relative  thereto  [Address  1st  August ;  Mr. 
Morton]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.    (No.  317.)         . .         . .  1580 

Navy  (Courts  Martial). — Copy  presented,  of  Return  of  the  Number  of  Courts 
Martial  held  and  Summary  Punishments  inflicted  during  the  year  1905  [by 
Command]  ;  to  Ue  upon  the  Table        1580 

Navy  (Health). — Copy  presented,  of  Statistical  Report  of  the  Health  of  the 
Navy  for  the  year  1905  [by  Command] ;  to  Ue  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.    (No.  318.)         1580 

n 

Casualties  to  Ships  on  the  Navy  List. — Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
[ordered  1st  May ;  Mr.  Bdlairs]  ;  to  Ue  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
(No.  319) 1581 

Statistical  Abstract  (Foreign  Countries). — Copy  presented,  of  Statistical 
Abstract  for  the  principal  and  other  Foreign  Countries  in  each  year  from  1894 
to  1903-4  (Thirty-second  Number)  [by  Command]  ;  to  Ue  upon  the  Table    . .  1581 

Boiler  Explosions  Acts  1882  and  1890. — Copy  presented,  of  Report  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Board  of  Trade  upon  the  worlang  of  the  Boiler  Explosions 
Acts,  1882  and  1890,  with  Appendices  [by  Command]  ;  to  Ue  upon  the  Table  1581 

Merchant  Shippino  Act,  1894  (Vessels  Detained). — Copy  presented,  o! 
Return  of  aU  ships  ordered  by  the  Board  of  Trade  or  its  Officers  during  the 
period  from  July  1st,  1905,  to  June  30th,  1906,  to  be  provisionally  detained  as 
nusafe  together  with  Summaries,  etc.  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  1581 

Loss  OF  Lite  at  Sea. — Copy  presented,  of  Return  showing  the  lives  lost  by 
Wreck,  Drowning,  or  other  accidents  in  British  sea-going  Merchant  Ships 
registered  in  the  United  Kingdom  during  the  years  1894  to  1905,  inclusive 
[by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 1581 

West  Indian  Islands  (Exporters). — ^Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
[ordered  31st  July ;  Mr.  Essex]  ;  to  Ue  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

^JNO*  vAJtJ     .•  ..  .•  ..  .•  ..  ..  ..  ••  ..    XOox 

Coal  Tables,  1905. — Copy  ordered,  '*  of  Statistical  Tables  relating  to  the  pro- 
duction, comsumption,  and  imports  and  exports  of  Coal  in  the  British  Em- 
pire and  the  principal  Foreign  Countries  in  each  year  from  188S  to  1905,  as 
far  as  the  particular  can  be  stated  ;  together  with  Statements  showing  the 
production  of  Lignite  and  Petroleum  in  the  principal  producing  countries 
for  a  series  of  years  (in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  295,  of 
Session  1905)."— (Jfr.  Uoyd-Oeorge.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
(No.  321) 1582 
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Iron  a^td  Stbel,  1905. — Copy  ordered,  **  of  Memorandum  and  Statistical  Tables 
showing  tke  production  and  conaumption  oflron  Ore  and  Fig  Iron,  and  t^ 
production  of  Steel  in  the  Unit^  Kin^om  and  the  prinoipal  F(M*eign 
Countries  in  recent  years,  and  the  Imports  and  Exports  of  certain  classes 
of  Iron  and  Steel  Manufactures  (in  continuation  of  Parliameiltary  Paper, 
No.  296,  of  Session  1905)."— (iff.  Uoyd-Oearge.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  Ue  upcm  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 


(No.  322)    . . 


•  * 


..  1582 


Merchant  Shippino,  1905. — Copy  ordered,  "  of  Tables  showing;  the  progress  of 
Merchant  Shipping  in  the  United  Kingdom  atnd  the  principal  Maritime 
Countries." — (Mr.  Uoyd-Oeorge.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  Ue  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 


(No.  323)    . . 


•  f 


..  1582 


Metropolitan  Borough  Councils  (Bills  in  Parliament). — Return  ordered, 
**  o!  expenses  incurred  by  each  Metropolitan  Borough  Council  in  each  finan- 
cial year  since  the  constitution  of  the  Coimoil,  in  promoting  or  opposing. 
Bills  in  Parliament,  including  Bills  to  cop^m  provisional  Orders,  in  the 
following  form : — 


Name  of 
Metropoli- 
tan Borough 
Council. 


Year  euded 
3l8t  March. 


2 


Bills  promoted  by  the 
Gonnoil. 


Titles  of 
BUls. 


Amount  of 
expenses 
incurred. 


Bills  opposed  by  the 
Council. 


Titles  of 
Bills. 


Amount  of 
expenses 
incurred. 

6 


Totals  of 
Columns 
4  and  6. 


Expenses  incurred  in  opposing  Bills  promoted  by  the  London  County 
Council  being  di8tinguished."-^ifr.  Cleland) 1583 

Local  Government  Board  Inspectors  and  Auditors. — ^Return  ordered,  "  of 
all  Inspectors  and  Auditors  now  in  the  service  of  the  Local  Grovemment 
Board,  showing  in  respect  of  each  (1)  his  name,  (2)  date  of  appointment,  (3) 
age  on  appointment,  (4)  experience  of  local  government  or  professional 
qualification  previous  to  appointment,  (5)  present  remuneration,  (6)  travel- 
ling and  other  expenses  in  the  last  financial  year." — {Mr.  Cooler)    . .         . .   1584 

Lunatics. — Return  ordered,  "  of  the  number  of  Lunatics  chargeable  to  each 
Board  of  Guardians  or  Local  Authority  in  London  and  Middlesex  who  are 
not  irremovable  from  or  settled  therein,  and  who  are  natives  of  Scotland  or 
Ireland."— (iff .  Claude  Hay) 1584 

Message  from  the  Lords. — That  they  have  agreed  to — Fatal  Accidents  and 
Sudden  Deaths  Inquiry  (Scotland)  Bill ;  Local  Authorities  (Transfer  of 
Treasury  Powers)  Bill ;  Public  Works  Loans  Bill ;  Local  Government 
(Ireland)  Act  (1898)  Amendment  Bill,  without  Amendment. 

Amendments  to — Colonial  Marriages  Bill  [Lords] ;  Buckhaven,  Methil, 
and  Innerleven  Burgh  Extension  Bill  [Lords]  ;  London  Squares  and 
Enclosures  Bill  [LordsJ,  without  Amendments. 
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That  they  request  that  this  House  will  be  pleased  to  communicate  to 
their  Lordships  copies  of  the  Reports  from  the  Select  Committees  appointed 
by  this  House  in  the  present  session  of  Parliament  on  : — 1.  Education  (Pro- 
vision of  Meals)  Bill ;  2.  Cabs  and  Omnibuses  (Metropolis) ;  3.  Official 
Publications,  etc.,  together  with  the  Proceedings  of  the  Committees  and 
Minutes  of  Evidence. 

Lords  Message,  requesting  copies  of  Reports  of  Select  Committees, 
considered. 

Printed  copies  to  be  communicated  . .         . .         . .         . .         • .   1584 

QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS  CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 

Postal  Deuvery  to  Towns  on  Cambrian 'Railway. — Question,  Mr.  Rees 

(Montgomery  Boroughs) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton        . .  1683 

LuNDY  Island — Suggested  Harbour  op  Refuge. — Question,  Mr.  Jenkins 

(Chatham) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson  1584 

Vacant  Judgeship  in  Ireland. — Question,  Mr.  Fetherstonhaugh  (Fermanagh, 

N.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bryce  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  . .         . .  1584 

t  *  * 

Chinese  Customs  Administration. — Question,  Mr.  Rees ;  Answer,  Sir  Edward 

Grey  ••         ••         ..         ..      ...         ..         ..         ••         ••         ••    aoo* 

Land  Commission  Methods. — Question,  Mr.  Dodd  (Tyrone,  N.) ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Bryce  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1585 

Imprisonment  op  Men  at  Buenos  Ayres. — Question,  Mr.  Havelock  Wilson 

(Middlesborough) ;  Answer,  Sir  Edward  Grey 1586 

Seat  op  Government  in  Uganda. — Question,  Mr*  Cathcart  Wason  (Orkney 

and  Shetland) ;  Aiiswer,  Mr.  Churchill 1587 

Agricultural  Experiments  at  Nairobi  and  Natvasha. — Question,  Sir  C. 

Hill  (Shrewsbury) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Churchill       1587 

Secondary  and  Technical   Schools   in  Scotland. — Question,   Mr.  Weir 

(Ross  and  Cromarty) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sinclair 1587 

Trawling  in  Moray  Firth. — Question,  Mr.  Weir  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sinclair       . .  1588 

Housing  Cattle  in  Cropters'  Dwelungs  in  Lewis. — Question,  Mr.  Weir ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Sinclair         . .         . .         . .         . ,         .....         . .         . .  1588 

WoRSTHORNE  COUNCIL  ScHOOL. — Question,  Mr.  Shackleton  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe 

Answer,  Mr.  Birrell  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1588 

CuNARD    Company    Agreement.  —  Question,    Mr.    Bellairs    (Lynn    Regis) ; 

Answer,  Mr.  McKenna 1589 

Alleged  Payment  op  Wages  at  Pubuc  Houses  in  Cardiff. — Question,  Mr. 

J.  H.  Wilson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone . .    1590 

Education  Bill — Clause  4. — Sir  Charles  Dilke  (Gloucestershire,  Forest  of 

Dean) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Birrell 159 1 
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HousiNO  Proobedinqs  m  BiBMmaHAM. — Question,  Mr.  Steadman  (Finsbuiy, 

Central) ;  Answer,  Mr.  John  Burns       1591 

PooB  Rates — ^Proportion  due  fob  Education. — Question,  Mr.  Bees ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Jolin  Burns 1591 

Watford  Secondary  School— Loans. — Question,  Mr.  Micklem    (Hertford- 

sUf e,  Watford) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Jolin  Burns       1592 

German  Naval  Programme. — Question,  Mr.  Bellairs ;  Answer,  Mr.  Edmund 

Robertson   . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  *      . .   1592 

• 

British  Naval  Programme. — Question,  Mr.  Bellairs ;  Answer,  Mr.  Edmund 

Robertson  . .         . .         . .        . .         . .         • .         . .         . .         . .  1694 

Fertilisers  and  Feeding  Stuffs  Acts — ^Regulations. — Question,  Mr.  Chan- 

ning  (Northamptonshire,  E.) ;  Answer,  Sir  E.  Strachey       1594 

Case  of  Bx-Inspeotor  McCarthy  (Metropolitan  Police). — Question,  Mr. 

Nolan  (Louth,  S.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 1595 

Customs  House  Quay — Open  Space. — Question,  Lord  Balcarres  (Lancashire, 

Chorley) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asquith 1595 

PORTMAGEE — SUGGESTED  APPOINTMENT  OF  JUSTICE  OF  THE  PeACE. — QuestioU, 

Mr.  Boland  (Kerry,  S.)  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bryce 1595 

BouRKE  Cochran  Trust. — Question,  Mr.  Fetherstonhaugh ;     Answer,  Mr. 

jjIjCG  ..  ..  ••  *•  •.  •.  ..  ..  ..  ..     XtJ«f  o 

Conduct  of  Councillors  Madden  and  O'Reilly — ^Dublin  Corporation 

Inquiry. — Question,  Mr.  Sloan  (Belfast,  8.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bryce     . .         . .  1697 

County  Armagh — Employment  of  Direct  or  Contract  Labour. — Question, 

Mr.  McEillop  (Armagh,  8.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bryce         1597 

Dog  Licences  in  County  Down. — Question,  Mr.  McKillop;    Answer,    Mr. 

jjkyKtG  ..  •■  ..  ■■  .•  ..  ..  ..  ..  ««     xO«70 

Engineer  Services — Checking  Measurements. — Question,  Mr.  Fetherston- 
haugh ;  Answer,  Mr.  Haldane 1599 

Yeomanry — ^Return  of  Discharges. — Question,  Mr.  Brodie  (Surrey,  Reigate) ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Haldane       . .         . .         1599 

Return  of  Measurements  of  Recruits. — Question,  Mr.  Brodie ;  Answer,  Mr. 

xxaiciane       ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..  xOvv 
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Ptfr.  EiiMOTT  (Oldham)  in  the  Chair.} 
Clause  2  :— 

Mr.  Fdl  (Oreai  Yarmouth) 1607 

Amendment  proposed — 

*'  In  page  1,  line  13,  after  the  word  *  persons/  to  insert  the  words 
*  but  not  more  than  three  for  each  door,  gate,  or  exit  of  the  houses, works, 
or  places  after  mentioned.'  " — {Mr,  Fdl.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added." 

The  Attorney-General  (Sir  John  Walton,  Leeds,  8.)  1608 

Sir  E.  Carson  {Dublin  University) . .  1608 

Sir  F.  Banbury  (City  of  London) 1610 

Question  put  and  negatived.  % 

Mr.  Bowles  {Lambeth,  Norwood) 1610 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  page  1,  lines  13  and  14,  to  leave  out  the  words '  acting  on  their 
own  behalf  or,'  and  insert  the  words  '  duly  appointed  by  and  acting.'  " 
'  — {Mr.  Bowles.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  clause." 

Sir  John    Walton                          ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..  1611 

Sir  Howard  Vincent  {Sheffield,  Central)  ..         1611 

Sir  F.   Banbury       ..  1611 

Sir  Francis  Powell  {Wigan)        ..  1612 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  F.  E.  Smith  {Liverpool,  Walton)        1612 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  page  1,  line  14,  after  the  word  '  umon,'  to  insert  the  words 
'  whether  of  workmen  or  masters.'  " — {Mr.  F,  E.  Smith.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

\  Sir  John  Walton         1613 

Mr.  Hills  {Durham)  1613 

Sir E.  Carson  ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..  1613 

Lord  R,  CecU  {Marylebone,  E.) 1614 

Question  put,  and  nefratived. 

Mr.  Bowles     . .         , .         . .         . .         ,  •         , .         , .         , ,         . .  1614 
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Amendment  proposed — 

''In  page  1,  line  14,  after  the  word  ''  union,'  to  insert  the  words 
'  or  of  an  employer.' " — (Mr.  Bauies.) 


.  •  • 


Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted. 


Sir  John  WaUan 
Mr.  F.  E.  Smith 
Sir  John  Walton 
Lord  R.  Cecil  . . 
Sir  E.  Carson  . . 
Mr.  HilU 
Sir  John  Walton 


»» 


1616 
1616 
1617 
1618 
1619 
1619 
1620 


Sir  John  Walton  rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move,  ''  That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  169  ;   Noes,  22.    (Division  List  No.  301.) 

Sir  John  Walton  claimed,  "  That  the  Question  '  That  the  words  of  the 
Clause  to  the  word  ''  peaceably,"  in  line  15,  stand  part  of  the  Clause ' 
be  now  put." 


Question  put,  ''That  the  Question  'That  the  words  of  the  Clause  to 
the  word  "  peaceably,"  in  line  15,  stand  part  of  the  Clause '  be  now 
put.'' 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayea  178 ;  Noes,  24.    (Division  List  No.  303.) 

Question  put  accordingly. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  181 ;   Noes,  22.    (Division  List  No*  304.) 


Sir  Charles  DUke  {Gloucettershire,  Forest  of  Dean)        

Amendment  proposed — 

"  Li  page  1,  line  15,  to.  leave  out  the  words  '  peaceably  and  in  a 
reaonable  manner.'  " — {Sir  C.  Dilke.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  clause.'* 


Sir  John  Walton        

1631 

Mr.  Atherley -Jones  (Durham,  N.W.) 

Mr.  ShacUeton  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe) 

Sir  Francis  PowM 

1632 

1633 

1633 

Sir  E.  Carson           

1634 

Mr.  Parkes  (Birmingham,  Central)  . . 

Sir  Charles  DUke 

1634 

1635 

Mr.  Keir  Bardie  (Merthyr  Tydvil) 

Sir  John  Walton       

1635 

1636 
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Question  pat,  **  That  the  words  *  peaceably  and  in  a  reasonable  manner ' 
stand  part  of  the  clanse." 


The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes,  140 ;  Noes,  91.    (Division  List  No.  305.) 

Mf.Bwdes 1639 


Amendment  proposed — 

*'  In  page  1,  line  16,  after  the  word '  near,'  to  insert  the  words '  any 
entrance   to.*  " — (Mr.   Bowles,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 


Sir  John  Walton 


1640 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


Sir  Frederick  Banbury         

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  pa^e  1,  line  16,  after  the  word  '  person  *  to  insert  the  words 
*  concerned  m  any  such  trade  dispute.'  " — (Sir  Frederick  Banbury.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  inserted." 


1641 


Sir  John  Walton 

••         ••         ••         ..         .. 

..  1642 

Lord  R,  Cecil  .. 

..  1642 

Mr.  Yerney  (Bucks,  N.) 

..  1643 

Sir  E.  Carson 

..  1643 

Sir  Frederick  Banbury 

..   1643 

Sir  John  Walton 

..  1644 

Mr.  Raudinson  (Cambridge  University) 

..   1645 

Sir  John  Walton 

. . 

•.         ..         ••         ..         *•         < 

.   1646 

Sir  E,  Carson 

• . 

..         ..         ..         .•         •>         1 

..  1646 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :— Aye8<  23  ;  Noes,  224.    (Dvision  List  No.  306.)' 

Sir  JoHK  Walton  claimed,  "  That  the  Question  *  That  the  words  of  the 
clause  to  the  end  of  page  1,  line  20,  stand  part  of  the  clause,'  be  now 
put." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  '  That  the  words  of  the  clause  to  the  end 
of  page  1,  line  20,  stand  part  of  the  clause,'  be  now  put." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  223  ;  Noes,  26.    (Division  List  No.  307.) 

Question  put  accordingly. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes,  225 ;  Noes,  24.    (Division  List  No.  308.) 
Sir  Charies  DUke        


1655 
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Amendment  proposed —  M  ]  "  "^    h}  ' '"" 

"  In  page  1,  line  20,  after  the  word  '  working,'  to  insert  the  words 

*  and  such  attending  shall  not  be  held  to  be  a  nuisance.'  " — {Sir  Charles 
Dilke,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  John  WalUm       1656 

Mr.  ShaoUeton  {Laneashire,  Clitheroe) 1657 

Mr.  AtheHey-Janes 1658 

Mr.  J.  Ward  (Stoke-^-Trent)         1658 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes,  122  ;  Noes,  127.    (Division  List  No.  309.) 

Mr.  Clavell  SaUer  (HanU,  BoHngatoke) 1663 

Amendment   proposed — 

*'  Li  page  1,  line  20,  after  the  word  '  working '  to  insert  the  words 

*  provided  that  nothing  in  this  section  shall  make  it  lawful  to  procure 
the  breach  of  any  contract.' " — {Mr.  Clavell  Salter). 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  John  Walton 1664 

Sir  E.  Carson  1664 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes,  29  ;   Noes,  231.    division  List  No.  310.) 

Sir  John  Walton  claimed,  "That  the  Question  'That  Clause  2  stand 
part  of  the  Bill '  be  now  put." 

Question  put,  ''  That  the  Question  '  That  the  clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill  •  be  now  put." 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes,  231 ;  Noes,  31.    (Division  List  No.  311.) 

Question  put  accordingly. 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes,  238  ;  Noes,  31.     (Division  List  No.  312.) 

Clause  3  :— 

Mr.  Bototes 1673 

Sir  John  Walton       1675 

Mr.  ClavM  Salter  • 1676 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  page  1,  line  15,  after  the  word  '  dispute,'  to  insert  the  words 
'  between  employers  and  workmen.' " — {Mr.  Clavell  Salter.] 
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Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 


r^.*    Sir  John  Walton 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Lord  R.  Cecil 


•  •    I 


Pag$ 


..  1677 


..  1677 


Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  1,  line  25,  to  leave  out  the  words  '  as  a  tort.'  " — (Lord  R, 
CecU.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 


Amendment,  hj  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sir  Charles  Dilke 
Amendment  proposed — 


..  1677 


"  In  page  1,  line  26,  after  the  word  '  only '  to  insert  the  words 
'  that  it  induces  some  other  person  to  break  a  contract  of  employment, 
or  '  "—(Sir  Charles  DUke.) 


Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted. 


j> 


Lord  R,  Cecil  . . 

..                       a.                       a.                       .. 

..  1678 

Mr,  Cave  {Surrey,  Kingston) 

•    .                       .a                       ..                       •• 

..  1679 

I  Mr.  LyUdton  (St.  Oeorge^s,  Hanover  Square) 

1679 

Mr.  Rufus  Isaacs  (Reading) 

..  1679 

Sir  E.  Carson 

..  1682 

Mr.  ShacUeton 

..1682 

Sir  John  Walton      . . 

..  1684 

Mr.HiUs        

..   1684 

Sir  Frederick  Banbury 

..   1684 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment — 

"  After  the  word  '  induces  '  to  insert  the  words  '  otherwise  than 
'maliciously.'  " — (Sir  Frederick  Banbury.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed 
Amendment." 


Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  (City  of  London) 

Sir  John  Walton       

Mr.  Atherley-Jones 

Lord  R.  Cecil  

Mr.  Markham  (Notts,  Mansfield) 
Sir  John  Walton 


.  1686 

.  1685 

.  1686 

.  1688 

.  1689 

.  1690 


Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 


The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes,  30  ;  Noes,  257.    (Divbion  List,  No.  313.) 
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Question  put,  *'  That  the  words  '  that  it  induces  some  other  person  to  break 
a  contract  of  employment  or '  be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  255  ;  Noes,  30.    (Division  List,  No.  314.) 

Amendment  proposed — 

'  In  page  1,  line  26,  to  leave  out  from  the  word '  interference '  to  the 
end  of  the  clause,  and  to  insert  the  words  '  in  restraint  of  trade.'  " — 
(Lard  R.  Cecil.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  clause." 


Lard  R.  Cecil 
Sir  John  Walton 
Mr.  Rawlinson 
Lord  R.  Cecil 


..  1697 
..  1697 
..  1698 
..  1699 


Amendment,  by  leave,  vrithdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  clause,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 


Sir  Frederick  Banbury 

Sir  E.  Carson 

Mr.  Nield  (Middlesex,  Ealing) 

Question  put. 


..  1699 
..  1702 
..  1703 


The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  259  ;    Noes,  29.    (Division  List,  No.  315.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  Clause  4  be  postponed  until 
after  new  clauses." — (Sir  John  Walton.) 


Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr 
Mr.  Pike  Pease  (Darlington) 
Mr.  F.  E.  Smith 

Mr.  Hills        

Mr.  BovdUs 
Lard  R.  Cecil 


Asquith,  Fiteshire,  E.) 


1707 
1712 
1714 
171d 
1720 
1723 
][1724 


Question  put 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes,  246  ;  Noes,  22.    (Division  List.  No.  316.) 

niause  5  agreed  to. 

New  Clause  • 


Sir  John  Walton 
VOIi.  CLXII.    [Fourth  Series.] 


•  •  •  • 


1729 
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''  An  action  against  a  trade  union,  whether  of  workmen  or  masters, 
or  against  any  members  thereof  on  behalf  of  themselves  and  all  other 
members  of  the  trade  union  for  the  recovery  of  damages  in  respect  of  any 
tortious  act  alleged  to  have  been  committed  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  trade 
union,  shall  not  be  entertained  by  any  Court,  provided  that  nothing  in 
this  section  shall  affect  the  hability  of  the  trustees  of  such  unions  to  be 
sued  in  the  events  provided  for  by  the  Trades  Union  Act,  1871,  Section 
9." 

Brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 


Sir  E,  Carson  . . 

1733 

Mr,  Simon  (  EsseXy  Walthamstow)     . . 

1738 

Mr,  Clavdl  Salter 

1740 

Mr,  Paul  (Northampton) 

1741 

Sir  Gilbert  Parker  (Gravesend) 

1744 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes,  257  ;  Noes,  29.     (Division  List  No.  317.) 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  new  clause — 

"  In  line  1,  after  the  word  '  union,'  to  insert  the  words  *  or  any 
branch  thereof.'  " — (Mr.  Clement  Edwards,) 


Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  John  Walton 
Mr,  Clement  Edwards 
Lord  R,  Cecil  . . 


..  1749 

..  1750 
..  1750 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sir  Charles  Dilke 
Mr,  Clement  Edwards 


.,  1750 
..  1751 


Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  new  ';lause — 

"  In  line  2,  after  the  word  '  all,'  to  insert  the  words  '  or  any.'  "■ 
(Mr,  Clement  Edwards), 

Sir  E.  Carson . . 

jjora  n,  \^ectv  , ,         , ,         , ,         , ,         , ,         , ,         ••  •• 

Mr,  Clement  Edwards 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


..  1751 
..  1751 
..  1752 


Sir  Charles  Dilke 


•  • 


..  1752 
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Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  new  clause — 

"  In  line  3,  to  leave  out  the  words  from  the  word  *  union '  to  the 
word  '  shall '  in  line  5." — {Sir  Charles  Dilke,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out,  down  to  'tor- 
tious,' in  Une  4,  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Sir  John  Walton         1753 

Mr,  J.  Ward 1753 

Mr.  Cave         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1754 

Mr.  Atherley  Jon^     , .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1755 

Mr.  Clement  Edwards  . .         . .         . .         . .         ....         . .  1756 

Mr.  Lyttdton  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  . .         . .         . .  1758 

Mr.  Rufus  Isaacs       . .         . .  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1759 

Mr.  Shackletan  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1761 

Sir  Charles  DUke        1763 

Mr.  Asquith    , ,         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1763 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour       . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1763 

Mr.  Brace        , .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1765 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Lord  R.  Cecil  . . 


..  1765 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,     "  That  the  Chairman  do  report 
Progress  ;  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." 

The  Prime  Minister  and  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  {Sir  II.  Campbell' 

Bannertnan,  Stirling  Burghs)  . .  . .  . .         . .  . .  1768 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour       . .         . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1769 

Mr,  Asquith              . .  . .  . .  . .          . .  . .          . .  1771 

Sir  E,  Carson            . .         . .  . .  . .  . .         . .  . .         . .  1771 

Mr.  Paul  (Northampton)     . .  . .  . .  . .  1773 

Mr,  Forster  (Kent,  Sevenoaks)  . .  . .  . .  . .  1774 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  31  ;  Noes,  243.     (Division  List  No.  318). 

Mr.  Clement  Edioards  . .         . .         . .  . .  . .   1775 

Ainondment  proposed  to  the  proposed  new  clause — 

"  In  line  5,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  '  court '  to  end  of  clause." — 
{Mr.  Clement  Edwards). 

(juostion  put,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 


Sir  John  Walton 

..  1778 

Mr.  John   Ward       

..   1780 

Mr.  F.  E.  Smith 

..   1781 

Sir  John  Walton 

..  1783 

The  SoUdtor-Qen^eral  (Mr.  Robson,  South  Shields) 

..   1783 

Mr.  Rufus  Isaacs 

..  1784 

Mr.  Clement  Edwards         

..  1785 
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Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

New  clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  "  That  Clause  4  stand  part  of  the  Bill "  put, 
and  negatived. 

Bill  negatived;    as    amended,    to   be  considered  upon   Tuesday,    23rd 
October,  and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  342]. 

Oonsolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  Bill.— Considered  in  Committee,  and 
reported  without  Amendment ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow  at 
Ten  of  the  Clock    . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         •  -  1785 

Musical  Oopjrright  Bill. — Lords  Amendments  considered,  and  agreed  to    . .  1786 

Census  op  Production  (Expenses). 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee). 

Resolved,  "  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  payment  out  of 
moneys  provided  by  Parliament,  of  any  expenses  incurred  for  the  purpose 
of  the  Census  under  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  to  provide  for  taking  a 
Census  of  Production." — (Mr.  Uoyd-Oeorge,) 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1786 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill. — Consideration  of  Lords  Amendments. 

The  Chief  Secretarif  for  Ireland  (Mr,  Bryce,  Aberdeen^  S.)        . .         . .   1786 

Question,  "  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Lords  in  the  said 

Amendment,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

« 

Lunatics. — Order  [this  day]  for  a  Return  relative  thereto  read,  and  discharged. 

— (Mr,  Claude  Hay)        1788 

Marriage  with  Foreigners  Bill. — Lords  Amendments    to  be  considered 

forthwith  ;  considered,  and  agreed  to    . .         . .         . .  1788 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without  Question  put, 
pursuant  to  the  Order  of  the  House  of  the  13th  July  last. 

Adjourned  at  twelve  minutes  after  One  o'clock  a.m. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS:    SATURDAY,    4th   AUGUST,    1906. 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

Education  (Provigion  of  Meals)  Bill  (No.  205) ;  Cabs  and  Omnibuses 
(MetropoUs)  (No.  206) ;  Official  PubUcations,  &c.  (No.  207).— Reports,  &c., 
of  the  Select  Committees  of  the  House  of  Commons  communicated  (pursuant 
to  message  of  yesterday) ;  and  to  be  printed 1789 
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Uniyendties  (Scotland)  Act,  1889.— University  Coort  Ordinance,  No.  XVIII. 
(Edinbnr^,  No.  7).  Alteration  of  Ordinance  No.  16  of  the  Commissioners 
(1889)  (^linburgh,  No.  1).  Regulations  for  degrees  in  medicine;  laid 
before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Act),  and  to  be  printed.    (No.  208)    ..         ..  1789 

Business  of  thb  Housf. — Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.,  considered  (according 

to  Order),  and  suspended  for  this  day's  sitting 1789 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill* — Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the  Amend- 
ment made  by  the  Lords  to  the  Amendments  made  by  the  Commons,  agreed 

vvF  ••  ..  *•  ••  •*  ••  •*  *•  ••  •.  ..XivSF 

Mnaical  Oopjrright  Bill. — Returned  from  the  Conmions  with  the  Amendments 

agreed  to     . .         . .         . .         . .  . .         . .         . .  . .  1789 


Fond  (Appropriation)  BilL— Brought   from   the   Conamons. 

Read  1» ;  Then  (Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.,  having  been  suspended), 
read  2*  (The  Lord  Privy  Seal  [M.  Ripon]) ;  Conmiittee  negatived  ;  Bill  read 
3\  and  passed        1789 

Commission.— The  following  Bills  received  the  Royal  Assent— 

1.  Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)* 

2.  Extradition. 

3.  Alkali,  Ac.,  Works. 

4.  Prevention  of  Corruption. 

5.  Justices  of  the  Peace  (No.  2). 

6.  Bills  of  Exchange  Act  (1882)  Amendment. 

7.  Isle  of  Man  (Customs). 

8.  Post  Office  (Literature  for  the  Blind). 

9.  Charitable  Loan  Societies  (Ireland). 

10.  Revenue. 

11.  Deanery  of  Manchester. 

12.  Solicitors. 

13.  Crown  Lands. 

14.  Open    Spaoes. 

15.  Oround  (3ame. 

16.  Fatal  Accidents  and  Sudden  Deaths  Inquiry  (Scotland). 

17.  Local  Authorities   (Transfer  of  Treasury  Powers). 

18.  Public  Works  (Loans). 

19.  Local  Qovemment  (Ireland)  Act  (1898)  Amendment. 

20.  Statute  Law  Revision  (Scotland). 

21.  Fertilisers  and  Feeding  Stufis. 

22.  Dogs. 
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23.  Colonial  Marriages. 

24.  Musical  Copyright. 

25.  Labourers    (Ireland). 

26.  Post  Office  Sites. 

27.  Dean  Forest. 

28.  Local   Government  Provisional  Orders   (No.  8). 

29.  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders   (No.   9). 

30.  Local   Government  Provisional   Orders   (No.    10). 

31.  Local  Government   Provisional   Orders   (No.    11). 

32.  Local  Government  Provisional  Order  (Housing  of  Working  Classes), 

33.  London  Government  Schemes  (London  and  Penge,  &c.). 

34.  Education  Board  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (London,  No.  1). 

35.  Paisley  Gas  and  Water  Provisional  Order. 

36.  Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3). 

37.  Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  4). 

38.  Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  7). 

39.  Gas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation. 

40.  Gas  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1). 

41.  Gas  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2). 

42.  Tramways  Orders  Confirmation. 

43.  Glasgow  and  South  Western  Railway  Order  Confirmation. 

44.  Water  Orders  Confirmation. 

45.  Newburgh  and  North  Fife  Railway  (Extension  of  Time)  Order 
Confirmation. 

46.  Paisley  Roads  Order  Confirmation. 

47.  Inverclyde  Bequest  Order  Confirmation. 

48.  Perth  Corporation  Gas  Order  Confirmation. 

49.  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Gas). 

50.  Rutherglen  Burgh  Order  Confirmation. 

51.  Wolstauton  United  Urban  District  Council  Gas. 

52.  Great  Northern  Railway. 

53.  London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Railway. 

54.  Ascot  District  Gras  (Electric  Lighting). 

55.  Derbyshire  and  Nottinghamshire  Electric  Power. 

56.  Portsmouth  Water. 

57.  West  Yorkshire  Tramways* 
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58.  London  County  Council  (Greneral  Powers). 

59.  London  United  Tramways. 

60.  Twickenham  and  Teddington  Electric  Supply. 

61.  Watford   Gas. 

62.  Alexandra  (Newport  and  South  Wales)  Docks  and  Railway. 

63.  Ritz  Hotel,  Limited. 

64.  Wirral  Railway  (Extension  of  Time). 

65.  CardifE  Railway. 

66.  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  Electric  Supply. 

67.  Baker  Street  and  Waterloo  Railway. 

68.  Southport  and  Lytham  Tramroad  (Extension  of  Time). 

69.  Wallasey  Tramways  and  Improvements. 

70.  Western  Valleys  (Monmouthshire)  Sewerage  Board. 

71.  Edinburgh  Corporation. 

72.  Crediton  Gas. 

73.  Kent  Electric  Power. 

74.  Truro  Gas. 

75.  Havana  United  Railways  and  Regla  Warehouses. 

76.  Rochester,  Chatham,  and  Strood  Gas. 

77.  Folkestone,  Sandgate,  and  Hythe  Tramways. 

78.  South  Eastern  and  London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  Railways. 

79.  Bacup  Corporation. 

80.  Cork  City  Railways  and  Works. 

81.  Derby  Gas. 

82.  Middlesex   County   Council  (General   Powers). 

83.  St.  John's  (Westminster)  Improvement. 

84.  Todmorden  Corporation. 

85.  Tottenham  and  Edmonton  Gas. 

86.  Macclesfield  and  District  Tramways. 

87.  Poole  Corporation  Water. 

88.  Corporation  of  London  (Blackfriars  and  other  Bridges.) 

89.  London  County  Council  (Tramways  and  Improvements). 

90.  County  of  Durham  Electric  Power  Supply. 

91.  Great  Northern  (Ireland)  and  Midland  Railways. 

92.  Nettlebed  and  District  Commons  (Preservation). 

93.  Shropshire,  Worcestershire,  and  Staffordshire  Electric  Power. 


\ 
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94.  Buokhaven,  Methil,  and  Innerleven  Burgh  Extension. 

95.  London  Squares  and  Enclosures. 

96.  Sutton  District  Water. 

97.  Ejngston-upon-Hull  Corporation. 

98.  Pontefract  Corporation. 

99.  Hackney  Electricity. 

100.  Hampstead  Garden  Suburb. 

101.  London  County  Council   (Money) 

102.  North  West  London  Eailway. 

103.  St.  Pancras  Electricity. 

104.  South  Lincolnshire  Water. 

105.  South  Wales  Electrical  Power  Distribution  Company, 

106.  Watford  and  Edgware  Railway. 

107.  Lancashire   Electric   Power. 

108.  Bristol  Corporation. 

109.  Lord  Tredegar's  Supplemental  Estate. 

110.  Bute  (English  and  Welsh)  Estates 1789 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  minutes  past  Twelve  o'clock  to 
Tuesday,  the  23rd  October,  at  a  quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 

-  J  ■  ;  i  J  X' 


i  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS  :  SATURDAY,  4th  AUGUST,  1906.  ! 
The  House  met  at  Ten  of  the  Clock. 

PETITIONS. 

Education'(Enoland  and  Wales)  Bill. — Petitions  against ;  From  Aikton  ; 
Long  Newton ;  Radlett ;  Silloth  in  Eskdale ;  and  Wigton  ;  to  lie  upon 
line  JL  a  Die     ..         ..         ..         ..         ••         ..         ..         ..         ..         ■•x/  vo 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill  (Religious  Teaching). — Two  Peti- 
tions from  Frittenden,  against  alteration  of  Law  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table      . .  1793 

Municipal  Corporations  (Election  of  Aldermen   Bill).  —  Petition    from 

Manchester,  for  alteration  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table        . .  1793 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


Universities  (Scotland)  Act  1889  (Ordinance). — Copy  presented,  of  Uni- 
versity Court  Ordinance  No.  XVIII.  (Edinburgh,  No.  7)  (Alteration  of 
Ordinance,  No.  16,  of  the  Commissioners  (1889),  Edinburgh,  No.  1,  Regu- 
lations for  Degrees  in  Medicine)  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.    [No.  324.]         . .  1793 
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FoRBSHORES. — Copy  presented  of  Treasury  Minute,  dated  4th  August,  1906, 
directing  the  application  of  moneys  received  by  the  Board  of  Trade  in  the 
year  ended  31st  March,  1903,  in  respect  of  the  rights  and  interests  of  the 
Crown  in  the  Foreshores  of  the  United  Kingdom  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS  CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 

Postmen's  Wages. — Question,  Mr.  Sloan  (Belfast,  S.)  ;    Answer,  Mr.  Sydney 

Auzxon        ..  ..  .■  ..  ..  ..  ..  •.  •.  ..i  tv%f 

Qqalipications  op  Telegraphists. — Question,  Mr.  Sloan ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sydney 

ajUx  von      '••         •.         ..         *•         ..         ••         ..         ..         *•         ..xi  «/4 

Postal  Deuvery  op  Circulars. — Question,  Mr.  Du  Cros  (Hastings) ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Sydney  Buxton        1795 

Imported  Cement. — Question,  Mr.  John  Ward  (Stoke-on-Trent) ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Lloyd-CJeorge         1795 

Meeting  op  Intermediate  Board,  Ireland. — Question,  Mr.  Clancy ;  Answer, 

iiLr.  UrvCC     ..  •.  ••  *.  ••  •*  ••  ..  •.  ••XI  «/0 

Eegulations  por  Secondary  Schools. — Question,  Mr.  Yoxall  (Nottingham, 

W.) ;   Answer,  Mr.  Birrell  1796 

Assistant  Clerks. — Question,  Mr.  Nannetti  (Dublin,  College  Green) ;  Answer, 

Mr.  McKenna        . .         . .  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1797 

Inland    Revenue — Inspection. — Question,    Mr.    MacVeagh    (Down,    S.) ; 

Answer,  Mr.  McKenna  . .         . .         . .  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1797 

Legislative  Council  op  the  Punjaub. — Question,  Sir  H.  Cotton  (Nottingham, 

E.J ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Morley        1798 

Eegistration   op   Title,    County   Cork. — Question,   Mr.   Fetherstonhaugh 

(Fermanagh,  N.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bryce 1798 

Tarbert  Process  Server. — Question,  Mr.  Flavin  (Kerry,  N.) ;  Answer,  Mr. 

€ase  of  War  Opfice  Clerks. — Question,  Mr.  Flavin ;  Answer,  Mr.  Haldane  . .  1799 

QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 

Turbines  por  Torpedo  Boat  Destroyers. — Questions,  Mr.  Ashley  (Lanca- 
shire, Blackpool) ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Edmund 
Robertson,  Dundee)     . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1799 

EusH  Coastguard  Station — Right  op  Way. — Question,  Mr.  Clancy  (Dublin 

County,  N.) ;    Answer,  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson        •  •         1800 

The  Lance. — Question,  Mr.  Ashley ;    Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 

(Mr.  Haldane,  Haddingtonshire)  ,         •>         ..   1800 

Tilonke's  Case. — Question,  Mr.  J.  Ramsay  Macdonald  (Leicester);    Ans^ver, 

Mr.  Churchill         . .         . .         .  •         . .         .  •         .  •         . .         • .         . .  1801 
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Germany  and  Abyssinia. — Question,  Mr.  Ashley ;    Answer,  The  Secretary  of 

State  for  Foreign  A5airs  (Sir  Edward  Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick)      . .  1801 

Income   Tax   on  Foreign  Trades. — Question,   Mr.  Ashley ;     Answer,   The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Asquith,  Fifeshire,  E.)       . .         . .         . .   1802 

Imports  of  Cement^ — Question,  Mr.  J.  Ward  (Stoke-on-Trent) ;  Answer,  The 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Lloyd- George,  Carnarvon  Boroughs) . .  1803^ 

London  Water  Supply. — Question,  Mr.  Ashley;    Answer,  The  President  of 

the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  John  Burns,  Battersea)    . .         . .         . .  1803^ 

KiNAiR  Reservoir,  Derbyshire. — Question,  Mr.  J.  Ward  ;    Answer,  Mr.  John 

j3UxUo  ..  ..  a.  •*  *.  ..  •«  ..  ..  ••      JLOvt^ 

Street  Betting  Bill  [Lords]. — As  amended,  to  be  printed.    [Bill  343.]  . .  1804 

Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  Bill.— Read  the  third  time,  and  passed  1804 

Adjournment  (Autumn  Sitting). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed  :  "  That  this  House  at  its  rising  to-day 
do  adjourn  until  Tuesday,  October  23rd  next,  and  that  for  the  remainder 
of  the  session  Government  business  have  precedence  at  every  sitting,  and 
at  the  conclusion  of  Government  business  on  each  day  Mr.  Speaker  do 
adjourn  the  House  without  question  put." — {Sir  H,  Campbell- Bannerman) 

Mr.  Murphy  (Kerry,  E.)                . .                    . .         . .         . .  . .  1804 

Mr.  Sloan  (Belfast,  8.)        . .  180S 

The  AUomey-Oeneral  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Cherry,  Liverpool,  Exchange)  . .  1807 

Mr.  Mackamess        . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  . .  180S 

Mr.  Fiennes  (Oxfordshire,  Banbury)          . .         . .                    . .  . .  1810 

Mr.  Rees  (Montgomery  Boroughs)             . .  . .  1812 

Mr.  J.  Ramsay  Macdonald  (Leicester)       . .         . .         . .         . .  . .  1814 

The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Churchill,  Manchester, 

Xt  .  rr   .1  ..  ..  ••  ••  ••  ••  ..  «•  ••      XOX  t 

Mr.  J.  M.  Robertson  (Northumberlar^d,  Tyneside) 1821 

Message  from  the  Lords. — That  they  have  agreed  to — Consolidated  Fund 
(Appropriation)  Bill,  without  Amendment. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commissioners  ;  the  House  went ;  and, 
having  returned  ;  Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Royal  Assent  to  a  number  of 
Acts.    (See  Col.   1789). 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  this  House  at  its  rising  to-day  do 
adjourn  imtil  Tuesday,  23rd  October  next,  and  that  for  the  remainder  of 
the  session  Government  business  have  precedence  at  every  sitting,  and  at 
the  conclusion  of  Government  business  on  each  day  Mr.  Speaker  do  adjourn 
the  House  without  Q\iestion  put." 

Mr.  J.  M.  Robertson  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  . .  1825 

Mr.  Mdteno  (Dumfriesshire)  . .         . .         . .  . .         . .   1829 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  Edward  Grey,  Northum- 
berland, Berwick)  . .         . .         . .  . .         . .         . .   1831 

Mr.  Munro  Fergusson  (Leith  Burghs)        1837 
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Mr,  Morton  {SiUherland) 1839 

Tfie  SecreUxry  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Gladstone,  Leeds,  W,)  1839 

Tfie  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Mr.  Sinclair,  Forfarshire)       1840 

Mr.  Essex  (Gloucestershire,  Cirencester)       . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1842 


The  Prime  Minister  and  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (S 
Bannerman,  Stirling  Burghs)    . . 

Mr.  Seddon  (Lancashire,  Newton) 

Mr.  Everett  (Suffolk,  Woodbridge) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


r  H.  Campbell' 

1842 

1843 

1844 


Resolved,  "  That  this  House  at  its  rising  to-day  do  adjourn  until  Tuesday, 
23rd  October  next,  and  that  for  the  lemamder  of  the  session  Grovern- 
ment  business  have  piecedence  at  every  sitting,  and  at  the  conclusion 
of  Government  business  on  each  day  Mr.  Speaker  do  adjourn  the  House 
without  Question  put." 

Census  of  Production  (Expenses). — Resolution  reported. 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of  moneys  pro- 
vided by  Parliament,  of  any  Expenses  incurred  for  the  purpose  of  the  Census 
under  any  Act  of  the  present  session  to  provide  for  taking  a  Census  of  Pro- 
duction." . .         . .         . ,         . .         . .         . .         . .  1844 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Order  of  the  House  of  the 
13th  July  last,  adjourned  the  House  without  Question  put  till  Tuesday, 
23rd  October. 

Adjourned  at  one  minute  before  Two  o'clock. 
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ERRATUM. 


August  1.  In  col.  1143,  after  the  Amendment  as  printed,  add  and  insert  "and 
no  claim  by  the  Crown  for  duties  leviable  on  or  with  reference  to  death,  and  before 
the  passing  of  this  Act  due  and  payable,  and  no  payment,  commutation,  composition, 
discharge,  or  settlement  of  account  in  respect  of  any  duties  leviable  on  or  with 
reference  to  death  before  the  passing  of  this  Act  duly  made  or  given,  shall  be 
prejudicially  affected  hereby." 


THE 


PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES 


■a 


(AUTHORISED   EDITION) 


IN    THE 


^FIRST  SESSION  OF  the  TIFENTY-EIGHTH  PARLIAMENT  of  the  United 
^  Kingdom  of  GREAT  BRITAIN  and  IRELAND,  Appointed  to  Meet 

THE  Thirteenth  Day  of  February  in  the  Sixth  Year  of  the 
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Reion  of 


HIS  MAJESTY  KING  EDWARD  VII. 


ELEVENTH    VOLUME    OF    SESSION    1906. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
Fnday,  21th  July,  1906. 


^ 
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VISCOUNT  MOLESWORTH. 

Petition  of  George  Bagot,  Viscount 
Molesworth  and  Baron  Phillipetown,  in 
the  Peerage  of  Ireland,  claiming  a  right  to 
vote  at  the  elections  of  Representative 
Peers  for  Ireland  ;  read,  and  referred  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  to  consider  and 
report  thereupon  to  the  House. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


St  Pancras  Electricity  Bill.  The  Kind's 
consent  signified  ;  Bill  read  3%  with  the 
Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned 
to  the  Commons. 


Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned 
to  the  Commons. 

Poole  Corporation  Water  Bill.  Read 
3*,  with  the  Amendments;  further 
Amendments  made  ;  Bill  passed,  and  re- 
turned to  the  Commons. 

Crediton  Gas  Bill  [h.lJ  ;  Kent  Elec- 
trie  Power  Bill  [H.L.J;  Truro  Gas  Bill 
[h.l.]  ;  Havana  United  Railways  and 
Kegla  Warehouses  Bill  [h.l.}  Returned 
from  the  Commons  agreed  to,  with 
Amendments.  The  said  Amendments 
considered,  and  agreed  to. 

Justices  of  the  Peace  (No.  2)  Bill; 
Rochester,  Chatham,  and  Strood  Gas 
Bill.  Returned  from  the  Commons  with 
the  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Paisley  Gas  and  Water  Provisional 
Order  Bul.  Read  3*  (according  to  order), 
and  passed. 


Hackney  Electricity  Bill ;  London  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
County  Council  (Money)  Bill ;  South  \  (Gas)  Bill.  Amendments  reported 
Lincolnshire  Water  Bill ;  Hampstead  ,  (according  to  order),  and  Bill  to  be  read 
Garden  Suburb  Bill.    Read  3^  with  the  |;  3"  on  Monday  next. 
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COMMITTEE    OF   SELECTION. 

Report  from  the  Committee  (with 
proceedings  of  the  Committee  and  an 
appendix)  made,  and  to  be  printed.  (No. 
180.) 

SOUTH  AFRICA. 

Reports  by  the  High  Commissioner  on 
his  visits  to  Basutoland  and  the  Bechuana- 
land  Protectorate  in  1906. 

BOARD  OF  AGRICULTURE  AND 
FISHERIES. 

Annual  Report  of  the  proceedings 
under  Acts  relating  to  sea  fisheries,  for 
the  year  1905. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 

No.  3681.     United  States  (Savannah). 
No.  3682.     Persia  (Kerman). 
No.  3683.     Persia  (Kermanshah). 

MISCELLANEOUS  SERIES. 

No.  653.  German  Ceramic  industries 
and  German  trade  in  Ceramic  products. 

Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

POST  OFFICE  (STATUTORY  RULES 
AND  ORDERS,  1906). 

No.  511.  The  Inland  Post  Amend- 
ment (No.  4)  Warrant,  1906,  dated  30th 
June,  1906.  Laid  before  the  House 
(pursuant  to  Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  Table. 


MARINE  INSURANCE  BILL  (H.L.) 

Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  to, 
with  Amendments.  The  said  Amend- 
ments to  be  printed.    (No.  179.) 


REVENUE  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  and  read 
1*  ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on 
Monday  next  (The  Lord  Privy  Seal 
[M,  Ripon]).     (No.  181.) 


DEAN  FOREST  BILL. 

Read  2*  (accordingly  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 


BILLS  OF  EXCHANGE  ACT  (1882) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

House  in  Committee  ( according  to 
order) :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  Standing  Committee  negatived ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  S^  on   Monday  next. 


ISLE  OF  MAN  (CUSTOMS)  BILL. 

Read  2*  (according  to  order)  ;  Com- 
mittee negatived ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3» 
on  Monday  next. 


SHIPBUILDING  PROGRAMME. 

*Earl  CAWDOR :  My  Lords  ,1  wish 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  he  proposes  before  the  recess 
to  make  any  statement  in  your  Lordships' 
House  with  reference  to  the  shipbuilding 
programme  for  the  coming  year.  The 
statement  which  has  been  made  to-dav 
in  another  place  emphasises  in  no  small 
degree  the  great  importance  of  your 
Lordships  having  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  shipbuilding  programme 
of  the  Government  at  an  early  date. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord  TwKEDMOUTH) :  My 
Lords,  I  agree  that  this  is  a  question 
which  is  deserving  of  the  closest  attention 
of  your  Lordships.  The  only  difficulty 
appears  to  me  to  be  the  way  in  which 
the  time  of  your  Lordships'  House  is 
taken  up  next  week,  at  the  end  of  which 
we  are  going  to  adjourn  for  a  short 
recess.  Wednesday,  Thursday,  and  Fri- 
day are  to  be  taken  up  by  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Education  Bill.  On 
Tuesday  there  is  an  important  question 
to  be  raised  by  the  Duke  of  Marlborough 
in  regard  to  the  granting  of  responsible 
Gk)verDment  to  the  Transvaal  Colony. 
On  Monday  there  is  a  Motion  down  by 
Lord  Wemyss  with  regard  to  our  land 
defences,  and  Lord  Mayo  has  a  Question 
with  regard  to  Ireland.  Lord  Brassey 
has  also  a  notice  on  the  Paper  to  call 
attention  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Admiralty  Committee  on  Naval  Reserves. 
Perhaps  one  or  both  of  the  noble  Lords 
who  precede  Lord  Brassey  might  be 
willing  to  postpone  their  Questions,  or, 
at  any  rate,  make  the  discussion  on  them 
shoi*t.  In  that  case  I  think  it  would  be 
convenient  if  the  Notice  by  Lord  Brassey 
were  taken  as  the  text  for  a  statement 
and  discussion  on  the  Shipbuilding  Vote. 
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in  Council  Schools. 


Earl  CAWDOR :  Will  the  First  Lord 
make  these  suggestions  to  the  noble 
Lords  who  have  the  Notices  on  the 
Paper? 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH:  They  do 
not  belong  to  my  side  of  the  House. 
Perhaps  the  noble  Lord  will  give  me  his 
help. 

Earl  CAWDOR*  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  do  that.  But  I  hardly  thin]^ 
the  question  of  shipbuilding  arises  on 
the  Notice  by  Lord  Brassey. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  The  ordinary 

firactice  of  this  House  does  not  tie  your 
iOrdships  very  closely  to  the  exact  terms 
of  the  Notice  on  the  Paper,  and  I  think 
it  is  pretty  certain  that  Lord  Brassey  in 
his  speech  will  touch  on  questions  affect- 
ing shipbuilding. 

The  Earl  op  CAMPERDOWN: 
Surely  the  Naval  Reserve  is  not  in  any 
way  connected  with  shipbuilding.  The 
shipbuilding  programme  is  in  itself  a 
very  important  matter,  and  I  should  like 
to  ask  whether  it  would  not  be  better 
if  Lord  Brassey  could  be  approached  and 
asked  to  postpone  his  question.  We 
might  consider  the  Naval  Reserve  on 
any  future  occasion,  but  the  shipbuilding 
programme  of  the  Government  for  the 
coming  year  is  a  very  important  Vote, 
and  your  Lordships  should  have  an 
early  opportunity  of  discussing  it. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH:  I  will 
i^proach  Lord  Brassey  on  the  question. 

Earl  CAWDOR:  I  understand  we 
may  take  it  that  in  some  form  or  another, 
either  regular  or  irregular,  we  shall  be 
able  to  discuss  the  Shipbuilding  Vote  on 
Monday  next. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH :  Yes. 


RELIGIOUS  INSTRUCTION  IN 
COUNCIL  SCHOOLS. 

♦The  LORD  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (The  Earl  of  Crewe)  :  My 
Lords,  I  ask  your  Lordships'  indulgence 
in  rising  to  set  right  a  misunderstanding 
on  a  question  of  figures  which  arose 
daring  the  discussion  on  the  subject  of 
religious  education  in  council  schools 
nised     yesterday     by     the    most    rev. 


Primate.  In  the  course  of  my  remarks  I 
stated  that  there  were  thirteen  schools  in 
England  in  which  no  religious  instruction 
was  given.  I  was,  of  course,  referring 
to  the  Return,  and  my  observation  was 
limited  by  the  amount  of  information 
which  Uie  Return  conveys,  which  is,  in 
fact,  the  whole  of  the  information  on  the 
subject  which  we  have  at .  the  Board  of 
Education.  WhatI  intended  to  convey  was 
that  authorities  had  replied  in  the  nega- 
tive to  the  fifth  question,  which  was  put  to 
all  the  local  education  authorities,  to  the 
extent  of  thirteen  schools  in  which  they 
stated  that  no  religious  instruction  was 
given.  The  most  rev.  Primate  corrected 
me  and  mentioned  the  case  of  Hudders- 
field  and  certain  other  places  in  which 
the  Bible  is  simply  read  without  note  or 
comment.  I  think  it  might  possibly  be 
argued  that  when  the  Bible  is  read  by 
the  teacher  within  the  hours  of  regular 
attendance  it  must  be  regarded  as  a  form 
of  religious  instruction,  but  I  have  no 
wish  to  press  that  point.  I  merely 
desire  to  make  it  clear  what  the  differ- 
eace  in  regard  to  the  figures  was  between 
the  most  rev.  Primate  and  myself.  In  his 
speech  the  most  rev.  Primate  alluded  to 
the  figures  of  Wales.  He  referred  to  the 
counties  of  Carmarthen  and  Cardigan  and 
quoted  the  figures  given  in  the  Return  of 
the  number  of  schools  in  those  counties 
in  which,  on  their  own  showing,  no 
religious  instruction  was  given,  and  it 
was  in  comparison  between  Wales  and 
England  that  I  stated  the  figure  as  I  did. 

^The  lord  archbishop  of 
CANTERBURY :  My  Lords,  I  am  sure 
the  last  thing  the  noble  Earl  desired  was 
to  convey  a  mislea<]ing  impression,  and  I 
accept  his  explanation  absolutely.  Lest 
I  should  be  thought  to  have  twisted  the 
point  as  to  whether  religious  instruction 
is  given  when  the  Bible  is  simply  read 
without  note  or  comment,  I  would  point 
out  that  the  Huddersfield  local  education 
authority  state  explicitly,  for  I  will  quote 
their  actual  words,  that  in  the  council 
schools  it  is  provided  that  "  no  religious 
teaching  shall  be  given."  The  Hudders- 
field local  authority  then  go  on  to  say  that 
for  fifteen  minutes  there  may  be  what  they 
call  **  religious  observances,"  which  con- 
sist of  the  reading  of  some  verses  from 
the  Bible,  chosen  by  the  teacher,  without 
note  or  comment,  and  the  singing  of  a 
hymn.  Question  5,  to  which  the  noble 
Earl  has  referred,  is,  "  Are  any  council 
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schools  in  the  authority's  area  known  to 
give  no  religious  instruction  1  *'  The 
Huddersfield  local  education  authority 
replies  practically — 

"  We  give  none,  but  we  have  religions  obser- 
vance'*." 

I  think  that  when  Huddersfield  says  it 

g'ves  no  religious  teaching  we  may  take 
uddersfield  at  its  word.  There  are 
seventeen  board  schools  in  Huddersfield 
alone.  I  turn  almost  by  chance  to  another 
authority,  Todmorden.  There  are  here 
nine  schools,  and  the  only  difference ,  is 
that  ten  minutes  instead  of  fifteen 
minutes  are  devoted  to  religious  observ- 
ances. The  number  of  such  cases  might 
be  largely  added  to  from  other  parts  of 
the  Report. 


NATIVE  LABOUR  IN  TRANSVAAL 

MINES. 

*LoRD  HARRIS  rose  to  ask  His  Majesty's 
Government,  with  reference  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  on  June  29th,  upon  what  informa- 
tion he  is  depending  for  his  communica- 
tions with  the  Portuguese  authorities, 
and  in  what  respects  the  operations  of 
the  Witwatersrand  Native  Labour 
Association  have  caused  discontent. 

The  noble  Lord  said :  My  Lords, 
a  few  weeks  ago  I  put  a  Question  to 
the  noble  £arl  the  Colonial  Secretary  on 
the  subject  of  a  rumoured  competition 
to  be  set  up  with  an  association  which 
is  responsible  for  supplying  Kafl&r  labour 
to  the  mines  on  the  Witwatersrand ;  and 
the  noble  Earl,  in  his  reply,  stated  that 
all  depended  on  the  association  having 
at  its  back  the  force  by  which  it  was 
originated,  and  that  if  it  were  found 
that  there  were  substantial  interests 
connected  with  the  mines  of  the  same 
nature  as  those  for  which  the  association 
was  formed  or  that  some  of  those  who 
took  part  in  the  formation  of  the  associa- 
tion were  not  satisfied  with  the  state  of 
things  as  they  now  existed,  then  the 
position  of  this  co-operative  or  voluntary 
society  became  considerably  modifiea. 
It  is  evident,  from  the  further  statement 
in  his  reply,  that  the  noble  Earl  is 
already,  through  the  usual  channels, 
of  course,  in  communication  with  the 
Portuguese  authorities,  I  presume  upon 
the  sudject  of  another  association  for  the 
same  purpose ;  and  the  Question  I  have  to 
ask  him  is  what  has  caused  him  to  take 

The  Lord  Archbishop  of  Canterbury. 


these  steps  ?  He  says  that  it  is  possible 
some  of  those  who  were  connected 
with  the  Witwatersrand  Native  Labour 
Association  are  now  dissatisfied.  We 
shall  be  glad  to  know  who  are  dissatisfied. 
I  am  informed  that  no  complaints  have 
been  made  by  any  members  of  the  associa- 
tion, and  we  should  like  to  know  upon 
what  information  the  noble  Earl  is  pro- 
ceeding. 

In  the  course  of  tbe  reply  from  which 
I*  have  already  quoted,  the  noble  £arl  said 
there  was  nothing  whatever  to  conceal  in 
this  matter.  In  these  circumstances  I  am 
sure  he  will  be  prepared  to  tell  us  the 
whole  story  as  to  why  he  is  preparing  to  si  t 
up  this  competition  with  the  Witwaters 
rand  Native  Labour  Association.  As  I 
explained  to  your  Lordships  when  I  spoke 
last,  the  effect  of  competition  before  the 
war  was  by  no  means  satisfactory,  and  I 
am  not  prepared  to  believe  that  at  this 
moment  competition  would  be  any  more 
satisfactory  than  it  was  then.  There  is 
no  information  whatever  upon  this  sub- 
ject in  the  Blue-book  recently  issued. 
There  is  a  mass  of  information  upon  the 
subject  of  recruiting  Chinese  and  employ- 
ing Chinese,  and  of  repatriating  those  few 
who  are  prepared  to  cancel  their  agree- 
ments and  be  repatriated.  But  there  is 
not  a  word  of  information  upon  the  system 
of  recruiting  Kafiirs  for  labour  on  the 
Witwatersrand. 

I  confess  I  do  not  understand  why,  if 
this  subject  has  been  under  discussion 
between  the  Colonial  Office  and  the  High 
Commissioner,  no  reference  is  made  to 
it  in  the  Blue-book.  Who  are  the  persons 
who  are  dissatisfied  1  I  have  heard 
rumoiu*s  that  a  certain  gentleman  named 
Wilson,  who  is  distinguished  from  other 
gentlemen  of  the  same  name  by  the 
sobriquet  of  Kaffir,  is  very  anxious  to 
get  permission  to  recruit  in  Portuguese 
territory  ;  but  he  is  not  one  of  tho^e  to 
whom  the  noble  Earl  referred  in  his  reply. 
He  is  not  a  person  having  substantial  in- 
terests ;  neither  is  he  one  of  those  who 
took  part  in  the  formation  ef  the 
Witwatersrand  Native  Labour  Associa- 
tion. I  suppose  there  is  some  in- 
fluential body  behind  who  is  urging  the 
noble  Earl  to  take  these  steps.  I  hope 
he  will  be  able  to  tell  us  what  that  iu- 
iiuential  body  is,  and  why  it  it  so  anxious 
to  set  up  this  competition. 

Another  question    which  I  hope  the 
jioble  Earl  will  be  able  to  reply  to  is  this» 


9  Native  Lahour  in  {27  JuLY  1906}  Transvml  Mines,  10 

Is  the  High  Commissioner  in  favour  of  There  is  a  strong  suspicion  that  under- 
tho  proposed  competition  being  set  up  t '  lying  the  proposal  for  another  association 
There  is  nothing  in  the  Blue-book  about  |  to  compete  in  the  supply  of  Kaffir  labour 
it ;  but,  after  what  the  noble  Earl  said  i  there  is  a  political  movement.  I  am 
the  other  day  about  trusting  the  man  on  '  perfectly  certain  that  it  is  absolutely 
the  spot,  I  presume  that  he  would  not  unknown  to  the  noble  Earl  and  that  he 
have  commenced  negotiations  with  is  entirely  innocent  in  the  matter.  But 
Portugal  on  this  subject  without  finding  there  is  a  very  strong  suspicion  that  this 
out  whether  the  High  Commissioner  was  is  purely  a  political  movement  engineered 
satisfied  that  the  setting  up  of  another  either  by  extremists  in  this  country  or  by 
association  was  wise  and  likely  to  lead  to  those  in  the  Transvaal  who  are  interested 
satisfactory  results.  I  can  hardly  believe  in  diverting  the  loyalty  of  as  many 
that  the  Government  is  very  anxious  to  Europeans  as  possible.  It  would  be 
help  OS  as  regards  Kaffir  lal>our.  Nobody  '  extremely  useful  to  certain  people  if  it 
can  be  more  anxious  than  we  are  to  get  could  be  said  that  owing  to  this  associa- 
as  much  Kaffir  labour  as  possible.  It !  tion  having  been  set  up  some  influential 
would  relieve  us  of  many  accusations  and  I  mining  association  or  some  influential 
and  of  a  proportionate  part  of  the  odium  i  mining  person  could  now  say,  "  Ah  ! 
which  is  heaped  on  those  who  have  to  '  thank  Heaven  I  have  got  rid  of  this 
manage  the  mines.  We  should  be  only  too  \  monopoly.  I  no  longer  want  Chinese, 
glad  2  the  noble  Earl  could  point  out  to  for  I  can  get  enough  Kaffir  labour 
us  a  safe  way  of  securing  more  Kaffir  through  this  competitive  supply." 
labour.  That  is  a  suspicion  which  some  people 

entertain  with  regard  to  this  movement 
I  can  suggest  to  him  a  way  in  which  which  is  being  assisted  by  the  Secretary 
a  small  number  of  Kaffirs  could  be  set  of  State.  I  hope  the  noble  Earl  will  be 
free.  In  the  Blue-book  which  I  have  re*  able  to  give  such  a  complete  and  satis- 
ferred  to  it  appears  that  some  inquiries  '  factory  reply  as  will  entirely  brush  away 
have  been  made  by  Gk>vemment  as  to  the  '  this  suspicion, 
possibility  of  substituting  white  labour  ' 

for  coloured  labour,  and  we  know  from  |  I  ask,  Why  should  there  be  any  such 
the  speeches  that  have  been  made  by  \  hurry  over  this  matter  1  On  Tuesday  of 
various  members  of  the  Government  that  i  next  week  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary 
they  were  at  one  time,  and  possibly  are  I  of  State  for  the  Colonies  will  make,  I 
at  ill,  under  the  impression  that  to  a  great  suppose,  one  of  the  most  momentous 
extent  white  labour  could  be  substituted  statements  in  this  House  that  has  ever 
f-T  coloured  labour.  I  observe  that  in  fallen  to  the  lot  of  any  Colonial  Minister  to 
this  Blue-book  there  is  some  correspond-  make,  one  upon  which  decades  hence 
ence  on  this  subject,  in  particular  as  re  — seventy,  eighty,  or  a  hundred 
gards  the  Premier  Mine,  the  only  diamond  years  hence  —  his  reputation  will  be 
mine  in  the  Transvaal.  It  was  asked,  judged,  as  his  relative.  Lord  Durham, 
why  should  not  white  labour  be  sub-  is  now  judged  as  regards  Qanada.  The 
stituted  for  Kaffir  laly)ur  on  the  Premier  Government  have  aeliberately  decided 
Mine  t  The  Government  is  largely  in-  that  so  far  as  Chinese  labour  is 
terested  in  the  mines  of  the  Transvaal,  concerned  they  will  leave  the  matter  to 
It  takes  10  per  cent,  of  the  profit  the  Transvaal.  Why  is  there  this  hurry 
m  the  case  of  gold  mines  and  60  per  cent,  to  interfere  as  to  Kaffir  recruiting  when 
of  the  profit  in  the  case  of  this  diamond  '  what  is  a  matter  of  far  greater  interest 
mine.  One  of  the  reasons  given  for  not  to  this  country  is  left  to  the  Transvaal  1 
substituting  white  labour  was  that  the  i  Why  cannot  this  matter  of  Kaffir  recruit- 
Government  would  lose  £240,000  a  !  ing  be  also  left  to  the  Transvaal  ?  These 
year  thereby.  I  observe  that  after  that  \  are  questions  which  I  venture  to  put  to 
there  is  no  further  discussion  about  the  noble  Earl,  and  I  hope  he  will  be  able 
substituting  white  labour  for  Kaffir  ''  to  give  a  complete  reply  regarding  them. 
bbour.     But  if  the  noble  Earl  will  give  I 

directions  that  such  Kaffirs  as  they  have  ♦The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
on  the  Premier  Mine  should  be  set  free  the  COLONIES  (The  Earl  of  Elgin)  : 
to  go  to  the  Witwatersrand  I  can  waure  My  Lords,  I  wish  in  the  first  place,  to 
him  we  shall  be  very  grateful.  thank  my  noble  friend  for  postponing  his 
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Question  at  a  time  when  it  would  have 
been  impossible  for  me  to  have  answered 
him  as  completely  as  I  can  now.  I  think 
there  is  a  little  misunderstanding  in  the 
Question  as  the  noble  Earl  has  put  it. 
He  asks  upon  what  information  the 
Secretary  of  State  is  depending  for  his 
communications  with  the  Portuguese 
authorities,and  I  noticed  that  in  his  speech 
he  dwelt  again  upon  communications  with 
the  Portuguese  authorities.  What  I  did 
say  was  that  in  these  circumstances  we 
have  had  to  consider  Jbhe  necessity  of 
communicaticms,  not  only  with  the  High 
Commissioner,  as  the  noble  Lord  sug- 
gested, but  also,  possibly,  with  the 
Portuguese  authorities. 

The  noble  Lord  again  asks,  with  re- 
gards to  the  operations  of  the  Witwaters- 
rand  Native  Labour  Association,  in  what 
respect  they  have  caused  discontent. 
That  part  of  the  Question  it  seems  to 
me  I  answered,  as  far  as  I  possibly  could, 
on  the  last  occasion.  The  noble  Lord 
said  that  I  then  explained  that  we  re- 
garded the  Witwatersrand  Native  Labour 
Association  as  a  voluntary  association, 
and  that  therefore  any  of  its  members 
had  a  right  to  say  that  they  were  not 
satisfied  with  it  and  wished  other  arrange- 
ments. His  Majesty's  Government  have 
recognised  that  right,  but  they  are  not 
responsible  for  the  reasons  which  those 
who  wish  to  separate  may  have  for  their 
separation.  But  what  they  are  responsi- 
ble for — and  I  admitted  it  to  the  full 
on  the  last  occasion — are  the  conditions 
under  which  recruitment  takes  place.  I 
quoted  then,  and  I  refer  again,  to  an 
answer  given  in  another  place,  in  which 
we  laid  down  that  we  must  be  satisfied 
as  to  the  status,  the  substance,  and  the 
responsibility  of  those  who  are  given  a 
second  agency^  and  that  that  must  be 
established  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
High  Commissioner.  It  was  because  I 
was  awaiting  the  decision  of  the  High 
Commissioner  on  these  points  that  I  asked 
my  nobJe  friend  to  postpone  his  Ques- 
tion ;  and  I  hope  he  will  recognise  that 
on  this  point,  at  any  rate,  I  have 
observed  the  authority  of  the  man  on  the 
spot. 

I  am  glad  to  say  that  on  July  7th  two 
telegrams,  one  from  Downing  Street  and 
the  other  from  South  Africa,  crossed  each 
other    which    were    expressed    in    such 

The  Earl  of  Elgin, 


exactly  parallel  lines  that  I  do  not  think 
it  was  necessary  to  give  a  formal 
answer  to  either ;  and  on  July  1 2th  the 
High  Commissioner  expressed  bis  com- 
plete acquiescence  in  the  policy  of  the 
establishment  of  the  second  agency  which 
we  have  proposed  should  be  set  up. 
With  regard  to  the  matter  of  agreement, 
it  is  briefly  this — that  there  shall  be  a 
second  agency  established,  the  manage- 
ment of  which  has,  as  I  have  said,  been 
approved  by  the  High  Commissioner; 
tnat  we  accept  the  position  that  the 
establishment  of  this  second  agency  is 
sufficient  in  the  meantime  to  satisfy  Uie 
requirements  of  those  who  are  not  pre- 
pared to  continue  under  the  management 
of  the  Witwatersrand  Native  Labour 
Association ;  and  that  we  shall  not  estab- 
lish any  further  agency,  or  approve  of 
the  establishment  of  lurther  agencies, 
until  there  has  been  such  an  inquiry  into 
the  whole  question  of  recruitment  as 
His  Majesty's  Government  and  the  High 
Commissioner  may  think  desirable  in  the 
circumstances. 

I  hope  the  noble  Lord  will  admit  that 
in  those  circumstances  there  is  no  justifi- 
cation for  the  suggestion,  which  I  do  not 
think  he  repeated  to-day  though  he 
mentioned  one  particular  name  but  which 
he  did  put  forward  on  the  last  occasion, 
that  we  were  going  back  to  the  policy  oi 
indiscriminate  and  unlimited  recruitment 
in  the  interests  of  ipen  who  had  found 
themselves  out  of  an  occupation  which 
they  considered  profitable.  I  do  not 
wish,  as  I  said  on  the  last  occasion,  to 
conceal  anything  in  this  matter.  The 
application  came  to  us  from  a  group  of 
mines  which  I  believe  goes  by  the  name 
of  the  Sobinson  group ;  and  that  is  the 
group,  with  which  I  believe  certain  others 
may  be  associated,  for  whom  the  agency 
is  proposed  to  be  established  and  of 
which  the  High  Commissioner  has  ap- 
proved. With  regard  to  the  Portuguese 
Government,  I  pointed  out  on  the  last 
occasion  that  under  the  agreement  of 
1901  it  was  laid  down  that  both  parties 

should  concur  in  the  appointment  of 
collectors  of  labour.  In  those  circum* 
stances  it  is,  of  course,  necessary  that  the 
Portuguese  Government  should  concur  in 
this  arrangement,  but  as  it  has  the  assent 
and  approval  of  the  High  Commissioner 
I  do  not  anticipate  that  there  will  be  any 
difficulty  in  the  matter. 
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THE    LAUNDRY    INDUSTRY. 


♦The  Earl  op  LYTTON  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  exceptional  position  at 
present  occupied  by  the  laundry  industry 
under  the  Factory  Act,  and  to  ask  His 
Majesty's  Government  whether,  in 
view  of  the  declared  policy  of  suc- 
cessive Governments,  they  would  under- 
take to  introduce  legislation  in  the  next 
session  of  Parliament  for  the  effective 
regulation  of  all  laundries,  or  whether  if 
a  Bill  were  introduced  into  this  House 
similar  to  that  which  was  passed  in  1902, 
they  would  give  special  facilities  for  its 
passage  through  the  other  House  of 
Parliament. 

The  noble  Earl  said:  My  Lords,  my 
object  in  placing  upon  the  Order  Paper 
the  Notice  which  stands  in  my  name 
was,  first  of  all,  to  draw  attention  to  the 
present  position  of  a  question  which, 
though  not  of  very  general  interest,  is 
one,  nevertheless,  upon  which  many  strong 
opinions  are  felt,  and  which  is  considered 
of  considerable  importance,  not  only  by 
the  laundrv  interest  as  a  whole,  but 
also  by  a  large  number  of  people  who 
take  an  interest  generally  in  factory 
legislation ;  and  secondly  to  try  and  elicit 
some  definite  statement  from  His  Majesty's 
Government  as  to  their  intentions  in  the 
matter.  The  subject  may  be  divided 
into  two  distinct  branches.  First  of  all 
there  is  the  question  of  the  regulation  of 
the  hours  of  labour  in  all  laundries  ;  and, 
secondly,  there  is  the  question  of  the  in- 
clusion within  the  law  of  two  special 
classes  of  laundries  which  are  at  the 
present  moment  exempted. 

Let  me  take,  first  of  all,  the  case  of 
ordinary  laundries.  In  1895  a  Factory 
Act  was  passed  by  a  Liberal  Govern- 
ment which  extended  to  ordinary  com- 
mercial laundries,  and  certain  clauses 
were  embodied  in  that  Act  that  were 
intended  to  regulate  their  hours  of  labour. 
The  object  of  those  clauses  was  to  prevent 
excessive  hours  been  worked  in  an  indus- 
try which  is  exceptionally  severe  and  which 
entails  very  considerable  hardships  on 
those  who  are  engaged  in  it  both  as  regai*ds 
the  character  of  the  emplojnnent  and  the 
conditions  under  which  that  employment 
is  carried  on.  That  was  the  object  of  the 
clauses,  but  in  practice  they  have 
entirely  failed  to  carry  out  that  object ; 
in  fact,  they  have  proved  altogether  un- 
workable. As  many  as  fourteen  hours  a 
day  may  be  worked  on  any  three  days  in 


the  week,  so  long  as  the  weekly  total  does 
not  exceed  sixty.  Year  after  year  the 
Factory  Reports  have  testified  to  the 
impossibility  of  finding  out  whether  or 
not  this  weekly  limit  has  been  exceeded, 
or  of  preventing  veryexcessive  hours  being 
worked  upon  particular  days. 

In  the  Factory  Eeport  for  1905,  which 
has  just  been  issued,  mention  is  made  of 
one  firm  where  several  young  women 
were  employed  for  twenty  eight  hours, 
from  8  o  clock  on  Friday  morning  till 
12  o'clock  noon  on  Saturday.  An  inter- 
val of  two  and  a  half  hours  was  given 
during  the  night  when  the  girls  were 
allowed  to  lie  upon  the  fioor  with  their 
coats  for  pillows  in  order  to  take  a  rest. 
In  another  firm  one  worker  had  been 
employed  for  thirty-seven  consecutive 
hours  and  another  for  thirty-two  and 
one-half.  These  hours  are,  of  course, 
illegal,  and  the  firms  were  prosecuted  for 
allowing  them ;  but  these  cases  are  men- 
tioned in  order  to  show  how  necessary  it  is 
for  the  hours  of  labour  to  be  strictly, 
regulated.  The  Report  goes  on  to  men- 
tion that  a  great  increase  has  taken  place 
in  the  legal  hours  in  laundries,  owing 
to  the  fact  that  of  recent  years  em- 
ployers have  come  to  find  out  how 
very  elastic  the  law  is,  and  what  a 
very  large  margin  is  allowed  to  them. 
In  fact,  the  Report  shows  that  it  is  quite 
legal  for  young  girls  to  be  kept  employed 
for  sixteen  hours  at  a  stretch,  provided 
they  have  had  two  hours  in  that  time 
for  meals.  Mr.  Ritchie,  when  he  was 
Home  Secretary,  frankly  admitted  that 
the  law  had  been  found  unworkable. 
Speaking  in  1901,  he  said — 

"  The  law  has  been  found  practicably  incap- 
able of  enforcement,  for  many  reasonB.'* 

On  another  occasion  he  spoke  of  the 
almost  complete  failure  as  regards  the 
working  of  the  Act  in  reference  to 
laundries. 

The  law,  as  it  stands  at  the  present 
moment,  is  not  defended  by  any  one.  It  is 
condemned  by  the  factory  inspectors.  Year 
after  year  they  protest  against  it  and 
urge  that  it  should  be  amended.  Those 
who  are  engaged  in  the  industry  itself, 
whether  as  employers  or  employed,  are 
equally  agreed  m  condemning  it,  and  it 
has  been  declared  unworkable  and  un- 
satisfactory by  the  spokesmen  of  both 
political  Parties.  Not  only  that,  but 
clauses  have  been  already  drafted  for  its 
amendment,  which  were  agreed  to  by  the 
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Employers*  Federation  of  Laundry  As- 
sociations, and  received  the  unanimous 
approval  of  the  Grand  Committee  on 
Trade  in  the  House  of  Commons.  Was 
ever  a  stronger  case  made  out  for  legis- 
lative change  1  Yet  we  have  still  the 
nnsatisfactorv  state  of  affairs  left  un- 
changed, and  we  are  no  nearer  an  amend- 
ment of  the  law  to-day  than  we  were  in 
1901,  when  this  general  agreement  was 
arrived  at.  So  much  for  ordinary 
laundries.  I  desire  to  ask  His  Majesty  s 
Gk)vemment  whether  they  have  made  up 
their  minds  to  take  up  this  question,  and 
whether  they  will  introduce  legislation 
making  all  laundries  either  factories  or 
workshops. 

Now  for  the  exemptions.  Under  the 
law  at  present  two  classes  of  laundries  are 
exempted  from  the  law,  namely,  those 
which  are  attached  to  religious  or  chari- 
table institutions  and  those  in  which  not 
more  than  two  persons  are  employed.  1 
am  aware  that  on  this  question  there  is 
less  unanimity  than  there  is  upon  the 
question  of  ordinary  laundries.  Some 
opposition  still  remains  to  the  inclusion 
of  these  two  classes,  but  even  upon  this 
point  there  is  a  greater  measure  of  agree- 
ment than  is  usually  found  on  any  ques- 
tion of  importance.  Proposals  f(*r  the 
inclusion  of  both  these  classes  were  sub- 
mitted to  your  Lordships  in  1902,  and 
received  the  support  of  noble  Lords  op- 
posite as  well  as  noble  Lords  on  this  side 
of  the  House.  Support  was  further  given 
by  the  most  rev.  rrimate,  who  was  at 
the  time  Bishop  of  Winchester,  and  by 
other  members  of  the  Episcopal  Bench. 
With  regard  to  the  smaller  laundries  in 
which  only  two  persons  are  employed,  I 
have  only  this  to  say,  that  the  wordt  cases 
or  overwork  and  also  of  insanitary  and 
unsuitable  premises  are  reported  from 
this  particular  class.  It  will  surely  be 
agreed  that  it  is  most  undesirable,  in  the 
interest  of  the  community  as  a  whole, 
that  clothes  should  be  allowed  to  be 
washed  under  the  conditions  which  prevail 
in  some  of  those  places ;  and,  moreover, 
no  logical  argument  can  be  brought  for- 
ward to  sustain  the  position  that  you  may 
employ  two  persons  for  longer  hours  and 
under  worse  conditions  than  you  would 
be  allowed  to  employ  three  persons. 
The  distinction  is  both  arbitrary  and 
unjust. 

The  opposition  to  the  inclusion  of  in- 
stitution   laundries  is    another    matter, 

The  Earl  of  LyUon. 


The  opposition  to  this  arises,  I  think, 
from  three  sources.  First  of  all,  it  arises 
from  ignorance  as  to  what  is  exactly 
meant  by  inspection,  and  by  a  fear  that 
inspection  might  lead  to  some  interference 
witn  the  authority  of  the  sisters  in  these 

E laces.  That  this  fear  is  chimerical 
a8  already  been  proved.  During  the 
last  two  or  three  years  many  of  the  most 
reasonable  of  these  institutions — and  let 
me  say  that  it  is  not  a  question  between 
Catholic  and  Protestant  institutions,  but 
it  applies  equally  to  institutions  of  all 
denominations — have  voluntarily  submit- 
ted to  a  system  of  inspection  by  factory 
inspectors.  They  have  found  in  practice 
that  whereas  they  have  been  able  to  re- 
ceive advice  as  to  the  guarding  of  their 
machinery,  as  to  the  nature  of  their 
premises,  and  the  hours  of  their  workers, 
no  attempt  has  been  made,  and  no  attempt 
is  likely  to  be  made,  to  interfere  in  any 
way  with  the  authority  of  the  sisters  over 
their  inmates ;  and  the  opposition  which 
arises  on  that  score  is  already  breaking 
down.  The  second  reason  for  oppostion 
arises,  I  think,  from  a  consciousness  of  the 
very  genuine  difficulties  of  applying  the 
law  to  these  particular  places  owing  to  the 
character  of  tne  women  who  are  kept  there. 
But  these  difficulties  it  has  already  been 
shown  might  easily  be  overcome,  either  by 
special  provisions  in  the  law  or  else  by 
giving  to  the  Home  Secretary  a  very  wide 
discretion.  The  last  ground  of  opposition 
comes  from  those  who  claim  that  there  is 
no  need  for  the  inspection  of  these  places ; 
but  that  cannot  be  maintained  for  a 
moment  in  view  of  the  overwhelming  case 
which,  as  I  shall  show  presently,  can 
be  made  out  against  it.  But  if  that 
opposition  were  ten  times  greater  than 
it  is  I  should  still  insist  that  a  change 
in  the  law  was  necessary,  first  of  all,  m 
justice  to  the  laundry  interest  as  a  whole, 
and,  secondly,  in  the  interests  of  the 
institutions  themselves. 

It  is  urged  by  those  who  are  the  sup- 
porters of  these  particular  institutions  that 
since  their  laundry  business  \r  carried  on 
not  primarily  for  profit  but  for  the  good  of 
the  inmates,  they  cannot  be  said,  in  the 
ordinary  sense,  to  compete  with  com- 
mercial laundries.  I  am  very  anxious  not 
to  be  misunderstood  on  this  point.  I  was 
misunderstood  when  I  spoke  on  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Factories  and 
Workshops  Acts  (Amendment)  Bill  in 
1902,   and   I    am    anxious    to  use  this 
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opportunity  of  clearing  up  any  misunder- 
standing which  my  words  gave  rise  to  on 
that  occasion.  For  instance,  I  spoke  of 
the  House  of  Mercy  at  Clewer  as 
beine  in  competition  with  a  commercial 
laundry  for  the  washing  of  Eton  College. 
I  received  a  few  days  afterwards  from  uie 
warden  of  that  institution  a  letter  point- 
ing out  that  my  remarks  were  untrue, 
and  that  they  were  very  unjust  to  the 
institution  of  which  he  was  in  charge.  He 
pointed  out  to  me  that  no  attempt  had 
ever  been  made  by  their  institution  to 
take  away  the  business  of  the  commercial 
laundry;  that,  in  fact,  they  themselves 
were  the  first  in  the  field,  and  that  as  the 
commercial  laundry  had  come  upon  the 
scene  many  years  later  it  was  unjust  to 
say  that  his  institution  •  was  competing 
with  the  commercial  laundry.  Indeed, 
be  thought,  it  was  rather  the  other 
way  about.  What  I  meant  to  imply 
was  this,  that  where  large  profits  are 
made,  as  they  are  made,  by  these  in- 
stitutions out  of  their  laundry  work 
it  is  impossible  to  urge  that  they  do 
not  compete  with  other  establishments. 
That  large  profits  are  made  I  showed  in 
1902,  but  I  will  quote  some  passages  from 
the  Factory  Report  for  1905,  which  has 
just  been  issued,  bearing  on  this  parti- 
cular point.  On  page  260  the  following 
passage  occurs — 

'*  Knowing  as  we  do  the  great  pressure  which 
often  oocnrs  in  commercial  laaudries,  and  the 
amount  of  organiMition  which  is  needed  to  deal 
with  it,  we  feel  that  either  a  great  deal  more 
overtime  is  worked  in  commercial  laundries 
than  is  needed,  or  that  the  information  obtained 
in  institution  laundries  is  quite  unreliable,  for 
oue  fact  we  very  clearly  &«icertained,  viz.,  that 
the  work  in  both  classes  of  laundries  is  identical. 
We  found  wathinc:  being  done  for  clubs, 
restaurants,  hotels,  private  customers,  ship5>, 
colleges,  schools  and  churches,  involving  the 
difficulties  which  attend  contract  and  seasonal 
work." 

A  few  pages  further  on  an  appendix  is 
inserted,  in  which  are  quoted  some  of  the 
sums  made  by  these  institutions.  The 
Report  says — 

**  We  have  been  unable  to  obtain  any  evi- 
dence on  this  subject  in  any  of  the  large  and 
Hourishinc  places,  but  we  append  a  few  notes 
gathered  from  the  smaller  places." 

These  figures,  therefore,  apply  only  to  the 
small  institutions.  The  first  institution 
referred  to  is  a  Protestant  rescue 
home.  The  receipts  by  laundry  work 
amounted  to  XI, 275,  and  the  receipts 
from  other  sources  to  £113.     In  the  case 


of  another  rescue  home,  the  laundry 
receipts  amounted  to  £1,207  and  the 
receipts  from  other  sources  to  £104. 
Next  we  are  given  the  figures  of  a  female 
penitentiary.  The  laundry  receipts  were 
£1,711  and  the  receipts  from  other 
sources  £58.  I  only  quote  these  figures 
to  show  the  extent  of  the  business  carried 
on  and  that  very  large  sums  are  made  in 
this  industry.  It  is  not  fair,  when  two 
laundries  are  engaged  in  doing  a  parti- 
cular business  ana  are  in  a  state  of 
competition  with  each  other — I  will  use 
the  word  in  a  passive  rather  than 
an  active  sense  —  that  you  should 
impose  on  the  one  restrictions  and 
limitations  which  necessitate  the  spending 
of  considerable  sums  of  money  and  the 
working  of  shorter  hours,  and  that  you 
should  leave  the  other  one  entirely  free. 

It  is  particularly  unfair  when  the  branch 
of  the  industry  which  is  exempted  starts 
with  the  advantage  of  not  having  to  pay 
any  wages.  It  is  perfectly  true  that 
instead  of  wages  they  provide  board 
and  lodging  for  their  workers  which  is 
not  done  by  the  ordinary  commercial 
laundry  ;  but  I  would  point  out  that  the 
provision  of  accommodation  is  qua  home 
and  not  mm  laundry,  and  that  the  provi- 
sion would  be  made  whether  the  laundry 
was  conducted  as  part  of  the  institution 
or  not.  I  say  it  is  unfair,  in  the  interest 
of  the  trade,  that  laundries  which  do  such 
a  large  amount  of  business  should  be  ex- 
empted. I  went  on  to  show,  on  the  last 
occasion  that  I  addressed  your  Lordships 
on  this  question,  that  an  amendment  of 
the  law  was  required  in  the  interests  of  the 
inmates  of  these  institutions  themselves. 
In  1902  we  could  only  guess  at  the 
conditions  which  prevailed  in  many  of 
these  places.  Now,  in  1906,  we  have 
positive  evidence  on  that  point.  As 
1  mentioned  just  now,  many  of  the 
institutions  have  lately  submitted  to 
voluntary  inspection,  and  we  have  in  the 
Report  which  has  just  been  issued  evidence 
as  to  the  state  of  affairs  which  that  in- 
spection has  revealed. 

Though  long  extracts  from  Factory 
Reports  and  Blue  Books  are  generally 
tedious  I  must  ask  your  Lordships'  in- 
dulgence if  I  read  one  or  two  from  this 
Blue  Book.  I  am  sure  that  the  facts 
here  disclosed  will  be  far  more  conclusive 
than  any  arguments  I  could  bring  forward. 
First  of  all,  I  am  happy  to  find  among  the 
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reports  of  the  men  inspectors  a  very  high 
testimony  to  the  excellent  manner  in 
which  a  good  many  of  these  places  are 
managed.  I  will  quote  one  as  typical  of 
what  I  mean.  Mr.  Shuter,  of  Plymouth, 
writing  about  laundries  connected  with 
religious  institutions,  says — 

"  The  buildings  are  admirably  suited  for  the 
purnof«e  for  which  they  are  used,  being  lofty, 
well  lighted,  and  well  ventilated.  The  greatest 
attention  is  paid  to  cleanliness,  lime  washing, 
etc.,  while  the  hours  worked  are  very  few 
compared  with  those  permitted  by  law  in  other 
laundries.  The  inmates  present  a  most  com- 
fortable appearance  and,  so  far  as  I  am  able 
to  judge,  these  laundries  have  nothing  what- 
ever to  fear  from  being  placed  under  ordinary 
inspection.'* 

There  are  several  other  Reports  of  the 
same  kind  showing  that  many  of  these 
laundries  are  Well  conducted,  and — and 
this  point  I  ask  your  Lordships  to  notice 
especially — that  inspection  has  been 
welcomed  by  the  authorities  of  the 
institutions. 

But,  if  we  turn  later  on  in  the  Blue- 
book  to  the  Report  of  His  Majesty's  lady 
inspectors,  we  find  the  matter  treated  far 
more  exhaustively,  no  less  than  ten  pages 
being  devoted  to  this  one  subject.  Twenty- 
seven  English  institution  laundries  and 
59  Irish  institution  laundries  were  in- 
spected. There  were  examples  of  places 
well  conducted,  but  there  are  many 
accounts  in  tjiese  pages  of  conditions 
which  can  only  be  described  as  far  from 
satisfactory.  For  instance,  the  hours  of 
labour  are  often  found  to  be  excessive, 
and  mention  is  made  of  one  Magdalen 
asylum,  founded  in  1765,  where  laundry 
work  has  been  abandoned  in  favour  of  less 
trying  and  exhaustive  work  on  the  advice  of 
the  consulting  physician,  whose  experience 
has  led  him  strongly  to  disapprove  of 
laundry  processes  as  an  occupation  for  these 
particular  women.  There  is  an  interesting 
passage  on  this  point,  to  the  effect  that 
the  statement  which  is  most  generally 
made  with  reference  to  penitentiaries, 
that  laundry  work  is  beneficial  for  the 
development  of  the  character  of  the 
inmates,  is  one  which  cannot  be  accepted 
without  grave  consideration.  It  is  said 
to  be  a  question  whether  women,  many  of 

whom  are  inebriates,  are  best  employed 

in  a  kind  of  work  which  not  only  induces 

thirst  but  provides  them  with  a  trade  in 

which     the     temptations    to    drink    are 

rampant. 

The  Earl  of  Lytton, 


On  another  page  we  have  further 
testimony  as  to  the  need  for  inspection*  I 
will  quote  the  passage — 

"  In  another  orphanage  laundry  reported  on 
by  Miss  Deane,  after  three  years*  volantary 
inspection  (also  £uglUh).  one  unfenced  power- 
driven  wringer  was  found  beinsc  fed  by  a  girl 
of  15,  another  bv  a  feeble  minded  girl  ;  a  girl 
of  16,  with  loose  hair,  was  tending  the  danjjer- 
ous  uncovere  1  hydro,  with  friction  cones  and 
driving;  belt  totsilly  uiiguarded.  The  sist^r-in- 
charge  statf'd  that  Khe  put  the  new-conier>i  to 
feed  the  unguarded  calendar  '  in  order  that  they 
might  get  accustomed  to  the  heat  of  the 
ircning-room,'  and  added  that  in  any  case  only 
'  the  btupidest  girls '  tended  this  machine. 
Mies  Deane  reports  that  on  being  informed  that 
this  was  a  very  unsafe  anangement,  the  sister 
was  *  greatly  surprised.^ " 
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Mention  is  also  made  on  another  page  of 
a  laundry  connected  with  an  institution 
which  has  been  built  almost  entirely  of 
galvanized  iron  and  has  been  planned 
with  every  defect  possible  except  that  of 
being  underground.  It  is  impossible, 
with  a  voluntary  system  of  inspection,  to 
get  any  reforms  carried  out. 

There  are  many  other  passages  showing 
the  urgent  need  for  legislation  in  this 
matter.  Yet  we  stand  in  exactly  the 
same  position  to-day  as  we  did  in  1902. 
I  submit  that  these  extracts  make  out  an 
absolutely  overwhelming  case  ;  that  they 
bear  evidence  of  a  state  of  affairs  which 
cries  aloud  for  further  regulation  and 
reform,  and  that  no  Home  Secretary, 
after  having  read  this  Report,  would  be 
justified  in  allowing  the  matter  to  rest 
where  it  is.  My  object  in  speaking  this 
evening  is  not  to  convince  your  Lordships 
that  there  is  a  case  made  out  for  refornL 
The  action  which  this  House  took  in 
1902,  when  a  Bill  containing  provisions 
for  reform  was  passed  through  all  its 
stages  without  a  single  division,  is  suffi- 
cient to  prove  that  your  Lordships  do  not 
stand  in  need  of  conviction.  My  object 
is  to  induce  His  Majesty's  Government  to 
take  up  this  question.  Let  me  remind 
them  that  their  predecessors  for  the  last 
five  years  have  altogether  neglected  their 
opportunities,  and  have  failed  to  carry  out 
their  promises ;  and  let  me  say  this  to  the 
members  of  His  Majesty's  Gbveniment 
that,  although  they  may  find  in  the  action 

of    their    predecessors    many    admirable 

qualities  which  I  am  sure  they  will  be 

anxious  to  imitate,  I  would  ask  them  not 

to  choose  tlieir  action  in  regard  to  this 

question  as  one  for  imitation. 
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The  case  was  first  made  out  by  a 
Liberal  Home  Secretary  and  it  was 
afterwards  stated  even  more  strongly 
by  a  Conservative  Home  Secretary. 
In  the  first  instance  the  case  was 
not  dealt  with  because  the  Government 
had  not  a  sufficient  majority.  In  the 
second  case  the  majority  was  there,  but 
the  Bill  was  introduced  so  late  in  the 
session  that  sufficient  time  was  not  allowed 
for  the  discussion  of  this  somewhat 
contentious  question.  But  it  was  on  the 
distinct  understanding  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  return  to  this  measure  at  the 
earliest  possible  opportunity  that  they 
were  able  to  get  their  Factory  and  Work- 
shops Bill  through  in  1901.  That  was 
five  years  ago,  and  we  are  still  waiting 
for  that  earliest  opportunitv.  I  hope 
that  noble  Lords  opposite  will  take  note 
of  these  two  facts;  They  are  pledged 
up  to  the  hilt  to  deal  with  this  question. 
They  have  an  even  larger  majority  than 
the  late  Government  and  therefore  can- 
not plead  want  of  support  as  their  excuse  ; 
and  I  trust  that  if  they  bring  forward 
proposals  dealing  with  this  question  they 
will  not  allow  them  to  be  crowded  out 
for  want  of  time. 

They  are  pledged  up  to  the  hilt  to  deal 

with  this  question,  not  only  by  the  words 

of  their  own  Home  Secretary  but  by  the 

remarks     which    were    made    by    their 

responsible  leaders  in  this  House  m  1902. 

In  that  year  the  present  First  Lord  of 

the  Admiralty,  Lord  Tweedmouth,  used 

these  words — 

**  If  there  was  one  trade  in  which  the  Factory 
Act  should  be  applied  more  than  another  it 
wa.H  the  laundry  trade.  He  did  not  think  that 
became  a  laundry  was  under  religious  or 
charitable  management  it  hhould  escape  inspec- 
tion. Indeed,  history  went  to  show  that  it 
was  exactly  in  thoi^e  institutions  that  it  was 
(desirable  there  should  be  publicity  in  order  to 
secure  the  institutions  dealt  with  from  sugges- 
tions of  abuse." 

The  Bill  having  been  supported  by  the 
then  Government  and  no  guarantee  given 
that  facilities  would  be  provided  for  its 
discussion  in  the  other  House,  Earl 
Spencer,  who  at  that  time  led  the  Opposi- 
tion in  your  Lordships'  House,  rose  and 
said — 

*'  I  confess  I  heard  with  dismay  the  state- 
ment of  Lord  Belper  that  the  Government 
would  not  give  any  facilities  in  another  place 
for  carrying  this  niW  into  law.  I  have  risen 
to  enter  an  emphatic  protest  agaiost  the  course 
which  the  Government  propose  to  follow." 

In  view  of  those  words  I  do  sincerely 

trust  that  if  this  Bill  is  again  introduced 


next  session,  or  a  Bill  on  similar  lines, 
for  I  think  the  measure  is  now  capable 
of  some  improvement,  the  responsible 
Leader  of  the  House  will  not  make  a 
statement  which  was  heard  with  dismay 
in  1902,  or  propose  a  course  which 
at  that  time  they  themselves  protested 
against  in  the  most  emphatic  manner. 

It  may  be  asked  why,  if  so  good  a  case 
has  been  made  out,  this  matter  has  been 
allowed  to  rest  for  the  last  five  years. 
It  is  not  due  to  any  indifference  or  to  any 
slackening  of  interest  on  behalf  of  those 
who  care  about  this  matter.  It  is  simply 
due  to  the  fact  that  in  1903  the  Fiscal 
question  came  upon  the  scene,  and  from 
that  moment  held  the  field  almost  to  the 
exclusion  of  any  other  question,  and  that 
for  the  last  two  years  of  its  tenure  of 
office  the  existence  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment was,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  pre- 
carious. It  was  not  thought  desirable  to 
ask  a  Government,  which  was  in  such  a 
condition,  to  take  the  question  up.  But 
we  have  now  a  new  Government — a 
strong  Government — and  I  therefore 
take  the  earliest  possible  opportunity  of 
reminding  them  of  their  obligations  in 
this  matter. 

The  questions  I  have  to  ask  are 
perfectly  ejcplicit.  They  are,  first.  Will 
they  undertake  to  introduce  legislation 
so  as  to  establish  effective  regulation  of 
all  laundries  ?  Secondly,  Will  they 
definitely  promise  to  undertake  this 
legislation  next  session,  and  include  it  in 
their  programme )  Let  me  make  this 
clear — that  we  who  care  about  this 
question  will  not  be  satisfied  with  vague 
expressions  of  hope  that  some  indefinite 
measure  may  be  produced  at  some 
indefinite  time.  If  the  noble  Earl  who 
represents  the  Home  Office  has  nothing 
more  to  tell  me  than  that,  I  hope  he  will 
keep  it  to  himself.  We  have  lived  upon 
hope  for  many  years  and  are  rather  tired 
of  the  diet.  Let  me  tell  the  noble  Earl 
who  represents  the  Home  Office  that 
unless  he  has  something  more  satisfactory 
than  that  to  give  us,  unless  some  quite 
definite  promise  is  given,  we,  who  care 
about  this  question,  will  return  to  it 
again  and  again,  and  that  we  will  make 
use  of  every  opportunity  which  the 
machinery  of  Parliament  affords  us  for 
inducing  the  Government  to  take  up 
reforms,  which  they  themselves  approve 
of,  and  which  they  have  no  excuse  for 
neglecting  any  longer. 
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.  Earl  BEAUCHAMP  :  My  Lords,  I 
do  not  intend  to  intervene  at  any  length 
between  your  Lordships  and  the  debates 
upon  the  Bills  which  are  before  you  to- 
night. I  shall  answer  the  noble  Earl  as 
shortly  as  I  can.  I  am  sure  it  will  not 
be  any  surprise  to  your  Lordships,  who 
know  for  how  long  the  noble  Earl  has  taken 
an  interest  in  this  question,  that  he  should 
have  urged  the  Government  to  take  steps 
in  this  matter.  This  is  not  a  question  of 
Party  controversy,  though  I  was  sorry  to 
hear  some  of  the  words  which  fell  from  the 
noble  Earl,  which  tended  to  make  this  a 
matter  of  Party  difference  between  one 
side  and  the  other.  I  am  quite  sure  that 
members  of  your  Lordships'  House  on 
both  sides  are  concerned  and  interested 
in  this  question,  and  the  noble  Earl  who 
then  lea  the  Opposition,  Earl  Spencer, 
spoke  very  strongly  on  this  matter  in  the 
debate  in  1902. 

With  regard  to  the  question  of  the 
noble  Earl,  I  may  say  that  His  Majesty's 
Government  are  not  able  to  promise  that 
facilities  will  be  given  to  a  Bill  introduced 
by  a  private  Member  ;  and  for  this  reason. 
They  consider  that  this  question  is  too 
important  to  be  left  to  a  private  Member 
either  of  your  Lordships'  House  or  of  the 
other  House.  The  wish  of  His  Majesty's 
Government  is  to  introduce  next  session 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Factory  Acts,  and  it 
is  their  intention  when  that  amending 
Bill  is  introduced  that  the  position  of  the 
laundries  shall  be  effectively  dealt  with, 
and,  they  hope,  dealt  with  in  a  manner 
which  will  be  satisfactory  to  all  parties. 

At  the  same  time  it  is  obviously  im- 
possible for  any  member  of  His  Majesty's 
Government  to  give,  on  behalf  of  the 
Home  Office,  the  definite  promise  that  the 
Factories  Acts  (Amendment)  Bill  will  be 
introduced  next  year.  I  do  not  think 
that  such  a  course  would  even  be  a  usual 
one  to  take  at  this  period  of  the  session. 
I  should  like  to  refer  the  noble  Earl  to  a 
speech  which  was  made  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  on 
March  19th,  which  seems  to  have  escaped 
his  notice.  Speaking  on  the  laundry 
question  to  a  deputation  from  Scotland 
the  Home  Secretary  said  that  the  position 
of  Sundries  under  the  Factory  Act 
seemed  to  him  to  be  the  weak  spot  in  the 
Act,  and  that  he  was  in  favour  of  progress 
being  made.  I  do  not  know  whether 
what  I  have  said  is  sufficient  to  satisfy 
the  noble  Earl,  but  T  can  assure  him  that 


the  objects  he  has  at  heart  have  the  sym- 
pathy of  His  Majesty's  Government,  and 
that  if  possible  they  do  mean  next  year 
to  deal  with  the  matter. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  :  My  Lords,  my 
noble  friend  who  has  presented  this  sub- 
ject to  your  Lordships  in  such  a  clear  and 
interesting  speech  has  received  an  answer 
not  very  dissimilar  from  that  which  he  no 
doubt  partly  expected.  I  do  not  know 
whether  my  noble  friend  is  very  satisfied 
with  it.  The  reply  on  behalf  of  His 
Majesty's  Gk)vernment  was  hopeful  and 
sympathetic,  but  marked  by  a  good  deal 
of  indefiniteness.  I  daresay  that  is  all 
that  in  the  circumstances  could  well  be 
expected.  I  am  quite  aware  that  with  the 
present  distribution  of  business  in  Parlia- 
ment it  is  practically  impossible  for  a  pri- 
vate Member  to  expect  with  anything  like 
certainty  to  be  able  to  pass  a  Bill  without 
Government  assistance  ;  but  I  hope,  after 
the  speech  in  which  the  subject  has  been 
introduced  and  after  the  reply  of  the 
noble  Earl  who  represents  the  Home 
Office,  that  every  reasonable  effort  will 
be  made  to  deal  with  this  important 
matter  at  an  early  date. 

♦The  lord  ARCHBISHOP  or 
CANTERBURY:  My  Lords,  I  am 
anxious  to  endorse  most  strongly  what 
has  been  said  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  has  just  sat  down.  The  noble 
Earl  who  introduced  the  subject  said  that 
we  had  lived  long  upon  hope  in  regard 
to  this  matter.  I  trust  we  may  think 
to-night  that  the  hope  may  now  possibly 
be  described  as  expectation,  in  view  of 
the  emphatic  though  guarded  terms  of  the 
reply  given  by  the  noble  Eiarl  who  repre- 
sents the  Home  Office.  It  is  because  that 
expectation  is  held  out  that  we  are  con- 
tent now  to  wait  a  little  while  in  patience 
in  the  trust  that  that  expectation  will  be 
readily  fulfilled. 

The  difficulties  are  not  small,  but 
promises  have  been  so  repeatedly  given 
that  the  matter  shall  be  dealt  with  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment  that  I  feel  it 
would  be  almost  mockery  if  it  were  post- 
poned beyond  the  time  which  has  been 
foreshadowed,  1  hope  I  may  sav,  in  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl.  The  noble 
Earl  has  asked  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  private  Members  should  not 
press  this  matter  forward  because  the 
Government  wishes  it  to  be  dealt  with 
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in  a  Government  measure.  That  it  most 
be  remembered,  is  the  position.  We  are 
asked  to  abstain  UDtil  such  time  as  the 
Qoremment  move  in  the  matter,  and  I 
trust  we  shall  not  have  to  wait  long.  I 
speak  in  this  matter,  not  only  on  behalf 
of  charitable  and  religious  institutions  to 
which  laundries  are  attached,  but  also  on 
behalf  of  laundries  elsewhere,  in  which 
grmve  wrong  is  daily  being  done  to  the 
workpeople  oy  lack  of  additional  regula- 
tioDS. 

♦The  Earl  of  PLYMOUTH  :  My 
Lords,  having  taken  great  interest  in  this 
question  in  1901,  and  having  been 
instrumental  in  obtaining  a  promise  on 
this  subject  in  that  year  from  those  with 
whom  I  was  generally  in  accord,  I  should 
hlie  to  say  a  word  or  two  on  the  present 
occasion.  For  my  part  I  certainly  shall 
Boi  introduce  Party  spirit  into  the  few 
words  I  shall  say,  and  I  do  not  think, 
by  the  way,  that  my  noble  friend  behind 
me  ^the  Earl  of  Lytton)  said  anything 
whicii  could  be  described  as  introducing 
Party  feeling.  Having  myself  afterwards 
beoome  a  member  of  the  Gk)vern- 
ment  which  gave  this  original  pro- 
mise, I  certainly  am  very  sorry  that 
we  were  not  able  to  deal  with 
the  question.  I  am  afraid  it  is 
one,  of  which  there  are  not  a  few  pre- 
sented to  Parliament,  where  both  sides 
agree  that  the  subject  should  be  dealt 
with,  but  where  there  is  not  sufficient 
drivins  power  behind  it  in  the  matter  of 
general  interest  to  induce  the  (Govern- 
ment to  give  up  valuable  time  in  another 
place  at  the  expense  of  some  other 
measures  which  they  think  of  more  im- 
portance. I  was  glad  to  hear  the  under- 
taking which  was  given  by  the  noble 
Earl  who  represents  the  Home  Office  that 
it  is  the  intention  of  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  introduce  a  Bill  of  a  larger  nature 
in  which  this  question  will  be  oealt  with, 
and  I  trust  that  at  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity this  measure  will  be  brought  before 
Parliament  and  carried  into  law. 

Lord  RIBBLESDALE  :  My  Lords,  I 
am  sorry  that  we  have  not  got  something 
more  like  a  promise  from  the  noble  Ean 
on  behalf  of  the  Gk>vemment.  I  think 
the  noble  Elarl  who  has  just  addressed  us 
rather  misunderstood  what  my  noble 
friend  Earl  Beauchamp  said,  for,  although 
he  stated  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Uoremment  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend 
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the  Factory  Acts,  of  which  this  question 
would  be  part,  he  guarded  himself  by  say- 
ing that  the  time  next  session  was  very 
much  mortgaged,  and  the  Gk)vemment 
might  not  be  able  to  introduce  the  Bill. 
Therefore  we  are  left  in  a  state  of  un- 
certainty as  to  the  intentions  of  the 
Government. 

The  area  of  the  question  has  been  fully 
covered  by  the  noble  Earl  who  raised  it 
but  I  should  like  to  say  one  word  about 
the  small  two-handed  laundries.  As  a 
visitor  under  the  King  Edward  VH. 
Fund,  I  was  to-day  visiting  a  large 
hospital,  and  I  remarked  to  my  co-visitor, 
who  is  a  doctor,  that  I  was  obliged  to  get 
back  to  the  House  of  Lords  because  of 
this  debate  on  the  laundry  question.  My 
co-visitor  at  once  replied  that  the  fact 
that  no  legislative  action  had  been  taken 
in  connection  with  these  small  laundries 
was  a  hazard  to  the  public  health.  We 
have  it,  on  the  authority  of  Mr.  Eitchie 
and  Mr.  Asquith,  that  the  law  as  it  stands 
is  incapable  of  enforcement,  and  I  think 
that  is  a  great  slur  on  our  legislation.  I 
venture  to  think  that  the  declar  itions  of 
Mr.  Asquith  in  the  other  House  and  of 
Lord  Spencer  in  this  House,  constitute  au 
obligation  which  the  Government  cannot 
put  aside  by  a  nebulous  promise  of  the 
Kind  that  has  just  been  given. 

Viscx)UNT  RIDLEY:  My  Lords,  I 
cannot  help  expressing  regret  that  we 
can  get  no  defimte  undertafing  from  the 
Government  on  this  subject.  Those 
occupying  the  Ministerial  bench  are 
represented  as  the  Party  of  progress; 
yet  they  are  standing  in  exactly  the  same 
position  on  this  question  as  was  occupied 
ten  years  ago.  1  was  a  member  of  the 
Standing  Committee  of  the  other  House 
which  investigated  the  Bill  of  1901,  and  I 
know  well  that  at  that  time  the  question 
had  reached  a  degree  of  agreement  on  the 
part  of  all  sections  which  really  made  it  a 
matter  of  general  and  not  of  party  con- 
cern. We  now  have  in  power  a  Govern- 
ment which,  at  anv  rate,  commands  a 
large  majority,  and  here  is  a  useful 
measure  which  is  demanded  by  all  sections 
of  the  community  and  by  noble  Lords  of 
every  shade  of  opinion  m  this  House. 
Yet  we  can  get  no  definite  undertaking 
from  the  Government  beyond  shadowy 
and  vague  words. 

The  noble  Earl  who  represents  the 
Home  Office  referred  us  to  a  speech  made 
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.  Earl  BEAUCHAMP  :  My  Lords,  I 
do  not  intend  to  intervene  at  any  length 
between  your  Lordships  and  the  debates 
upon  the  Bills  which  are  before  you  to- 
night. I  shall  answer  the  noble  Earl  as 
shortly  as  I  can.  I  am  sure  it  will  not 
be  any  surprise  to  your  Lordships,  who 
know  for  how  long  the  noble  Earl  has  taken 
an  interest  in  this  question,  that  he  should 
have  urged  the  Government  to  take  steps 
in  this  matter.  This  is  not  a  question  of 
Party  controversy,  though  I  was  sorry  to 
hear  some  of  the  words  which  fell  from  the 
noble  Earl,  which  tended  to  make  this  a 
matter  of  Party  difference  between  one 
side  and  the  other.  I  am  quite  sure  that 
members  of  your  Lordships'  House  on 
both  sides  are  concerned  and  interested 
in  this  question,  and  the  noble  Earl  who 
then  led  the  Opposition,  Earl  Spencer, 
spoke  very  strongly  on  this  matter  in  the 
debate  in  1902. 

With  regard  to  the  question  of  the 
noble  Earl,  I  may  say  that  His  Majesty's 
Government  are  not  able  to  promise  that 
facilities  will  be  given  to  a  Bill  introduced 
by  a  private  Member  ;  and  for  this  reason. 
They  consider  that  this  question  is  too 
important  to  be  left  to  a  private  Member 
either  of  your  Lordships'  House  or  of  the 
other  House.  The  wish  of  His  Majesty's 
Government  is  to  introduce  next  session 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Factory  Acts,  and  it 
is  their  intention  when  that  amending 
Bill  is  introduced  that  the  position  of  the 
laundries  shall  be  effectively  dealt  with, 
and,  they  hope,  dealt  with  in  a  manner 
which  will  be  satisfactory  to  all  parties. 

At  the  same  time  it  is  obviously  im- 
possible for  any  member  of  His  Majesty's 
Government  to  give,  on  behalf  of  the 
Home  Office,  the  definite  promise  that  the 
Factories  Acts  (Amendment)  Bill  will  be 
introduced  next  year.  I  do  not  think 
that  such  a  course  would  even  be  a  usual 
one  to  take  at  this  period  of  the  session. 
I  should  like  to  refer  the  noble  Earl  to  a 
speech  which  was  made  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  on 
March  19th,  which  seems  to  have  escaped 
his  notice.  Speaking  on  the  laundry 
question  to  a  deputation  from  Scotland 
the  Home  Secretary  said  that  the  position 
of  laundries  under  the  Factory  Act 
seemed  to  him  to  be  the  weak  spot  in  the 
Act,  and  that  he  was  in  favour  of  progress 
being  made.  I  do  not  know  whether 
what  I  have  said  is  sufficient  to  satisfy 
the  noble  Earl,  but  T  can  assure  him  that 


the  objects  he  has  at  heart  have  the  sym- 
pathy of  His  Majesty's  Grovemment,  and 
that  if  possible  they  do  mean  next  year 
to  deal  with  the  matter. 

Lord  ASHBOUKNE  :  My  Lords,  my 
noble  friend  who  has  presented  this  sub- 
ject to  your  Lordships  in  such  a  clear  and 
interesting  speech  has  received  an  answer 
not  very  mssimilar  from  that  which  he  no 
doubt  partly  expected.  I  do  not  know 
whether  my  noble  friend  is  very  satisfied 
with  it.  The  reply  on  behsJf  of  His 
Majesty's  Government  was  hopeful  and 
sympathetic,  but  marked  by  a  good  deal 
of  indefiniteness.  I  daresay  that  is  all 
that  in  the  circumstances  could  well  be 
expected.  I  am  quite  aware  that  with  the 
present  distribution  of  business  in  Parlia- 
ment it  is  practically  impossible  for  a  pri- 
vate Member  to  expect  with  anything  uke 
certainty  to  be  able  to  pass  a  Bill  without 
Government  assistance  ;  but  1  hope,  after 
the  speech  in  which  the  subject  has  been 
introduced  and  after  the  reply  of  the 
noble  Earl  who  represents  the  Home 
Office,  that  every  reasonable  effort  will 
be  made  to  deal  with  this  important 
matter  at  an  early  date. 

♦The  lord  ARCHBISHOP  of 
CANTERBURY:  My  Lords,  I  am 
anxious  to  endorse  most  strongly  what 
has  been  said  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  has  just  sat  down.  The  noble 
Earl  who  introduced  the  subject  said  that; 
we  had  lived  long  upon  hope  in  regard 
to  this  matter.  I  trust  we  may  think 
to-night  that  the  hope  may  now  possibly 
be  described  as  expectation,  in  view  of 
the  emphatic  though  guarded  terms  of  the 
reply  given  by  the  noble  Earl  who  repre- 
sents the  Home  Office.  It  is  because  that 
expectation  is  held  out  that  we  are  con- 
tent now  to  wait  a  little  while  in  patience 
in  the  trust  that  that  expectation  will  be 
readily  fulfilled. 

The  difficulties  are  not  small,  but 
promises  have  been  so  repeatedly  given 
that  the  matter  shall  be  dealt  with  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment  that  I  feel  it 
would  be  almost  mockery  if  it  were  post* 
poned  beyond  the  time  which  has  been 
foreshadowed,  I  hope  I  may  sav,  in  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl.  The  noble 
Earl  has  asked  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  private  Members  should  not 
press  this  matter  forward  because  the 
Government  wishes  it  to  be  dealt  with 
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in  a  Government  measure.  That  it  must 
be  remembered,  is  the  position.  We  are 
asked  to  abstain  until  such  time  as  the 
(Government  move  in  the  matter,  and  I 
trust  we  shall  not  have  to  wait  long.  I 
speak  in  this  matter,  not  only  on  behalf 
of  charitable  and  religious  institutions  to 
which  laundries  are  attached,  but  also  on 
behalf  of  laundries  elsewhere,  in  which 
grave  wrong  is  daily  being  done  to  the 
workpeople  by  lack  of  additional  regula- 
tions. 

♦Thb  Earl  of  PLYMOUTH  :  My 
Lords,  having  taken  great  interest  in  this 
question  in  1901,  and  having  been 
instrumental  in  obtaining  a  promise  on 
this  subject  in  that  year  from  those  with 
whom  I  was  generally  in  accord,  I  should 
like  to  say  a  word  or  two  on  the  present 
occasion.  For  my  part  I  certainly  shall 
not  introduce  Party  spirit  into  the  few 
words  I  shall  say,  and  I  do  not  think, 
by  the  way,  that  my  noble  friend  behind 
me  ^the  Earl  of  Lytton)  said  anything 
which  could  be  described  as  introducing 
Party  feeling.  Having  myself  afterwards 
become  a  member  of  the  Gk)vern- 
ment  which  gave  this  original  pro- 
mise, I  certainly  am  very  sorry  that 
we  were  not  able  to  deal  with 
the  question.  I  am  afraid  it  is 
one,  of  which  there  are  not  a  few  pre- 
sented to  Parliament,  where  both  sides 
agree  that  the  subject  should  be  dealt 
with,  but  where  there  is  not  sufficient 
driving  power  behind  it  in  the  matter  of 
general  interest  to  induce  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  up  valuable  time  in  another 
place  at  the  expense  of  some  other 
measures  which  they  think  of  more  im- 
portance. I  was  glad  to  hear  the  under- 
taking which  was  given  by  the  noble 
Earl  who  represents  the  Home  Office  that 
it  is  the  intention  of  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  introduce  a  Bill  of  a  larger  nature 
in  which  this  question  will  be  dealt  with, 
and  I  trust  that  at  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity this  measure  will  be  brought  before 
Parliament  and  carried  into  law. 

Lord  EIBBLESDALE  :  My  Lords,  I 
am  sorry  that  wc  have  not  got  something 
more  Use  a  promise  from  the  noble  Earl 
on  behalf  of  the  Government.  I  think 
the  noble  Earl  who  has  just  addressed  us 
rather  misunderstood  what  my  noble 
friend  Earl  Beauchamp  said,  for,  although 
he  stated  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend 


the  Factory  Acts,  of  which  this  question 
would  be  part,  he  guarded  himself  by  say- 
ing that  the  time  next  session  was  very 
much  mortgaged,  and  the  Gk)vemment 
might  not  be  able  to  introduce  the  Bill. 
Therefore  we  are  left  in  a  state  of  un- 
certainty as  to  the  intentions  of  the 
Government. 

The  area  of  the  question  has  been  fully 
covered  by  the  noble  Earl  who  raised  it 
but  I  should  like  to  say  one  word  about 
the  small  two-handed  laundries.  As  a 
visitor  under  the  King  Edward  VIL 
Fund,  I  was  to-day  visiting  a  large 
hospital,  and  1  remarked  to  my  co-visitor, 
who  is  a  doctor,  that  I  was  obliged  to  get 
back  to  the  House  of  Lords  because  of 
this  debate  on  the  laundry  question.  My 
co-visitor  at  once  replied  that  the  fact 
that  no  legislative  action  had  been  taken 
in  connection  with  these  small  laundries 
was  a  hazard  to  the  public  health.  We 
have  it,  on  the  authority  of  Mr.  Eitchie 
and  Mr.  Asquith,  that  the  law  as  it  stands 
is  incapable  of  enforcement,  and  I  think 
that  is  a  great  slur  on  our  legislation.  I 
venture  to  think  that  the  declaritions  of 
Mr.  Asquith  in  the  other  House  and  of 
Lord  Spencer  in  this  House,  constitute  au 
obligation  which  the  Government  cannot 
put  aside  by  a  nebulous  promise  of  the 
kind  that  has  just  been  given. 

Viscount  RIDLEY:  My  Lords,  I 
cannot  help  expressing  regret  that  we 
can  get  no  definite  underta^ng  from  the 
Government  on  this  subject.  Those 
occupying  the  Ministerial  bench  are 
represented  as  the  Party  of  progress; 
yet  they  are  standing  in  exactly  the  same 
position  on  this  question  as  was  occupied 
ten  years  ago.  1  was  a  member  of  the 
Standing  Committee  of  the  other  House 
which  investigated  the  Bill  of  1901,  and  I 
know  well  that  at  that  time  the  question 
had  reached  a  degree  of  agreement  on  the 
part  of  all  sections  which  really  made  it  a 
matter  of  general  and  not  of  party  con- 
cern. We  now  have  in  power  a  Govern- 
ment which,  at  anv  rate,  commands  a 
large  majority,  and  here  is  a  useful 
measure  which  is  demanded  by  all  sections 
of  the  community  and  by  noble  Lords  of 
every  shade  of  opinion  m  this  House. 
Yet  we  can  get  no  definite  undertaking 
from  the  Government  beyond  shadowy 
and  vague  words. 

The  noble  Earl  who  represents  the 
Home  Office  referred  us  to  a  speech  made 
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liOrdships'  House   last  year.     In  these 

circumstances    I    hope  your    Lordships 

will   again    this    year  give  the  Bill  a 
Second  Heading. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*" 
(Ea7i  Carrington), 

The  chairman  of  COMMITEES 
(The  Earl  of  Okslow)  :  Do  I  gather 
from  the  noble  Earl  that  this  is  absolutely 
a  Consolidation  Bill,  and  that  no  new 
provisions  are  introduced  1 

Earl  C ARRINGTON  :  I  can  give  that 
absolute  assurance  to  the  House.  It  is 
merely  a  Bill  to  consolidate  the  existing 
Acts  on  the  subject,  which  are  in  a  very 
confused  condition. 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2%  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 


GROUND  GAME  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Reading 
read. 

Lord  BURGHCLERE  :  My  Lords,  in 
moving  the  Third  Reading  of  this  Bill  I 
hope  I  am  not  too  optimistic  in  expressing 
the  hope  that  it  will  pass  into  law,  but  as 
the  Bill  has  been  amended  by  your  Lord- 
ships it  will  have  to  go  back  to  the  other 
House  for  their  consent  to  those  Amend- 
ments before  it  can  become  law.  I  do 
not  know  whether  your  Lordships'  Amend- 
ments obtain  a  hearing  in  another  place 
without  any  special  provision  being  made 
for  that  purpose  by  the  Government,  but 
if  it  is  not  so,  I  do  trust  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  give  the  trifling  facilities 
necessary  for  the  passing  of  this  Bill.  It 
would  be  a  matter  of  deep  disappointment 
and  regret  to  many  of  the  tenant  farmers 
and  the  small  sheep  farmers  of  Scotland 
if,  through  the  action  of  the  present 
Gk)vemment,  who  are  the  political 
descendants  of  those  who  passed  with 
great  difficulty  and  great  courage  the 
original  Ground  Game  Act,  they  were 
deprived  of  the  benefits  they  hope  to 
secure  from  this  small  measure. 

Moved  "  That  theBill  be  now  read  3*  "— 
{Lord  Burghclere.) 

On  Question,  Bill  read  3*"  with  the 
Amendments. 

Earl  Carrington. 


Lord  HAMILTON  of  DALZELL 
moved  to  amend  Clause  2,  which  extends 
the  right  of  occupiers  of  moorlands,  etc, 
to  kill  ground  game  between  September  1 
and  December  10,  by  the  addition  of 
words  providing  that  this  should  be  with- 
out prejudice  to  the  occupiers'  existing 
rights  under  the  Ground  Game  Act,  1880. 
The  noble  Lord  said:  My  Lords,  the 
Amendment  standing  in  my  name  on  the 
Paper  is  a  purely  drafting  one.  Its  object 
is  to  make  clear  that  the  additional  period 
of  three  months  during  which  farmers  on 
moorlands  are  allowed  to  kill  ground  game 
is  really  in  addition  to,  and  not  in  sub- 
stitution for,  the  period  during  which 
they  already  exercise  that  right.  The 
necessity  for  these  words  was  pointed  out 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  James  of 
Hereford,  and  I  understand  the  Amend- 
ment has  the  full  approval  of  the  noble 
Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill  and  also  of 
Lord  Saltoun. 

Amendment  moved — 

''In  page  1,  line  II,  after  the  word  *  shall ' 
to  insert  the  words  *  without  prejudice  to  his 
existing  rights  under  that  Act.'" — {Lord 
Hamilton  oj  Dalzell,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  do  pass."— 
(Lord  Burghclere.) 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY :  Before 
the  Bill  passes  I  should  like  to  be  assured 
that  this  Amendment  does  not  increase 
the  penalty  on  the  landlord,  as  would 
appear  from  the  drafting,  or  interfere 
with  the  right  of  free  contract.  If  that 
is  thoroughly  understood  I  think  the 
House  might  pass  the  Bill,  although  at 
the  same  time  I  have  no  doubt  that  it 
will  do  great  injury  to  grouse  moors  in 
Scotland 

Lord  BURGHCLERE:  I  can  assure 
the  noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down 
that  the  Amendment  which  has  been 
inserted  on  the  motion  of  the  noble  lord 
who  represents  the  Scottish  Office  is 
purely  of  a  drafting  character  and  has 
been  inserted  on  the  initiative  of  my 
noble  and  learned  friend  Lord  James  of 
Hereford.  Personally  I  do  not  think  it 
is  necessary,  but  at  the  same  time  it  can 
do  no  harm.  It  merely  ensures  that  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  which  have  been 
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-accepted  by  the  whole  House,  shall  be 
earned  out. 

On  Question,  Bill  passed,  and  returned 
tso  the  Commons. 


LABOURERS   (IRELAND)    BILL. 

[Second  Reading.] 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Lord  DENMAN  :  My  Lords,  in 
rising  to  move  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill  I  shall  be  obliged 
to  trespass  for  a  few  moments 
on  the  attention  ,of  your  Lordships,  in 
the  first  place  because  this  Bill  was  one 
of  those  mentioned  in  the  gracious  Speech 
from  the  Throne ;  and,  secondly,,  because 
it  is  the  most  important  Bill  dealing  with 
Ireland  that  will  be  laid  before  Parliament 
during  the  present  year.  It  came  to 
jour  Lordships'  House  in  a  somewhat 
unique  position,  as  it  passed  through 
another  place  without  opposition  from  any 
Party  or  any  section.  It  received  the 
commendation  of  all  parties  and  the 
blessing  of  Gentlemen  so  widely  apart  in 
politics  as  the  late  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  Mr.  Walter  Long,  Mr.  Redmond. 
Colonel  Saunderson,  Mr.  Dillon,  and 
many  other  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  are  not  usually  unanimous  in 
giving  praise  to  any  particular  measure. 
With  regard  to  its  introduction  here,  I 
may  say  that  it  has  made  its  appearance 
rather  suddenly  in  this  House  owing  to 
its  unexpectedly  rapid  passage  through 
another  place,  and  I  have  to  thank  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  and  certain  other  noble  Lords 
who  take  a  keen  interest  in  Irish  affairs, 
for  assenting  that  this  measure  should  not 
he  unduly  delayed,  if,  indeed,  it  may  not 
be  accelerated,  in  its  passage  through 
this  House. 

I  had  intended  to  say  a  few  words 
regarding  the  defects  of  former  Labourers 
Acts,  and  how  it  was  hoped  the  present 
measure  would  remedy  those  defects ; 
but  I  think  I  shall  be  better  consulting 
the  convenience  of  the  House  if  I  pass  at 
once  to  what  are,  after  all,  the  most 
important  proposals  under  this  Bill — 
namely,  the  financial  proposab.  This 
Bill  proposes  to  sanction  the  building  of 
25,000  cottages  in  Ireland  at  a  cost 
of    some     X4,250,000     sterling.       The 
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Chief  Seoretarv  has  estimat^  for 
the  purpose  of  the  Bill  thm  these 
cottages  will  cost  on  an  average  £170 — 
that  is  to  say,  £130  for  the  building  and 
£40  for  the  plot  of  land  up  to  an  acre 
which  goes  with  it;  but  it  has  been 
represented  to  him  that  the  probable  cost 
of  the  cottages  will  be  rather  less,  and 
that  he  has  if  anything  over-estimated 
the  expenditure  under  this  heading.  It 
is  therefore  to  be  hoped  that  more  than 
the  25,000  cottages  named  in  the  Bill — 
possibly  nearer  30,000— may  be.  erected 
for  the  £4,250,000  which  the  Bill  pro 
vides.  To  meet  interest  and  sinking 
fund  an  annuity  at  the  rate  of  3^  per 
cent,  is  to  be  provided  for.  This  will 
amount  to  about  £138,000,  which  will  be 
an  annual  charge  that  will  have  to  be 
met.  It  is  proposed  to  meet  this 
charge  in  the  following  way.  A  certain 
sum  is  realised  by  the  reduction  in 
certain  judicial  appointments.  One 
judgeship  is  to  be  suspended,  which 
gives  us  £3,500  a  vear;  another  has 
already  been  suspended,  and  the  salary 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  has 
been  reduced  from  £8,000  to  £6,000. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE :  Not  yet. 

Lord  DENMAN  :  Well,  it  is  pro- 
posed  that  it  should  be  reduced. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE:  It  has  been 
proposed  for  the  last  20  years. 

Lord  DENMAN :  It  is  proposed 
under  this  Bill  that  it  should  be  reauced 
from  £8,000  to  £6,000. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  :  It  is  not  done 
under  this  Bill ;  it  is  referred  to  as  an 
expectation. 

Lord  DENMAN :  I  have  no  doubt 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  is  correct. 
At  all  events  there  is  an  expectation  that 
the  reduction  will  take  place.  It  is 
hoped  that  under  the  heading  to  which  I 
have  just  referred  £9,000  a  year  may  be 
realised.  Then  it  is  proposed  to  take 
from  the  Petty  Sessional  Clerks'  Fund  in 
Ireland,  which  at  present  stands  at  some- 
thing like  £170,000,  the  sum  of  £150,000, 
and  to  invest  it  and  use  the  interest  in 
the  part  payment  of  this  annual  charge. 
It  is  also  proposed  to  take  a  sum  of 
£70,000  from  the  Irish  Development 
Grant   after  the  end  of  March  of  next 
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year.  Up  till  that  time  I  understand  the 
money  is  required  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Land  Purchase  Act.  These  two 
sums  together  amoimt  to  £220,000  and 
they  wiU  furnish  some  £7,000  a  year.  It 
isi  then  proposed  to  take  £6,000  a  year 
from  the  grant  from  the  Treasury  to  Irish 
County  councils,  which 'is  for  the  purpose 
of  building  cottages.  These  three  sums 
together  ^ve  us  a  total  of  £22,000  a 
year  from  Irish  sources.  Then  it  is  pro- 
posed that  £28,000  a  year  should  be  paid 
from  the  Treasury  into  the  Irish  Develop- 
ment Grant  Fund  and  should  be  taken 
from  that  fund  for  the  purpose  of  this 
Bill.  That  gives  us  £50,000  a  year,  and 
leaves  £88,000  to  be  found. 

The  task  of  levying  the  rent  will  be 
left  to  the  rural  district  councils  in  Ire- 
land. They  will  fix  the  amount  of  the 
rent,  but  the  Chief  Secretary  has  calcu- 
lated that  on  an  average  the  rent  of 
these  cottages  will  be  at  the  rate  of  Is.  a 
week.  No  doubt  in  some  localities  the 
rent  will  be  considerably  more,  and  pos- 
sibly in  some  it  will  be  less  ;  but,  taking 
this  as  an  average  rent,  it  will  give 
a  sum  of  £65,000  a  vear  which  we 
can  devote  to  the  part  payment  of  the 
annual  charge.  A  sum  of  £23,000  is 
therefore  left  to  be  provided,  and  the 
(3hief  Secretary  hopes  to  get  this  by 
.throwing  it  as  a  charge  on  the 
rates.  If  we  compare  this  charge  of 
£23,000  on  the  rates  with  the  charges 
which  previous  Labourers  Acts  in  Ireland 
have  imposed  upon  the  same  source  it 
will  be  seen  that  it  compares  very  favour- 
ably. Under  previous  Acts  17,400 
cottages  have  been  built  and  have  thrown 
a  charge  upon  the  rates  of  about  £60,000 
a  year.  Under  this  Bill  it  is  proposed 
to  provide  25,000  cottages  at  a  cost,  not 
of  £60,000  but  of  £23,000.  That,  I 
think  your  Lordships  will  agree,  is  a  very 
considerable  improvement.  Your  Lord- 
ship will,  perhaps,  notice  that  the  most 
striking  of  these  financial  proposals  is 
the  grant  of  £28,000  from  the  Treasury, 
It  was,  I  believe,  foretold  by  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Mr. 
Wyndham,  that  no  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  ever  agree  to  contribute 
such  a  sum  from  the  Treasury.  Well, 
the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is 
contributing  this  sum,  and  I  hope  your 
Lordships  will  argee  that  a  grant  of 
money  could  not  be  employed  for  a  better 
purpose  than  for  ameliorating  the  lot  of 

Lord  Denman, 


this  poor  and  hardly-pressed i  class  of  tfae- 
community.  That  is  a  brief  outline  of 
the  financial  proposals  of  this  BilL 

I  will  now  touch  briefly  upon  one  or 
two  other  matters  whicn,  tbough  thejr 
are  not  of    such    magnitude   in    them- 
selves,  are  nevertheless  points  of  con- 
siderable importance.     I  will  first  of  all 
take  the  question  of  appeal.    This  is  a^ 
question  which  has  received   the    vei^ 
earnest  and  careful  consideration  of  the- 
Chief  Secretary.      Under    the    existin^p 
law  an  appeal  can  be  made  fssm  the- 
Local  Government  Board  to  the  Privy 
Council,  but  it  is  considered  essential  to 
abolish  this  appeal  so  far  as.  thia^  Act  i» 
concerned  on  account  of  the  delay  and. 
expense,  which  would  be  entirely  out  of 
proportion  to  the  small  sums  and  the- 
comparatively    small    area    ef  property 
dealt  with.    His  Majesty's  Govemroent^ 
have  very  carefully  considered  the  matter, 
and  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the.' 
most  reasonable  course  to  pursue  is  to- 
follow  the  precedent  of  the  English  Local 
Government  Act  of  1894,  where,  in  the- 
case  of  Orders  conferring  power  to  acquire* 
land  compulsorily  for  the  purpose  ef  the- 
Allotment  Acts  and  other  local  purposes^ 
the  decision  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  is  final.     It  is  proposed  to  follow 
a  similar  procedure  with  regard  to  the? 
present  Bill. 

It  may  possibly  interest  noble  Lords- 
if  I  state  what  the  exact  procedure  under 
this  Bill  will  be.    An  inspector  of  the> 
Local   Gk)vemment   Board   will  hold   a 
preliminary    inquiry  and  will  consider 
all  objections  made  by  persons  interested* 
He  will  then  make  a  Provisional  Order 
confirming  the  scheme,  but,  if  an  appeal 
is  lodged,  the  Local  Government  Boani 
will  consider  a  full  report  of  the  evidence 
taken  at  the  original  inquiry  and  they  may 
make  such  further  local  inquiry  as  they 
think  necessary,  and  may  then  confirm  or 
disallow  the  Order  of  the  inspector.    It  ia 
hoped  that  by  this  means  a  decision  may 
be  come  to  by  an  impartial  authority,, 
which  will  have  the  advantage  of  speed 
and  economy,  as  compared  with  the  costly 
and  somewhat  lengthy  procedure  of  the 
old    system    of    appeal    to    the    Privy 
Council.     As  in  these  cases  the  question 
will  be  one  of  fact  rather  than  of  law,  it. 
is     obviously     unnecessary     that     the 
authority  of  such  a  high  judicial  tribunal 
as  the  Privy  Council  should  be  invoked 
for  this  purpose. 
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Amongst  other  reforms  contemplated 
in  this  Bill,  I  might  mention  the  simplifi- 
cation of  title  to  land  under  Clause  11, 
which  it  is  hoped  will  considerably  reduce 
legal  procedure,  and  the  expenses  atten- 
dant upon  the  building  of  cottages,  by  the 
furnishing  of  model  schemes  from  the 
Local  Grovernment  Board  to  rural  district 
councils.  I  think  I  need  not  dwell  at 
any  length  at  this  stage  of  the  Bill  upon 
these  particular  points.  I  may  mention, 
in  passing,  that  it  is  proposed  that  the 
Act  should  become  law  on  November  1st 
of  this  year.  Among  other  provisoes  in 
the  Bill  is  one  which  it  is  hoped  will 
effect  a  great  improvement — namely, 
that  which  provides  for  the  compulsory 
registration  of  all  land  taken  by  the 
district  council  for  the  purpose  of  the 
Labourers  Acts.  These,  I  think,  are  the 
chief  points  in  the  Bill. 

I  will  only  say,  in  conclusion,  that  if 
this  Bill,  when  it  becomes  law,  succeeds 
in  realising  the  hopes  wiiich  have  been 
founded  upon  it  in  Ireland,  it  will  do 
much.  It  will  substitute  decent  dwell- 
ings where  hitherto  frequently  only 
hovels  have  existed ;  it  will  introduce 
new  methods  of  sanitation ;  it  will  help 
to  check  the  spread  of  disease,  and  it  will 
contribute,  to  what  degree  of  course  it  is 
impossible  at  present  to  forecast,  but  to 
some  degree  at  all  events,  to  the  general 
well-being  and  prosperity  of  Ireland.  And 
if  it  is  possible  for  it  to  achieve  so  much,  I 
think  that  in  doing  so  it  may  achieve 
even  more.  It  may  tend  to  stem  the 
tide  of  emigration,  which  has  been 
ebbing  steadily  from  the  shores  of 
Ireland  to  other  countries  for  more  than 
forty  years.  It  may  serve  as  some 
inducement  to  this  class  of  Irishmen  to 
live  their  lives  in  the  land  they  love 
instead  of  leaving  it,  and  it  is  in  the 
earnest  hope  that  in  its  passage  through 
this  House  the  Bill,  far  from  being 
weakened,  may  rather  be  strengthened 
to  meet  the  purposes  for  which  it  was 
framed,  that  I  now  beg  to  move  the 
Second  Reading. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  read  2*."— 
{Lord  Denman,) 

Lord  ASHBOURNE:  My  Lords, 
your  Lordships  will  have  gathered  from 
the  clear  statement  which  has  just  been 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  what  are  the 
main  provisions  and  intentions  of  this  Bill. 


I  am  sure  there  is  no  one  in  this  Hous» 
who  does  not  entirely  concur  in  the^ 
aspiration  that  the  passing  of  the  measure 
will  achieve  such  good  results,  for  I  do 
not  think  there  is  in  any  part  of  the 
House  the  slightest  difference  of  opinio 'i 
as  to  the  propriety  of  passing  any  measure 
who  will  tend  to  the  improvement  of  the 
condition  of  Irish  labourers  and  give  to 
them  better  and  more  sanitary  homes. 
I  know,  from  a  very  wide  experience  in 
Ireland  of  administering  such  legislation,, 
that  there  is  a  very  urgent  need,  in  the 
interests  of  the  health  and  general  well 
being  of  our  population,  for  providing^ 
better  dwellings. 

Your  Lordships  will,  of  course,  consider,, 
if  your  attention  is  invited  to  them,  the 
different  clauses  of  the  Bill.  I  am  not 
sure  how  far  it  may  be  competent  for 
your  Lordships  to  review  the  financial 
proposals  that  were  so  clearly  stated  by^ 
the  noble  Lord,  but  a  good  deal  of  money 
is  required  to  carry  the  Bill  out.  Whether 
25,000  houses  with  an  acre  of  land 
attached  can  be  provided  at  the  moderate 
figure  suggested  I  do  not  know.  I  only 
hope  that  the  money  mentioned  will  be- 
adequate.  I  do  not  propose  to  discuss 
any  of  the  financial  proposals  now, 
although  I  believe  extreme  dissatisfaction 
has  been  expressed  in  Ulster  on  the  ground 
that  the  Bill  will  remove  from  that 
province  and  send  to  other  parts  of 
Ireland  money  deliberately  appropriated 
to  certain  portions  of  that  province. 

It  is  necessary  to  bear  in  mind,  in  con- 
sidering this  question,  that  you  have  not 
only  to  provide  the  money  for  the  erection 
of  the  cottages  and  the  acquisition  of  the 
plots  to  go  with  them,  but  you  have  to 
consider  how  you  are  to  get  the  land,  ^o 
long  as  it  is  a  matter  of  agreement  there 
will  be  no  difficulty  ;  but  it  is  a  different* 
thing  when  it  comes  to  the  taking  of  land 
compulsorily.  That  is  a  matter  which 
will  nave  to  be  very  closely  watched  in 
the  interests  of  those  whose  property 
may  be  affected.  It  may  be,  andoften  is, 
necessary  in  the  public  interest — before 
which  everyone  must  bow,  but  bow  under 
just,  fair,  and  reasonable  conditions — that 
land  should  be  acquired  compulsorily  for 
certain  purposes.  But  this  is  a  mat- 
ter which  should  be  adequately  safe- 
guarded. The  question  is  of  importance 
to  every  one  of  your  Lordships,  even  to 
those  who  have  not  the  privilege  of  com- 
ing from   Ireland,    because  a   prominent 
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at  last  come  up  to  this  House,  and  a  Bill 
which  in  its  character  is  likely  to  commend 
itself  generally  to  noble  Lords  on  both 
sides  of  the  House.  Speaking  personally, 
as  an  Irish  ex-landlord,  or  a  limited 
occupying  owner — I  am  not  quite  sure 
exactly  what  I  am — but  speaking  as  an 
Irishman,  I  would  like  to  express  my 
personal  satisfaction  that  a  Bill  has  come 
up  to  your  Lordships'  House  which,  if 
passed,  will,  I  am  sure,  be  capable  of 
adding  materially  to  the  prosperity  of 
Ireland. 

It  has  been  mentioned  both  by  my 
noble  and  learned  friend  Lord  Ashbourne 
and  by  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat 
down  that  legislation  of  a  similar  character 
will  probably  be  undertaken  as  affecting 
Great  Britain,  and  that  being  so  it  is  quite 
proper  that  your  Lordship  should  look 
at  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  rather  with 
a  view  to  the  effect  that  similar  legislation 
may  have  in  this  country.  But  I  would 
ask  your  Lordships  at  the  same  time  to 
remember  that  the  circumstances  of 
Ireland  in  every  respect,  financial,  social, 
and  economical,  are  quite  peculiar,  and 
that  this  Bill  is  only  applicable  to  that 
portion  of  the  United  Kingdom.  I  hope, 
therefore,  that  the  Bill  win  be  considered 
by  your  Lordships  on  its  merits,  and  with 
a  view  to  seeing  how  its  provisions  will 
meet  the  peculiar  requirements  of  that 
portion  of  the  United  Kingdom  to  which 
it  applied. 

I  have  said  that  circumstances  in 
Ireland  are  pecular.  They  are  peculiar 
in  this  respect,  as  affecting  this  BUI,  that 
it  is  absolutely  impossible  to  draw  a 
distinct  line,  as  can  be  done  in  England, 
between  the  labouring  class  and  the  farm- 
ing class.  The  two  classes  merge  quite 
imperceptibly  one  in  the  other,  dtid  it  has 
always  oeen  felt  that  legislation  inter- 
fering in  any  way  with  the  relations  of 
landlord  and  tenant  of  necessity  required 
remedial  legislation  also  affecting  the 
other  class  interested  in  land — the  labour- 
ing class,  otherwise  injustice  would  be 
done.  I  think,  therefore,  that  your  Lord- 
ships should  look  upon  this  Bill  as  not 
only  a  Bill  designed  for  the  benefit  of  the 
labourers  of  Ireland,  but  also  a  measure 
which  is  really  a  necessary  complement 

of  the  Act  of  1903— a  Bill  necessary  to 
round  off  the  corners  of  that  Act  and  com- 
plete it.  I  think  that  has  been  generally 
recognised. 

I'he  Earl  of  Dunraven. 


Parliament  has  occupied  itself  with 
this  question  for  the  last  twenty  or  twenty- 
five  years.  There  have  been  six  or  seven 
Acts  passed  and  one  Bill  dropped 
dealing  with  this  subject,  and  not  one 
of  those  passed  has  been  anything 
like  a  complete  success  for  the  sim^da 
reason  that  the  procedure  was  too 
costly,  too  cumbersome,  and  too  dila- 
tory, and  that  the  financial  support 
given  to  the  Bill  was  not  suflicient.  I 
think  all  these  defects  will  be  remedied 
under  the  measure  which  is  now  before 
your  Lordships.  The  financial  arrange- 
ments, I  imagine,  will  be  ample,  but 
there  are  one  or  two  points  which  I  should 
be  glad  if  some  member  of  His  Majesty's 
Government  would  explain  a  little  more 
fully.  After  all,  the  financial  part  is  the 
most  important  of  any  Bill  of  this  sort. 
The  noble  Lord  who  introduced  the 
Bill  mentioned  the  Development  Grant. 
That  grant  crops  up  continually  in  the 
Bill,  and  I  should  like  to  ask  whether  the 
Development  Grant  is  capable  of  bearing 
the  adoitional  strain  that  will  be  put  upon 
it  under  this  Bill.  I  think  there  is  a 
lump  sum  of  £70,000  or  £80,000  to  come 
out  of  it,  and  then  there  is  an  annual  sum 
of  £28,000  to  be  drawn  from  it.  The 
noble  Lord  who  introduced  the  Bill  said, 
I  think,  that  £28,000  would  be  placed  to 
the  credit  of  the  Development  Grant  by 
the  Treasury,  and  that  this  £28,000 
would  be  drawn  from  the  Development 
Grant  for  the  purposes  of  the  Act.  But 
it  is  the  other  way  about.  The  £28,000 
may  be  drawn  from  the  Development 
Grant  and  afterwards  the  money  will  be 
refunded  by  Parliament  It  may  be  six 
months  afterwards,  and  in  the  meantime 
the  Development  Grant  Fund  may  not  be 
able  to  find  the  money.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  the  Development  Grant, 
which  was  intended  for  educational  pur- 
poses,  is   applied  to  every  conceivable 

purpose  under  heaven  except  ^education. 
It  is  already  hypothecated  to  meet  losses 
on  floating  loans  to  finance  the  Laud 
Purchase  Act ;  and  the  losses  made  on 
flotation  have  been  heavier  than  they 
ought  to  have  been.  There  are  other 
large  demands  in  this  Bill  on  the  Develop- 
ment Grant,  and  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  there  is  any  security  that  the 
Development  Grant  will  be  able  to  bear 
this  extra  strain  without  becoming 
exhausted. 
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antieipated   and  which  the    originators 
voula  most  strongly  deprecate. 

The  previous  Labourers  Acts  have 
uniloubtedly  done  great  good,  but  pro- 
ceedings under  them  have  been  taken 
from  unworthy  ^lotives.  My  noble  and 
learned  friend  has  had  great  experience, 
iiaving  presided  at  the  meetings  of  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council, 
and  he  has  pointed  out  that  what  he  de- 
scribed as  indirect  motives  have  very  often 
actuated  the  promoters  of  schemes  for 
labourers  cottages.  1  have  had  the  hon- 
our of  sitting  once  or  twice  on  the 
Judicial  Committee,  and  it  is  m  my 
recollection  that  cases  have  come  before 
xis  where  sites  for  cottages  have  been 
chosefn  from  purposes  of  spite,  owiog  to  the 
farmer  or  the  owner  having  become 
unpopular  in  the  neighbourhood,  possibly 
through  not  adhering  to  the  policy  of  the 
United  Irish  League  or  something  of  that 
•kind.  I  remember  great  surprise  being 
expressed  on  one  occasion  that  such  a 
^heme  had  been  sanctioned  by  the 
Local  Government  Board.  It  is  there- 
fore m^st  necessary  that  there  should  be 
some  court  of  appeal  where  such  matters 
would  be  thoroughly  scrutinised,  and 
were  all  the  le^aT  aspects  of  the  case 
.would  b&  considered,  so  as  to  prevent 
-the  chance,  of  a  measure  intended  for  the 
benefit  of  one  class  of  the  population 
.being  turned  into  a  sort  of  engine  of 
.oppression  on  other  classes. 

Apart  from  motives  such  as  I  hrve 
'described,  it  often  happens  that  un- 
reasonable representations  are  made  for 
cottages,  and  increased  facilities  will  now 
1)e  given  for  making  these  representa- 
tions. In  the  originiu  Act  the  represen- 
tation tliat  came  before  the  board  of 
guardians,  the  body  whch  then  had  the 
conduct  of  these  matters,  had  to  be 
signed  by  12  persons.  Bj  the  Purchase 
Act  of  1903  that  number  was  reduced  to 
4nx,  and  now  it  is,  by  this  Bill,  to  be 
reduced  to  three.  The  greater  the  fiBMsili- 
^tiea  given  for  these  representations  the 
greater  will  be  their  number,  and  the 
more  unreasonable  it  may  be  anticipated 
will  be  some  of  the  demands.  As  it  is, 
tiie  Act  has  not  been  always  worked  in 
the  most  reasonable  manner  and  mistakes 
have  been  made. .  I  have  heard  of  cases 
.  where  labourers  cottages  are  now  stand- 
ing vacant  owing  to  difficulty  in  finding 
'occupants.  I  have  heard  of  a  cottage 
being  occupied  by  a  fiddler,  and  of  a  case 


where  it  was  attempted  to  give  a 
cottage  to  a  coachman  on  the  grotmd 
that  he  might  be  considered  an 
agricultural  latH)urer  because  his  wife 
had  planted  a  crop  of  potatoes.  I  must, 
however,  add  that  in  the  latter  case  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  application  waa 
attended  with  success.  But  it  shows 
how  carefully  all  such  matters  should  be 
scrutinised. 

My  noble  and  learned  friend  the  late 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  alluded  to  the 
provision  respecting  the  taking  of  land  by 
compulsion.  There  is  a  very  remarkable 
sub-section  in  the  Bill  which  prohibits  the 
question  of  compulsion  being  taken  into 
account  in  fixing  the  price  of  the  land.  It 
has  always  been  the  custom,  in  taking 
land  compulsorily  for  any  purpose,  to 
make  allowance  for  the  fact  of  its  oeing  so 
taken.  Whether  or  not  the  fact  of  com- 
pulsion ought  to  be  taken  into  account  in 
every  case,  it  certainly  seems  to  me  to  be 
a  very  strong  measure  to  fetter  the  hands 
of  the  arbitrator  and  prevent  him  taking 
this  course  where  he  thinks  it  necessary. 

It  may  be  said  that  these  are  small 
plots  of  land  and  that  the  difference  in 
the  amount  awarded  by  the  arbitrator, 
whether  he  took  compulsion  into 
account  or  not,  would  not  be  material. 
But  it  is  a  most  dangerous  prece- 
dent in  view  of  future  legislation ;  and 
I  commend  this  to  the  attention  of  all 
noble  Lords,  w;hether  they  come  from 
Ireland  or  not,  because  we  are  told  on 
high  authority,  as  my  noble  and  learned 
friend  reminded  the  House,  that  a  measure 
drawn  on  the  lines  of  this  one  is  to  be 
introduced  at  an  early  date  for  Eng- 
land. I  would  impress  upon  the 
House  the  danger  of  laying  down  that 
no  alloVance  shall  ever  be  made  in 
respect  of  the  purchase  being  compul- 
sory. There  are  several  other  points  in 
regard  to  which  Amendments  will  be  pro- 
posed. But  these  Amendments  will  not 
affect  the  structure  of  the  Bill,  and  will, 
I  hope,  have  a  favourable  reception  at  the 
hands  of  His  Majesty's  Government.  If 
the^  are  adopted  the  result  may  be  a  Bill 
which  will  confer  great  benefit  on  the 
class  concerned  without  inflicting  injustice 
on  any  other  class. 

Thb  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN:  My 
Lords,  I  think  it  is  a  matter  for  congratu- 
lation that  even  at  this  late  period  of  the 
session  a  first-class  Government  Bill  has 
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Buccess,  for  a  long  time  in  trying  to  solve  ' 
what  is  comraonly  called  the  Western  | 
problem — the  existence  of  a  great  number  ' 
of    utterly   uneconomic    holdings,   prin- 1 
cipally  in  the   West  of   Ireland.     The  | 
Congested  Districts  Board  are  labouring 
at  it ;    the   Estates  Commissioners   are  ' 
labouring  at  it ;  and  a  Royal  Commission  j 
has  been  appointed  to  inquire   into  the 
subject.      The  only    remedy   is   to  en-  | 
deavour  to  turn  these  uneconomic  hold 
ings  into  economic  holdings,  and  if  the 
State  is  to  assist  in  doing  that  on  the  one 
hand  it  surely  would  be  the  height  of 
folly  were  it  on  the  ot^ier  hand  to  create 
other  equally  uneconomic  holdings.     I  do 
not  think  myself  that  that  clause   will 
have  a   very    large  area   of   operation, 
because  the  country  is  not  big  enough  ; 
but  at  any  rate  the  labourer  must  be 
safeguarded      against      becoming      the 
possessor  of  a  small    and    uneconomic 
holding.  The  labourer  lives  practically  by 
his  labour  hired  out.     It  is  quite  a  proper 
thing  that  he  should  have  a  plot  of  land  on 
which  to  occupy  himself  when  he  is  not 
working  and  at  odd  hours.      But  as  soon 
as  you  give  him  beyond  one  acre  of  land 
I  am  perfectly  certain  that  in  Ireland  the 
man     will     cease     to     be   a    labourer, 
and  will  consider  himself  a  small  farmer. 

I  do  not  know  whether  the  provisions 
in  the  Bill  for  simplifying  the  proving  of 
title,  conveyance,  and  so  on,  are  sufficient 
or  not.  Your  Lordships  must  remember 
that  the  district  councils  will  have  to 
deal  with  a  most  peculiar  state  of  jjthings 
in  Ireland.  There  are,  and  there  will  be, 
absolute  owners,  limited  owners  who  have 
not  sold,  tenants  who  have  bought  and 
tenants  who  have  not  bought,  and  there 
will  be  an  immense  number  of  landlords 
and  tenants  in  process  of  selling  and  buy- 
ing, and  with  all  these  different  classes  of 
people  the  district  councils  will  have  to 
deal.  It  therefore  seems  to  me  essential 
that  there  should  be  some  simple  and  effica- 
cious means  of  proving  title  and  convey 
ing  land.  I  wish  to  impress  on  the 
House  the  great  importance  of  this, 
because  it  would  be  a  thousand  pities  if 
this  Bill  were  to  be  in  any  way  marred 

by  delays  through  difficulties  in  connec- 
tion with  the  proving  of  title  or  legal  I 
matters  of  that  kind.      It  would  be  very  ' 
regrettable    if     anything     occurred    to 
destroy  the  value  of  the  Btll,  because  it 
is  a  good  Bill,  a  very  good  Bill. 

The  Earl  cf  Dunraven, 


This  is  a  Bill  which  I  believe  is  capable 
of  effecting  an  immense  improvement  m 
Ireland.  It  deals,  to  my  mind  satisfac- 
torily, with  the  very  just  claims  of  the 
labouring  population,  and  there  is  na 
portion  of  the  population  in  Ireland  who 
are  more  deserving  than  the  labourers  of 
the  consideration  of  the  State.  There  is. 
no  class  in  Ireland,  either,  more  capable 
of  availing  themselves  and  making  the 
most  of  an}"*  assistance  that  the  State  will 
give  them.  Taking  them  a^s  a  whole 
the  labouring  population  of  Ireland  are 
sober,  industrious,  and  intelligent  nieo. 
Anyone  who  knows  Ireland  at  all  will 
bear  me  out  in  saying  that  where  cottagea 
have  been  provided  for  the  labourers  they 
have  been  well  kept.  In  that  the 
labourers  have  set  a  very  good 
example  to  many  of  those  who  are 
above  them  in  the  social  scale.  There 
is,  1  repeat,  no  clats  more  deserv- 
ing than  the  labouring  class,  and  I 
believe  this  Bill  will  be  of  great  assistance 
to  them,  and,  working  together  with  the 
Act  of  1903,  will  add  greatly  to  tha 
prosperity  and  contentment  of  Ireland'. 

The  Earl  of  ARRAN  :  My  Lords^ 
coming  from  the  extreme  west  of  Ireland 
I  shodd  like  to  state  the  views  which  ar6^ 
held  in  that  part  of  the  country  with- 
regard  to  this  Bill.  The  Bill  when  it 
first  appeared  in  another  place  was  greeted 
as  any  Bill  which  tends  to  amelibrate  the 
condition  of  any  class  of  Irishmen  must, 
be,  with  entire  approval.  So  far  as  one 
can  see,  this  Bill  aims  at,  and  will  succeed 
in  many  ways  in  bringing  about,  this, 
amelioration,  though  in  some  details  it 
may  not  quite  meet  with  the  approval 
of  every  class  in  Treland.  The  land- 
owning  class  in  three  parts  of  Ireland  are 
practically  unrepresented  in  another  place^. 
and  it  is  only  when  a  measure  reaches, 
your  Lordship'  House  that  the  views  of 
the  landowning  class  can  be  fully  heard 
and  due  weight  given  to  their  opinions^ 
which  I  venture  to  urge  are  Worth  listen- 
ing to.  Any  measure  which,  however 
indirectly  or  in  however  small  a  way,, 
affects  the  question  of  landownershfp,  as^ 
undoubtedly  this  Bill  does,  must  receive* 

the  very  gravest  attention.     There  are 

two  points  as  to  which- 1  would  venture 

to  endorse  the  opinions  of  Lord  Ashbourne 

and  Lord  Cronbrockv    First  of  all,  there' 

is  the  alteration  in  the  Court  of  Appeal. 

I  will  not  enter,  into  detail  upon  that,  butt. 
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I  renture  to  support  moet  earnestly  what 
was  said  with  regard  to  it  by  Lord 
Ashbourne.  I  venture  to  think  that 
amongst  the  landowning  and  what  is 
called  the  loyalist  class  in  Ireland  the 
Local  Government  Board  as  a  Court  of 
Appeal  is  not  looked  upon  with  universal 
^^krovaL  As  a  Court  of  Appeal  we  would 
urge  the  appointment  of  either  a  county 
eoort  Judge  oi  a  Judge  of  assize. 

The  second  point  is  as  to  the  question 
of  compensation  for  compulsory  sale. 
Although  the  question  of  compensation 
for  the  compulsory  taking  of  land  under 
this  Act  must  be  very  small,  a  very 
dangerous  precedent  is  involved.  I  ven- 
ture to  hope  your  Lordships  will  alter  this 
clause  or  even  omit  it,  so  tnat  a  dangerous 
precedent  in  regard  to  future  legislation 
may  not  be  set  up  without  the  point  being 
fully  considered  upon  its  merits.  The 
Bin  as  it  stands  requires  some  alterations, 
but  when  they  are  made  I  believe  it  will 
serve  the  object  for  which  it  is  intended 
and  ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  labour- 
ing classes  of  Ireland. 

Thk  Earl  of  MAYO :  My  Lords, 
I  desire  at  the  outset  to  conrntulate  the 
noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill  upon  the 
very  ludd  manner  in  which  he  explained 
the  first  Irish  measure  he  has  hiad  the 
DJeaaure  of  expounding  to  this  House. 
We  admit  that  this  is  a  necessary  Bill, 
and,  as  mv  noble  friend  Lord  Dunraven 
said,  it  follows  on  the  Act  of  1903.  He 
will  remember  that  the  Land  Conference 
oo  which  we  both  sat  expressed  the 
opinion  that  the  labourers  question  should 
be  dealt  with. 

As  regards  the  finance  of  the  Bill,  I  do 
not  consider  it  very  satisfactory.  There 
are  rumours  that  one  of  the  judgeships  is 
to  be  done  away  with,  and  there  are 
certain  parties  who  do  not  wish  that 
course  to  be  taken.  With  regard  to  the 
proposed  reduction  in  the  salary  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  an  endeavour 
in  this  direction  has  been  made  for  twenty 
years  without  success.  There  is,  how- 
ever, one  point  in  the  Bill  which  I  consider 
rather    satisfactory.       We    are    to    get 

'£28,000  from  the  British  Exchequer. 
As  one  who  feels  that  Ireland  is  exces- 
sively overtaxed,  that  part  of  the  Bill 
appeals  to  me  very  much.  This  is  the 
cheapest  form  of  Labourers  Bill  that  we 

'have  had  yet. 


As  to  the  question  of  appeal,  it 
must  be  quite  clear  to  His  Majesty's 
Government,  after  the  speeches  to- 
which  they  have  listened,  that  we 
are  not  satisfied  with  appeal  from 
the  Local  Government  Board  inspector 
to  the  Local  Grovemment  Board.  It  is 
not  a  judicial  appeal;  indeed,  it  is  no 
appeal  at  all.  It  is  an  appeal  from  Philip 
drunk  to  Philip  sober,  and  we  are  not 
likely  to  see  the  Local  Government  Board 
upset  the  Provisional  Order  which  their 
inspector  has  allowed  under  this  Bill.. 
With  regard  to  the  compulsory  taking  <rf 
land,  the  Grovemment  must  realise  thM^ 
we  shall  offer  an  Amendment  to  th^t 
clause.  In  no  other  case  where  land  is- 
compulsorily  taken  is  the  arbitrator 
precluded  from  taking  into  consideratioa 
the  fact  of  compulsory  purchase.  We  do 
not,  therefore,  consider  the  provision  ia 
this  Bill  at  all  satisfactory. 

My  noble  friend  Lord  Dunraveifc 
mentioned  the  matter  of  the  purchase 
of  other  plots  of  land  for  labourers^ 
but  there  is  a  safeguard  in  the  Bill 
with  regard  to  that,  inasmuch  as- 
the  labourer  cannot  get  the  new  plot 
without  vacating  his  cottage.  I  ain 
rather  glad  that  that  provision  is  in  the 
Bill.  We  know  that  when  there  is  aa 
opportunity  of  acquiring  land  the 
Nationalists  take  good  care  to  acouire^ 
all  they  can,  and  it  is  therefore  our  duty,, 
as  representing  the  landowners,  to  look 
after  the  interests  of  those  belonging^ 
to  that  class.  For  thai  reason  we  shall 
put  forward  Amendments  when  the 
Committee  sta^e  of  the  Bill  is  taken,  and 
I  hope  His  iJajesty's  Government  will 
see  their  way  to  accept  our  proposals. 
They  will  not  affect  the  principle  of  tJio- 
Bill  in  any  way,  but  on  the  contrary^ 
will  render  its  working  more  easy. 

♦The  Earl  op  CREWE  :  My  Lords,  I 
think   my  noble  friend  behind  me  has. 
every  reason  to  congratulate  himself  on 
the  reception  which  this  Bill  has  had  at 
the  hanos  of  your  Lordships.     Its  career 
in  another  place  was  also  very  pleasant, 
and  quite  the  opposite  of  stormy,  and  I 
hbpe,  although  certain  Amendments  aro- 
hinted  at  by  noble   Lords  opposite,  its 
career  here  will  not  be  of  a  very  eventful 
kind.     I  most  thoroughly  endorse  what 
fell  from  my  noble  friend  Lord  Dunraven 
as   to  the   admirable   character    of    the* 
people    whom  this  Bill   is  intended  tcy 
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l)enefit.  They  are  a  moet  frugal  and 
hardworking  class,  and  I  venture  to 
think  that  they  have  no  superior  among 
the  labouring  class  in  the  whole  of  the 
British  Islei^ 

This  Bill  is  designe  I  to  do  three 
•distinct  things.  In  the  first  place,  it  is 
designed  to  simplify  all  procedure  con- 
nected with  the  acquisition  of  labourers 
ihouses,  to  reduce  charges  of  all  kinds, 
legal  and  other,  and  to  simplify  matters 
of  title.  My  noble  friend  Lord  Dunraven, 
without  going  deeply  into  the  question  of 
title,  expressed  the  hope  that  that 
flimplificaiion  was  carried  as  fa'*  as  was 
necessary  to  make  the  Bill  woik.  I  am 
BIO  authority  on  these  matt  ts,  but  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  the  hair  of  an 
^ordinary  solicitor  would  stand  on  end  at 
ithe  manner  in  which  titles  are  dealt  with 
in  this  Bill,  and  I  think  my  right  hon. 
friend  has  gone  certainly  as  far  as  he  is 
likely  to  go  in  that  direction.  The 
second  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  place 
^pressure  upon  district  councils  who  in 
the  genera)  opinion  have  not  done  their 
dutv  in  this  respect ;  and  the  third  object 
is  the  provision  of  cheap  money  to  carry 
out  the  measure. 

My  noble  friend  Lord  Clonbrock  stated 
that  sometimes  in  the  past  action  had  been 
taken  under  former  Labourers  Acts  for 
the  purpose  of  annoyance.  That  may 
have  happened  in  some  instances,  but  I 
hope  that  it  belongs  to  a  state  of  things 
^ which  has  really  passed  away  in  Ireland, 
4Uid  that  there  is  no  danger  of  anything 
like  a  general  repetition  of  conduct  of  that 
4Bort.  No  duobt,  too,  mistakes  have  been 
made,  bu*:  that  is  inevitable  when  minor 
local  authorities  are  entrusted  with  duties 
oi  this  kind.  Two  special  objections, 
I  iihink,  were  taken  by  noble  Lords  to 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  The  first  was 
in  relation  to  compulsory  purchase,  that 
no  extra  payment  was  to  be  made  in 
jespect  of  that  compubion. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO :  That  it  was 
-not. to  be  taken  into  consideration  by  the 
arbitrator. 

The  Earl  of  CREWE:  That  the 
arbitrator  was  not  to  make  an  additional 
^owance  in  respect  of  the  compulsory 

iuQchase.  That  watf  dwelt  on  by  noble 
ords  not  so  much  on  the  ground  of  the 
actual  effect  it  would  have  as  of  the 
danger  of  creating  a  precedent  of  this  kind 

.Uie  Earl  of  Crewe. 


in  respect  to  larger  transaction.  I  do  not 
know  that  the  danger  is  a  very  serious 
one,  but  if  it  is  serious  I  am  afraid  it 
exi-ts  already,  because  in  the  Local 
Government  Act  for  England,  1894,  a 
precisely  similar  provision  is  added  to 
to  the  section  enabling  parish  councils 
and  other  bodies  to  acquire  allotments. 

The  other  point  to  which  special 
exception  was  taken  was  the  question 
of  appeal  in  cases  of  land  being  taken.  I 
am  certain  that  the  only  objects  which 
my  right  hon.  friend  had  in  introduc- 
ing that  provision  into  the  Bill  were 
simplicity  and  saving  of  time.  He 
had  certainly  no  intention  of  de- 
stroying any  safeguard  which  might 
be  really  necessary.  At  the  same 
time  there  is  a  similar  precedent 
in  the  very  same  Act  to  which  I 
have  just  alluded,  the  English  Local 
Government  Act,  1894.  In  the  case 
where  land  is  compulsorily  acquired  ftr 
allotments  in  this  country  there  is  an 
appeal  to  the  Local  Government  Board, 
but  it  goes  no  further.  However,  I  can 
assure  noble  Lords  that  their  repre- 
sentations will  be  carefully  considerea  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  before  the  question 
arises  on  any  Amendment  which  they  may 
wish  to  move. 

The  noble  Lord  at  the  Table  (Lord 
Dunraven)  asked  one  or  two  Questions 
with  regard  to  finance.  I  am  told  that  as 
regards  the  Development  Grant  it  has  to 
be  borne  in  mind  that  this  money  will 
not  be  required  all  at  once.  The  opera- 
tions of  the  Act  will  take  some  time  be- 
fore they  are  in  full  play,  and  there  is  no 
fear  whatever  in  the  minds  of  those  who 
have  conducted  the  finance  of  this  Bill 
but  that  the  Development  Grant  will  be 
perfectly  able  to  bear  the  strain  which  is 
placed  upon  it.  As  regards  the  Petty 
Sessional  Clerks'  Fund,  it  is  no  doubt  the 
fact  that  a  sum  of  something  like  £5,000 
a  year  is  lost  to  the  local  bodies  in 
Ireland,  taken  as  a  whole,  under  the 
rather  complicated  scheme  of  finance  in 
I  this  Bill.  But,  however,  spread  over  the 
I  whole  country  it  forms  such  a  verv  small 
I  fraction  that,  although  noble  Lords  from 
Ireland  mentioned  the  fact,  I  do  not 
think  it  can  tend  seriously  to  in- 
terfere with  the  financial  scheme  of  the 
Bill.  It  is,  of  coui*se,  moet  clearly  to  be 
understood  that  the  Land  Purchase  Fund 
cannot  and  must  not  be  allowed  in  any 
way  to  suffer  owing  to  any  operations 
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and  I  can  assure  them  that  we  shall  give 
the  fullest  consideration  to  the  Amend- 
ments they  bring  forward  on  Monday, 
with  every  desire  to  meet  them  if  possible 
without  destroying  in  any  way  the  struc- 
ture of  the  Bill. 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2*,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 


nOGS   BILL. 
[Second  Reading.] 

Order  of  the  Diy  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 


under  this  Bill.  It  would  be  the  worst 
po«ible  policy  in  regard  to  Ireland  to 
^low  it  to  be  supposed  that  what  we  hope 
ivill  be  the  valuable  operations  of  this 
measure  should  interfere  with  the  equally 
Taluable  operations  of  another 

Lord   ASHBOURNE :  It  is  only  in- 
tended to  be  an  advance  t 

♦The  Earl  of  CREWE :  Precisely. 
The  Land  Purchase  Fund  is  treated  as  a 
bank  to  be  drawn  on  for  this  particular 

rirpose,  and  the  money  will  be  paid  back, 
suppose  by  fresh  borrowing.  A  word 
of  caution  has  been  uttered  by  the  noble 
Earl,  Lord  Dunraven,  as  to  the  danger  of 

creating    a    small    class  of  uneconomic '  Earl  CARRINGTON  :     My    Lords, 

holdings.     This  is  a  matter  on  which  I  i  this  Bill  is  entirely   uncontroversial,  and 

find   myself  in  general  agreement  with  \  noble  Lords  opposite  have  shown  their 

him  in  so  far  that  it  is  necessary  it  should  approval  of  it  in  their  endeavours  during 

be  carefully  watched.   The  distinction  be-  the    last  ten  years  in  every  Session    of 

tween  a  farmer  and  a  labourer  in  Ireland  Parliament  to  put  it  on  the  Statute  Book, 

is  very  vague.    You  see  a  man  described  The  Bill  proviaes  protection  for  live  stock 

in  newspapers  as  a  farmer  who  would  be  from  injury  by  dogs.     The  worse  injury 

described  in  this  (K>ufitry  as  a  labourer,  was  inflicted  in  Scotland  and  in  Wales, 

It  is  important  that  the  danger  referred  but  in  1904  as  many  as  308  sheep  were 

to  should  not  be  allowed  to  arise.  worried  in  one   English  county.      One 

Then  the  noble  Eari  complained,  rather  {^Fmer  lost  50  lambs  in  one  single  night. 

After  the  parableofthe  vineyard,  that  those  ^®  ^^Y®  received  resolutions  from  all 

ODunties  which  had  done  well  in  the  past  P?r,'»  ?^  ^^^  country  m  favour  of    the 

and  borne  the  heat  of  the  day  were  not  ,^**1-   }^    consolidates   and   amends    the 

getting  the  same  consideration  as  those  f^\  It  assimiUtes  the  law  in  EngUnd, 

which  were  coming  in  at  the  eleventh  ^cotland,  and  Wales,  and  makes  owners 

hour.  It  is  hardly  necessary  to  attempt  to  liable  for  injury  done  without  pro vmg 

argue  here  the  question  of  the  possibility  tihat  the  dog  was  mischievous.     Under  it 

of  making  the  Act  retrospective.       It  "ia«i«trates  can  order  the  destruction  of 

would  not  fall  to  us  to  do  so  if  it  were  ^^  ^^8®  ^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^  ^  ^®P^  "°^®^ 

pottible;  but  I  must  remind  the  noble  control,  under  a  penalty  of  20s.,  aiid  the 

Lord  that  he   himself  in   his  following  ^^^^  ^^  Agriculture  can  make  orders  re- 

aentenoe  suggested  what  is  the  real  set-  quiring  collars  to  be  used  except  m  the  case 

off  to  that— namely,  that  the  counties  ^\  ^^^^^  .and  sporting  dogs.     There  are 

which  have  done  the  greater  part  of  the  ^^^  provisions  to  prevent  dogs  straying. 

building  in  the  past,  and  have  therefore  This  Bill  is  not  designed  to  act  against 

in  this  matter  presumably  deserved  the  shepherds  or  crofters  or  in  any  way  in 

beat  of  the  community,  will  get  a  much  the  interest  of  game  preservers.      It  is 

larger  share  of  the  isjcchequer  contribu-  supported  by  nearly  all  the  farmers  clubs 

tion  than  the  counties  which  only  come  and  most  of  the  chambers  of  commerce. 

in  now.     I  am  sorry  to  say  I  have  not  I   may  mention  that    in    one    year,   in 

the  figures  which  would  enable  me  to  Cheshire,  there  were  2,2 30  dogs  seized  by 

reply  to  the  noble  Earl's  Question  as  to  the  police,  out  of  which  only  196  were 

the  amount    of  relief  which  particular  claimed ;  in  Liverpool  3,000  were  seized, 

counties   receive,  but  I  understand  that  and  only  111  were  cUimed.     Under  this 

it  will  be  very  considerable  in  some  cases.  Bill  the  police  can  notify  to  the  owner  the 

And  therefore  it  must,  I  think,  be  taken  seizure  of  a  stray  dog,  if  it  has  an  owner, 

-MM  a  set-off  to  the  complaint  which  the  \  and  if  it  is  not  claimed  within  seven  days 

noble    Earl    made  that    these    counties  it  can  be  destroyed.     There  are,  of  course, 

were  not  receiving  any  special  considera-  \  exemptions  in  the  Bill,  and  crofters  are 

tion.     I  think  I  have  dealt  with  all  the  protected.     No  objection  hns  been  offered 

points   raised  by  noble  Lords  oppo-it^,  to  the  Bill  from  any  source,  and  therefore 
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member  of  His  Majesty^s  Grovernment 
has  recently  stated  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  he  contemplated  the  extension 
of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  to  England 
at  an  early  date.  That  may  possibly 
induce  a  wider  and  closer  attention  to  the 
observations  and  criticisms  that  mav  be 
made  with  regard  to  the  compulsory 
taking  of  land. 

The  Irish  Labourers  Code  is  not  « 
Code  of  yesterday  ;  it  is  a  very  old  one 
— ^it  fittarted  in  1883.  I  well  remember 
its  introduction.  Mr.  Gladstone  was  at 
that  time  Prime  Minister,  and  so  jealous 
was  Parliament  about  taking  away  a 
man's  land  compulsorily  against  his  will 
that  the  full  machinery  of  Provisional 
Orders  that  had  to  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment and  passed  as  Acts  of  Parliament 
was  invoked  as  a  safeguard.  It  was 
thought,  and  I  assented  at  the  time,  that 
that  was  too  long  and  too  expensive  a 
machinery  to  be  applied  in  the  case  of 
land  that  might  be  required  for  purposes 
of  erecting  labourers  cottages,  and  another 
mechanism  was  substituted  to  meet  the 
case.  A  hearing  before  the  Privy  Council 
was  substituted  where  an  owner  was 
(iissatis6ed  with  his  land  being  taken 
compulsorily.  I  have  had  the  honour  of 
sitting  at  the  hearing  of  19  out  of  20  of 
those  appeals,  because  the  president  of 
that  tribunal  is  the  Lord  CnancelJor  of 
Ireland  assisted  by  Judges  of  the  High 
Court.  That  is  the  tribunal  now  in 
existence.  I  admit  that  it  is  too  strong 
for  the  purpose  of  this  Bill,  but  I  con- 
tend that  there  must  be  a  judicial 
tribunal  to  consider  under  what  con- 
ditions the  compulsory  taking  of  land 
should  be  sanctioned. 

The  points  to  be  decided  here  are 
not  points  which  can  be  dealt  with  off 
hand.  The  Code  comprises  a  great  many 
Acts  of  Parliament.  It  is  not  legal  to 
put  a  cottage  where  it  would  interfere 
with  the  amenity  of  residence,  and  it  is 
not  legal  to  erect  one  in  a  demesne  or 
home  farm  or  on  lands  usually  enjoyed 
with  them.  There  are  other  legal  points 
to  be  considered,  and  there  are  also  facts  as 
to  the  site.  A  site  might  be  selected  owing 
to  the  unpopularity  of  a  certain  person 
or  for  other  mdirect  motives.  Sites  have 
been  selected  in  the  past  in  some  cases  in 
a  way  which  did  not  commend  themselves 
to  impartial  persons.  Therefore  there 
will  be  many  points  to  be  considered  by 

Laid  Ashbourne, 


the  appellate  authority.  Originally  Parlia- 
ment decided  these  points.  At  prcsenc 
the  tribunal  in  Ireland  is  the  Privy. 
Council.  For  that  it  is  now  proposed  to 
substitute  an  inspector  of  the  Jjocal 
Government  Board,  who  shall  have  power 
to  make  a  Provisional  Order.  The  like 
of  it  was  never  known  before  in  any 
legislation. 


At  present  this  is  in  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  highest  legal  tribunal  in  Ireland. 
Under  this  Bill  it  is  proposed  to  substi- 
tute an  inspector  of  the  Local  Grovern- 
ment Board)  from  whose  decision  there  is 
to  be  an  appeal  to  his  own  Board.  I  have 
every  respect  for  the  Local  Government 
Board — I  have  the  honour  of  knowing  all 
its  members  —but  it  is  not  stated  in  the 
Bill  that  there  is  to  be  an  appeal  to  them. 
As  I  understand  an  appeal,  the  tribunal 
should  hear  the  parties  and  see  the 
witnesses.  The  Local  Government 
Board  will  not  see  either  of  the 
parties  or  hear  any  of  the  witnesses. 
They  will  be  given  for  perusal  a 
copy  of  the  evidence  and  the  report 
of  the  inspector.  But  is  that  an  appeal  t 
If  they  do  not  like  what  they  read  they 
can  send  down  an  inspector  to  make  an- 
other report ;  they  may  have  a  cartload 
of  reports,  but  they  will  not  see  either  of 
the  parties  or  hear  any  of  the  witnesses. 
In  no  sense  of  the  term  can  that  be 
called  an  appeal.  I  wish  to  be  perfectly 
frank  upon  this  question,  and  I  must  say 
it  is  impossible  to  regard  any  appeal  as 
satisfactory  which  does  not  give  the 
parties  the  option  of  getting  at  a  judicial 
mind,  of  going  before  some  persons 
accustomed  to  weigh  and  balance  evi 
dence.  I  do  not  now  take  any  absolute 
stand  as  to  the  form  the  tribunal  should 
take,  but  I  shall  not  be  satisfied  if  an  op- 
poHunity  is  not  given  to  the  paities  of  sub- 
mitting their  case  to  some  judicial  mind. 

*L0RD  CLONBROCK :  My  Lords,  I 
fully  concur  in  what  has  fallen  from  my 
noble  and  learned  friend  as  to  the  excel- 
lent objects  of  this  Bill.  I  am  sure  every 
one  would  desire  to  see  the  labourers  of 
Ireland  living  in  proper  sanitary  houses 
instead  of  the  miserable  hovels  in  which 
in  some  places  they  are  still  condemned 
to  live.  But  it  sometimes  happens  that 
a  measure  of  this  kind,  which  may  have 
originated  with  the  best  intentions,  is 
diverted  from  its  ordinary  course  and 
made  to   assume  ooe  which  was   never 
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anticipated   and  which  the    odginators 
would  most  strongly  deprecate. 

The    previous    Labourers  Acts   have  I 
undoubtedly  done  great  good,  but  pro- ' 
eeedings  under  them  have  been   taken  . 
from  unworthy  motives.     My  noble  and  i 
learned  friend  has  had  great  experience,  | 
having  presided  at  the  meetings  of  the  ' 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  | 
and  he  has  pointed  out  that  what  he  de- ' 
scribed  as  indirect  motives  have  very  often 
actuated   the  promoters  of  schemes  for 
labourers  cottages.     I  have  had  the  hon- 
our of  sitting    once    or    twice    on    the 
Judicial    Committee,     and  it  is  m  my 
recollection  that  cases  have  come  before 
Ais  where  sites  for  cottages  have  been 
chosen  from  purposes  of  spite,  owiog  to  the 
farmer   or    the    owner  having    become 
unpopular  in  the  neighbourhood,  possibly 
through  not  adhering  to  the  policy  of  the 
United  Irish  League  or  something  of  that 
■kind.     I  reinemlH}r  great  surprise  being 
expressed  on  one  occasion   that  such  a 
jBcheme    had   been    sanctioned    by    the 
Local  Government   Board.     It  is  there- 
fore mpst  necessary  that  there  should  be 
some  court  of  appeal  where  such  matters 
would    be  thoroughly    scrutinised,    and 
were  all  the   legal  aspects  of  the  case 
.would  be  considered,  so  as  to  prevent 
the  chance  of  a  measure  intended  for  the 
•benefit  of  one  class  of  the  population 
.being  turned  into  a  sort  of  engine  of 
oppression  on  other  classes. 

Apart  from  motives  such  as  I  hn'e 
'described,  it  often  happens  that  un- 
reasonable representations  are  made  for 
cottages,  and  increased  facilities  will  now 
be  given  for  making  these  representa- 
tions. In  the  original  Act  the  represen- 
tation tliat  came  before  the  Ixmrd  of 
^guardians,  the  body  whch  then  had  the 
conduct  of  these  matters,  had  to  be 
signed  by  12  persons.  Bj  the  Purchase 
Act  of  1903  that  number  was  reduced  to 
six,  and  now  it  is,  by  this  Bill,  to  be 
reduced  to  three.  The  greater  the  facili- 
ties given  for  these  representations  the 
greater  will  be  their  number,  and  the 
more  unreasonable  it  may  be  anticipated 
will  be  some  of  the  demands.  As  it  is, 
the  Act  has  not  been  always  worked  in 
*th6  most  reasonable  manner  and  mistakes 
have  been  made.  I  have  heard  of  cases 
where  labourers  cottages  are  now  stand- 
ing vacant  owing  to  difficulty  in  finding 
occupants.  I  have  heard  of  a  cottage 
being  occupied  by  a  fiddler,  and  of  a  case 


where  it  was  attempted  to  give  a 
cottage  to  a  coachman  on  the  gro\ind 
that  he  might  be  considered  an 
agricultural  lahourer  because  his  wife 
had  planted  a  crop  of  potatoes.  I  must, 
however,  add  that  in  the  latter  case  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  application  was 
attended  with  success.  But  it  shows 
how  carefully  all  such  matters  should  be 
scrutinised. 

My  noble  and  learned  friend  the  late 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  alluded  to  the 
provision  respecting  the  taking  of  land  by 
compulsion.  There  is  a  very  remarkable 
sub-section  in  the  Bill  which  prohibits  the 
question  of  compulsion  being  taken  into 
account  in  fixing  the  price  of  the  land.  It 
has  always  been  the  custom,  in  taking 
land  compulsorily  for  any  purpose,  to 
make  allowance  for  the  fact  of  its  oeing  so 
taken.  Whether  or  not  the  fact  of  com- 
pulsion ought  to  be  taken  into  account  in 
every  case,  it  certainly  seems  to  me  to  be 
a  very  strong  measure  to  fetter  the  hands 
of  the  arbitrator  and  prevent  him  taking 
this  course  where  he  thinks  it  necessary. 

It  may  be  said  that  these  are  small 
plots  of  land  and  that  the  difference  in 
the  amount  awarded  by  the  arbitrator, 
whether  he  took  compulsion  into 
account  or  not,  would  not  be  material. 
But  it  is  a  most  dangerous  prece- 
dent in  view  of  future  legislation ;  and 
I  commend  this  to  the  attention  of  all 
noble  Lords,  whether  they  come  from 
Ireland  or  not,  because  we  are  told  on 
high  authority,  as  my  noble  and  learned 
friend  reminded  the  House,  that  a  measure 
drawn  on  the  lines  of  this  one  is  to  be 
introduced  at  an  early  date  for  Eng- 
land. I  would  impress  upon  the 
House  the  danger  of  laying  down  that 
no  alloVance  shall  ever  be  made  in 
respect  of  the  purchase  being  compul- 
sory. There  are  several  other  points  in 
regard  to  which  Amendments  will  be  pro- 
posed. But  these  Amendments  will  not 
affect  the  structure  of  the  Bill,  and  will, 
I  hope,  have  a  favourable  reception  at  the 
hanos  of  His  Majesty's  Government.  If 
thev  are  adopted  the  result  may  be  a  Bill 
which  will  confer  great  benefit  on  the 
class  concerned  without  inflicting  injustice 
on  any  other  class. 

The  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN:  My 
Lords,  I  think  it  is  a  matter  for  congratu- 
lation that  even  at  this  late  period  of  the 
session  a  first-class  Government  Bill  has 
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at  last  come  up  to  this  House,  and  a  Bill 
which  in  its  character  is  likely  to  commend 
itself  generally  to  noble  Lords  on  both 
sides  of  the  House.  Speaking  personally, 
as  an  Irish  ex-landlord,  or  a  limited 
occupying  owner — I  am  not  quite  sure 
exactly  what  I  am — but  speaking  as  an 
Irishman,  I  would  like  to  express  my 
personal  satisfaction  that  a  Bill  has  come 
up  to  your  Lordships'  House  which,  if 
passed,  will,  I  am  sure,  be  capable  of 
adding  materially  to  the  prosperity  of 
Ireland. 

It  has  been  mentioned  both  by  my 
noble  and  learned  friend  Lord  Ashbourne 
and  by  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat 
down  that  legislation  of  a  similar  character 
will  probably  be  undertaken  as  affecting 
Great  Britain,  and  that  being  so  it  is  quite 
proper  that  your  Lordships  should  look 
at  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  rather  with 
a  view  to  the  effect  that  similar  legislation 
may  have  in  this  country.  But  I  would 
ask  your  Lordships  at  the  same  time  to 
remember  that  the  circumstances  of 
Ireland  in  every  respect,  financial,  social, 
and  economical,  are  quite  peculiar,  and 
that  this  Bill  is  only  applicable  to  that 
portion  of  the  United  Kingdom.  I  hope, 
therefore,  that  the  Bill  will  be  considered 
by  your  Lordships  on  its  merits,  and  with 
a  view  to  seeing  how  its  provisions  will 
meet  the  peculiar  requirements  of  that 
portion  of  the  United  Kingdom  to  which 
it  applied. 

I  have  said  that  circumstances  in 
Ireland  are  pecular.  They  are  peculiar 
in  this  respect,  as  affecting  this  Bill,  that 
it  is  absolutely  impossible  to  draw  a 
distinct  line,  as  can  be  done  in  England, 
between  the  labouring  class  and  the  farm- 
ing class.  The  two  classes  merge  quite 
imperceptibly  one  in  the  other,  sCad  it  has 
always  been  felt  that  legislation  inter- 
fering in  any  way  with  the  relations  of 
landlord  and  tenant  of  necessity  required 
remedial  legislation  also  affecting  the 
other  class  interested  in  land — the  labour- 
ing class,  otherwise  injustice  would  be 
done.  I  think,  therefore,  that  your  Lord- 
ships should  look  upon  this  Bill  as  not 
only  a  Bill  designed  for  the  benefit  of  the 
labourers  of  Ireland,  but  also  a  measure 
which  is  really  a  necessary  complement 
of  the  Act  of  1903— a  Bill  necessary  to 
round  off  the  corners  of  that  Act  and  com- 
plete it.  I  think  that  has  been  generally 
recognised. 

2'he  Earl  of  Dunraven, 


Parliament  has  occupied  itself    with 
this  question  for  the  last  twenty  or  twenty- 
five  years.     There  have  been  six  or  seven 
Acts    passed     and     one     Bill    dropped 
dealing  with  this  subject,  and  not  <»fte 
of    those    passed    has    been    anything 
like  a  complete  success  for  the  simple 
reason     that    the    procedure    was    too 
costly,   too  cumbersome,    and   too  dila- 
tory,   and    that   the    financial    support 
given  to  the  BOl  was  not  sufficient.     I 
think  all  these  defects  will  be  remedied 
under  the  measure  which  is  now  before 
your  Lordships.     The  financial  arrange- 
ments,  I   imagine,   will  be  ample,    but 
there  are  one  or  two  points  which  I  should 
be  glad  if  some  member  of  His  Majesty's 
Gk)vemment  would  explain  a  little  mate 
fully.     After  all,  the  financial  part  is  the 
most  important  of  any  Bill  of  this  sort. 
The   noble    Lord    who    introduced    the 
Bill  mentioned  the  Development  Grant. 
That  grant   crops  up  continually  in  the 
Bill,  and  I  should  like  to  ask  whether  the 
Development  Grant  is  capable  of  bearing 
the  additional  strain  that  will  be  put  upcm 
it  under  this  Bill.      I  think  there  is  a 
lump  sum  of  £70,000  or  £80,000  to  come 
out  of  it,  and  then  there  is  an  annual  sum 
of  £28,000  to  be  drawn  from  it.     The 
noble  Lord  who  introduced  the  Bill  said, 
I  think,  that  £28,000  would  be  placed  to 
the  credit  of  the  Development  Grant  by 
the    Treasury,   and   that    this  £28,000 
would  be  drawn  from  the  Development 
Grant  for  the  purposes  of  the  Act.     But 
it  is  the  other  way  about.     The  £28,000 
may  be   drawn  from   the   Development 
Grant  and  afterwards  the  money  will  be 
refunded  by  Parliament     It  may  be  six 
mouths  afterwards,  and  in  the  meantime 
the  Development  Grant  Fund  may  not  be 
able  to  find   the   money.      It  must   be 
remembered  that  the  Development  Grant, 
which  was  intended  for  educational  pur- 
poses,  is    applied   to  every  conceivable 

purpose  under  heaven  except  ^education. 
It  is  already  hypothecated  to  meet  losses 
on  floating  loans  to  finance  the  Land 
Purchase  Act ;  and  the  losses  made  on 
flotation  have  been  heavier  than  they 
ought  to  have  been.  There  are  other 
large  demands  in  this  Bill  on  the  Develop- 
ment Grant,  and  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  there  is  any  security  that  the 
Development  Grant  Mrill  be  able  to  bear 
this  extra  strain  without  becoming 
exhausted. 
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Then  there  is  a  capital  sum  of  £150,000 

to   be   paid  from    the    Petty  Sessional 

Olerks'  Fund,  the  interest  on  which  is  to 

T>e  used  for  the  purposes  of  this  Bill,  but 

I  understand  that  this  money  is  already 

granted    to    the    local    authorities    for 

another  purpose.     If  ho^  it  is  obvious  that 

it  is  not  in  the  nature  of  a  ^rant  to  the 

local  authorities.     It  is  mere^  taking  the 

money  out  of  the  one  pocket  and  putting 

it  into  the  other.     I  imagine  that  nothing 

of  the  kind  will  take  place  as  regards  the 

lump  sum  of  4t\  miUiouis  that  may  be 

provided  out  of  the  Land  Purchase  Fund. 

1  assume  that  the  operations  of  Land 

Purchase  will  not  be  in  any  way  impeded 

on  that  account;    that  is   to  say,  that 

>  sufficient    money    will    be    found  from 

-time    to  time,  as   required,   to   finance, 

.not    only  the  Land  Purchase  Act,   but 

this    Act;     because,  however  desirable 

it  is  that  the  just  claims  of  the  labourers 

should     be    satisfied,    that    would    be 

dearly  purchased  if  it  caused  any    addi- 

ttional  impediment  to  the  working  of  the 

Xiand  Purchase  Act,  and  added  to  the 

disappointment     and     vexation     which 

-already  exist  owing  to  the  long  delay 

-which   takes    plac3  in  completing  sales 

That  is  all  I  have  to  say  on  the  subject 

•of  finance. 

But  there  are  one  or  two  other  questions 
J  should  like  to  refer  to  at  this  stage  of 
the  Bill.  The  Bill,  as  your  Lor^hips 
know,  is  not  retrospective.  In  my 
.bumble  opinion  it  ought  to  have  been 
made  retrospective,  but  that  is  a  matter 
^which  this  House  cannot  concern  itself 
with.  It  is  not  retrospective,  and  the 
^consequence  is  that  the  district  councils 
who  have  done  their  duty  and  availed 
themselves  of  the  existing  Labourers 
Act«  and  built  cottages  will  be  placed  at 
.a  great  disadvantage  as  compared  with 
.those  district  councils  which  have  not 
done  their  duty  in  this  matter.  In  the 
first  case  the  district  councils  will  be 
paying  interest  of  4  ^  or  5  per  cent  and 
providing  a  sinking  fund,  probably 
S  or  6 J  per  cent,  in  all;  whereas, 
in  the  second  case,  the  district  councils 
will  obtain  money  at  3^  per  cent. 
It  is  very  hard  lines  upon  those  councils 
-which  have  done  their  duty  that  they 
should  be  placed  at  this  disadvantage, 
4ind  it  is  a  very  bad  example  to  set  to  the 
country.  Of  course  that  cannot  be 
remedied  by  this  House.  I  would  only 
jQspreits  a  hope  that  at  some  future  time 


His  Majesty's  Government  will  consider 
the  whole  question  of  loans,  with  a  view 
to  seeing  if  they  cannot  put  them  upon 
some  uniform  oasis.  At  present  the 
whole  of  what  I  may  call  the  internal 
finance  of  Ireland  is  in  a  confused 
and  complicated  condition.  There  is 
a  clause  in  the  Bill  which  I  imagine 
to  be  designed  as  a  relief  to  this 
injustice.  I  refer  to  Clause  18.  Under 
that  clause  I  take  it  that  the  residue  of 
the  Exchequer  Grants  which  remain 
unexpended  in  certain  counties  will  be 
divided  among  other  counties  according 
to  the  proportion  in  which  cottages  have 
been  built.  That  seems  to  me  an  exceed- 
ingly fair  arrangement.  Where  these 
residues  have  accumulated  to  a  large 
extent  they  have  accumulated  in  the 
counties  in  which  the  district  councils 
have  refused  to  build  cottages.  It  seems 
to  be  reasonable  that  in  such  cases  this 
unexpended  balance  should  be  given  in 
relief  to  the  counties  where  the  district 
councils  have  done  their  duty  in  the 
matter.  I  should  like  to  ask  His  Majesty's 
Government  to  what  extent  that  is  likely  to 
give  relief.  Of  course  it  is  impossible  for 
me,  or  for  any  private  member  of  your 
Lord'«hips'  House,  to  judge  how  far  those 
sums  will  assist  the  district  councils  who 
have  raised  loans  in  liquidating  those 
loans.  I  take  it  for  granted  that  councils 
which  have  raised  loans  for  the  purposes 
of  former  Acts  will  continue  to  have  to 
pay  the  interest  of  those  loans  even  after 
the  passing  of  this  Act.  Therefore  it  is 
important,  I  think,  to  know  how  far  they 
will  get  any  relief  under  Clause  18. 

This  Bill  deals  with  two  quite  distinct 
subjects.  It  aims  at  assisting  the  district 
councils  to  provide  decent  houses  and 
decent  accommodation  for  the  labouring 
population,  and  it  has  a  provision  whereby 
certain  meritorious  and  selected  labourers 
can  be  allowed  to  obtain  conveyances  for 
the  purchase  of  holdings.  That  is  quite 
a  different  thing.  To  the  principle  I 
have  not  the  slightest  objection  to  raise. 
On  the  contrary,  I  think  it  is  a  very 
legitimate  and  good  thing  to  hold  out 
a  sort  of  premium  to  the  labourer  to  be 
thrifty  and  industrious  in  the  hope  of 
becoming  the  owner  of  a  holding.  But 
I  think  the  way  in  which  that  is  ad- 
ministered ought  to  be  most  carefully 
considered. 

Parliament  has  been  occupying  itself, 
not  with  any  very    great    measure  of 


Labourers 


{LORDS} 


{IreUnd)  Bill. 


4$ 


Buccess,  for  a  long  time  in  trying  to  solve 
what  is  commonly  called  the  Western 
problem — the  existence  of  a  great  number 
of  utterly  uneconomic  holdings,  prin- 
cipally in  the  West  of  Ireland.  The 
Congested  Districts  Board  are  labouring 
at  it;  the  Estates  Commissioners  are 
labouring  at  it ;  and  a  Royal  Commission 
has  been  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
subject.  The  only  remedy  is  to  en- 
deavour to  turn  these  uneconomic  hold 
ings  into  economic  holdings,  and  if  the 
State  is  to  assist  in  doing  that  on  the  one 
hand  it  surely  would  be  the  height  of 
folly  were  it  on  the  other  hand  to  create 
other  equally  uneconomic  holdings.  I  do 
not  think  myself  that  that  clause  will 
have  a  very  large  area  of  operation, 
because  the  country  is  not  big  enough ; 
but  at  any  rate  the  labourer  must  be 
safeguarded  against  becoming  the 
possessor  of  a  small  and  uneconomic 
holding.  The  labourer  lives  practically  by 
his  labour  hired  out.  It  is  quite  a  proper 
thing  that  he  should  have  a  plot  of  land  on 
which  to  occupy  himself  when  he  is  not 
working  and  at  odd  hours. '  But  as  soon 
as  you  give  him  beyond  one  acre  of  land 
I  am  perfectly  certain  that  in  Ireland  t6e 
man  will  cease  to  be  a  labourer, 
and  will  consider  himself  a  small  farmer. 

I  do  not  know  whether  the  provisions 
in  the  Bill  for  simplifying  the  proving  of 
title,  conveyance,  and  so  on,  are  sufficient 
or  not.  Your  Lordships  must  remember 
that  the  district  councils  will  have  to 
deal  with  a  most  peculiar  state  of  (jthings 
in  Ireland.  There  are,  and  there  will  be, 
absolute  owners,  limited  owners  who  have 
not  sold,  tenants  who  have  bought  and 
tenants  who  have  not  bought,  and  there 
will  be  an  immense  number  of  landlords 
and  tenants  in  process  of  selling  and  buy- 
ing, and  with  all  these  different  classes  of 
people  the  district  councils  will  have  to 
deal.  It  therefore  seems  to  me  essential 
that  there  should  be  some  simple  and  effica- 
cious means  of  proving  title  and  convey- 
ing land.  I  wish  to  impress  on  the 
House  the  great  importance  of  this, 
because  it  would  be  a  thousand  pities  if 
this  Bill  were  to  be  in  any  way  marred 
by  delays  through  difficulties  in  connec- 
tion with  the  proving  of  title  or  legal 
matters  of  that  kind.  It  would  be  very 
regrettable  if  anything  occurred  to 
destroy  the  value  of  the  Bill,  because  it 
is  a  good  Bill,  a  very  good  Bill. 

The  Earl  cf  Dunraven, 


This  is  a  Bill  which  I  believe  is  capable 
of  effecting  an  immense  improvement  in 
Ireland.  It  deals,  to  my  mind  satisfac- 
torily, with  the  very  just  claims  of  the- 
labouring  population,  and  there  is  no 
portion  of  the  population  in  Ireland  who 
are  more  deserving  than  the  labourers  of 
the  consideration  of  the  State.  There  is 
no  class  in  Ireland,  either,  more  capable' 
of  availing  themselves  and  making  the 
most  of  an}''  assistance  that  the  State  will 
give  them.  Taking  them  as  a  whole 
the  labouring  population  of  Ireland  are 
sober,  industrious,  and  intelligent  nlen. 
Anyone  who  knows  Ireland  at  all  wiU 
bear  me  out  in  saying  that  where  cottages 
have  been  provided  for  the  labourers  they 
have  been  well  kept.  In  that  thft 
labourers  have  set  a  very  good 
example  to  many  of  those  who  ar^ 
above  them  in  the  social  scale.  There 
is,  1  repeat,  no  clats  more  deserv- 
ing than  the  labouring  class,  and  I 
believe  this  Bill  will  be  of  great  assistance 
to  them,  and,  working  together  with  the 
Act  of  1903,  will  add  greatly  to  thft 
prosperity  and  contentment  of  Irelandl 

The  Earl  of  ARRAN  :  My  Lords^ 
coming  from  the  extreme  west  of  Ireland 
I  shodd  like  to  state  the  views  which  ar^ 
held  in  that  part  of  the  country  with 
regard  to  this  Bill.  The  Bill  when  it 
first  appeared  in  another  place  was  greeted 
as  any  Bill  which  tends  to  amelibrate  the 
condition  of  any  class  of  Irishmen  must; 
be,  with  entire  approval.  So  far  as  one 
can  see,  this  Bill  aims  at,  and  will  succeed 
in  many  ways  in  bringing  about,  this, 
amelioration,  though  in  some  details  it 
may  not  quite  meet  with  the  approval 
of  every  class  in  Ireland.  The  land- 
owning class  in  three  parts  of  Ireland  are 
practically  unrepresented  in  another  place^ 
and  it  is  only  when  a  measure  reached^ 
your  Lordships'  House  that  the  views  of 
the  landowning  class  can  be  fully  heard! 
and  due  weight  given  to  their  opinions,, 
which  I  venture  to  urge  are  worth  listen- 
ing to.  Any  measure  which,  however - 
indirectly  or  in  however  small  a  way,, 
affects  the  question  of  landownership,  a» 
undoubtedly  this  Bill  does,  must  receive 

the  very  gravest  attention.     There  are* 

two  points  as  to  which- 1  would  venture 

to  endorse  the  opinions  of  Lord' Ashbourne- 

and  Lord  Cronbrockv     First  of  all,  there^ 

is  the  alteration  in  the  Court  of  Appeal. 

I  will  not  enter  into  detail  upon,  that,  but 
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I  venture  to  support  moet  earnestly  what 
waa  said  with  regard  to  it  by  Lord 
Ashbourne.  I  venture  to  think  that 
amongst  the  landowning  and  what  is 
called  the  loyalist  class  in  Ireland  the 
Local  Government  Board  aa  a  Court  of 
Appeal  iff  not  looked  upon  with  universal 
approval.  As  a  Court  of  Appeal  we  would 
urge  the  appointment  of  either  a  county 
court  Judge  oi  a  Judge  of  assize. 

The  second  point  is  as  to  the  question 
of  compensation  for  compulsory  sale. 
Although  the  question  of  compensation 
for  the  compulsory  taking  of  land  under 
this  Act  must  be  very  small,  a  very 
dangerous  precedent  is  involved.  I  ven- 
ture to  hope  your  Lordships  will  alter  this 
clause  or  even  omit  it,  so  tnat  a  dangerous 
precedent  in  regard  to  future  legislation 
may  not  be  set  up  without  the  point  being 
fully  considered  upon  its  merits.  The 
Bill  as  it  stands  requires  some  alterations, 
but  when  they  are  made  I  believe  it  will 
serve  the  object  for  which  it  is  intended 
and  ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  labour- 
ing classes  of  Ireland. 

Thk  Earl  of  MAYO :  My  Lords, 
I  desire  -at  the  outset  to  congratulate  the 
noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill  upon  the 
very  lucid  manner  in  which  he  explained 
the  first  Irish  measure  he  has  had  the 
pleasure  of  expounding  to  this  House. 
Vfe  admit  that  this  is  a  necessary  Bill, 
and,  as  mv  noble  friend  Lord  Dunraven 
said,  it  follows  on  the  Act  of  1903.  He 
will  remember  that  the  Land  Conference 
on  which  we  both  sat  expressed  the 
opinion  that  the  labourers  question  should 
be  dealt  with. 

As  regards  the  finance  of  the  Bill,  I  do 
DOt  consider  it  very  satisfactory.  There 
are  rumours  that  one  of  the  judgeships  is 
to  be  done  away  with,  and  there  are 
certain  parties  who  do  not  wish  that 
course  to  be  taken.  With  regard  to  the 
proposed  reduction  in  the  salary  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  an  endeavour 
in  this  direction  has  been  made  for  twenty 
years  without  success.  There  is,  how- 
ever, one  point  in  the  Bill  which  I  consider 
rather    satisfactory.       We    are    to    get 

*X28,000  from  the  British  Exchequer. 
As  one  who  feels  that  Ireland  is  exces- 
sively overtaxed,  that  part  of  the  Bill 
appeals  to  me  very  much.  This  is  the 
cheapest  form  of  Labourers  Bill  that  we 

'  have  had  yet. 


As  to  the  question  of  appeal,  it: 
must  be  quite  clear  to  His  Majesty's 
Government,  after  the  speeches  to- 
which  they  have  listened,  that  we 
are  not  satisfied  with  appeal  from 
the  Local  Government  Board  inspector 
to  the  Local  Grovemment  Board.  It  is 
not  a  judicial  appeal;  indeed,  it  is  no 
appeal  at  all.  It  is  an  appeal  from  Philip 
drunk  to  Philip  sober,  and  we  are  not 
likely  to  see  the  Local  Government  Bourd 
upset  the  Provisional  Order  which  their 
inspector  has  allowed  under  this  BfU.. 
With  regard  to  the  compulsory  taking  of 
land,  the  Government  must  realise  thf^t 
we  shall  offer  an  Amendment  to  th^t 
clause.  In  no  other  case  where  land  is- 
compulsorily  taken  is  the  arbitrator 
precluded  from  taking  into  consideratioa 
the  fact  of  compulsory  purchase.  We  do* 
not,  therefore,  consiaer  the  provision  i^^ 
this  Bill  at  all  satisfactory. 

My  noble  friend  Lord  Dunraverv 
mentioned  the  matter  of  the  purchase 
of  other  plots  of  land  for  labourers^ 
but  there  is  a  safeguard  in  the  Bill 
with  regard  to  that,  inasmuch  as- 
the  labourer  cannot  get  the  new  plot 
without  vacating  his  cottage.  I  am 
rather  glad  that  that  provision  is  in  the^ 
Bill.  We  know  that  when  there  is  aa 
opportunity  of  acquiring  land  the 
Nationalists  take  good  care  to  acquire^ 
all  they  can,  and  it  is  therefore  our  duty,, 
as  representing  the  landowners,  to  look 
after  the  interests  of  those  belonging^ 
to  that  class.  For  thai  reason  we  shall 
put  forward  Amendments  when  the 
Committee  sta^e  of  the  Bill  is  taken,  and. 
I  hope  His  ilajesty's  Government  will 
see  their  way  to  accept  our  proposais. 
They  will  not  affect  the  principle  of  tJie- 
Bill  in  any  way,  but  on  the  contrary^ 
will  render  its  working  more  easy.     ' 

♦The  Earl  of  CREWE  :  My  Lords,  I 
think   my  noble  friend  behind  me  has. 
every  reason  to  congratulate  himself  on 
the  reception  which  this  Bill  has  had  at 
the  hands  of  your  Lordships.     Its  career 
in  another  place  was  also  very  pleasant^ 
and  quite  the  opposite  of  stormy,  and  I 
libpe,  although  certain  Amendments  ara* 
hinted  at  by  noble   Lords  opposite,  its 
career  here  will  not  be  of  a  very  eventful 
kind.     I  most  thoroughly  endorse  what 
fell  from  my  noble  friend  Lord  Dunraven 
as   to  the   admirable  character    of    the* 
people    whom   this  Bill   is  intended  to 
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I  confidently  hope  your  Lordships  uHll 
give  it  a  Second  Keading. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill   be  now  read 
'2'^"— (if?ar^  Carringtcm.) 

The  Earl  of  ONSLOW  :  My  Lords, 
I  must  congratulate  the  noble  Earl  on 
having  induced  those  who  think  with  him 
and  who  are  in  the  majority  in  the  other 
House  to  give  their  sanction  to  this  Bill. 
It  is  a  measure  which  in  substance  has 
been  placed  before  Parliament  by  his  pre- 
decessors in  office,  including  myself ;  and 
in  the  year  1904 1  thought  that  a  measure, 
not  perhaps  quite  so  amoitious  as  this  one, 
might  have  been  got  through  the  House 
of  Commons  without  any  controversy,  but 
an  accident  happened  to  it  and  it  did  not 
pass  into  law  that  session.  The  noble 
Earl  has  been  able  to  persuade  his  friends 
in  the  House  of  Commons  to  pass  legisla- 
tioA  from  his  Department  which  I  regret 
to  say  I  found  it  impossible  to  get  passed 
when  I  had  the  honour  of  being  at  the 
.'head  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture. 

This  Bill  will  be  productive  of  great 
advantage  in  all  rural  districts.  It  has 
been  said  that  it  is  a  measure  for  ringing 
the  curfew  on  the  dogs  and  that  they  are 
to  be  confined  after  certain  hours  on  the 
premises  of  their  masters.  But  I  do  not 
.  think  that  is  a  provision  of  which  anyone 
can  complain.  The  regulations  will  be  in 
the  hands  of  the  Board  oi  Agriculture, 
and  I  think  they  may  safely  be  entrusted 
to*  deal  with  the  matter  fairly.  With 
t  regard  to  the  clause  which  deals  with 
exemption  from  licences,  I  venture  to 
think  that  there  is  a  very  grave  scandal 
indeed  in  the  enormous  number  of  dogs 
which  are  kept  without  licences  on  grounds 
wholly  insufficient,  and  I  am  glad  that 
the  noble  Earl  proposes  to  minimise  that 
scandal  by  making  the  conditions  under 
which  exemption  can  be  obtained  more 
stringent  than  at  present. 

I  should  like  to  know  what  is  the 
object  of  Clause  7  which  provides  that 
•until  the  first  day  of  January,  1912,  the 
Bill  shall  not  apply  to  Scotland.  I  should 
have  thought  that  it  was  precisely  in  the 
nlountainous  districts  of  Scotland  and 
Wales  where  the  great  majority  of 
exemptions  from  licences  existed,  and 
.that  the  provisions  of  the  Act  should  be 
enforced  there  without  delay.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  when  we  reach  the  Com- 
mittee stage  the  noble  Earl  will  explain 

Earl  Carrington, 
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the  reasons   why  Scotland  is   specially 
favoured  and  is  to  have  this  five  year» 
exemption.    There  are  one  or  two  clauses 
here  which  were  not  in  the  Bill  as  intro- 
duced into  the  House  of  Commons  when. 
I  had  the  honour  of  being  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture.     One  is  that 
a  register  is  to  be  kept  of  all  dogs  received 
in  any  home — a  provision  which  is  a  dis- 
tinct improvement.      The  second  is  that 
farmers  and  landowners  are  to  be  required 
to  burv  carcases  of  animals  that  die  on 
their  farms  to  which  dogs  gain  access. 
I  do  not  quite  know  whether  there   are 
any  words  which  will  require  the  burying 
of  the  carcases  within  a  certain  time,  but  I 
observe  in  the  Bill  that  it  is  provided 
that  any  person  who  shall  "knowingly 
and  without ' reasonable  excuse"  permit 
the  carcase  to  remain  unburied  shall  be 
liable,  etc.     I  take  it  that  the  intention 
is  that  if  it  is  done  within  reasonable 
time  the  penalty  will  not  fall  upon  tha 
offender.   '  On  the  whole,  I  congratulate 
the  noble  Earl  on  having  got  this  Bill 
through  the  other  ^ouse  of  Parliament,, 
and  I  hope  yopr  Lordships  will  give  it 
your  sanction  and  that  it  will  pass  into  law* 

The  EiOiL  of  MAYO :  My  Lords,  I 
am  very  glad  that  this  Bill  has  been 
brought  in  and  that  it  applies  to  Ireland^ 
The  provision  with  regard  to  the  wearing 
of  collars  is  that  the  ^ard  of  Agriculture 
may  make  an  order  requiring  this.  I 
think  it  would  be  better  if  it  were  made 
absolutely  mandatory  that  all  dogs  should 
have  collars.  If  the  noble  Earl  v-ould 
consider  that  suggestion  I  should  be  ver^ 
much  obliged.  Although  you  suffer  in, 
England  from  stray  dogs  you  have  no 
idea  what  it  is  in  Ireland.  It  is  some- 
thing fearful ;  they  go  about  the  country 
killing  sheep  in  all  curections.  *  Poison  is 
laid  down  wholesale,  and  I  have  known  of 
nine  or  ten  dogs  belonging  to  farmers  and 
others  being  killed  by  these  poisons  when 
taken  out  for  walks  by  their  owners.  I 
hope  the  noble  Earl  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
will  endeavour  to  make  what  I  will  call  the 
collaring  order  a  little  stronger. 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2^  and  committee! 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  om 
Monday  next. 


House  adjoarned  at  twenty 
mhintes  before  Eight  o'clock*, 
to  Monday  next,  a  quarts 
before' Eleven  o^olook. 
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The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  Clock. 


PRIVATE  BILL  Bl/SINESS, 


•  Bacup  Corporation  Bill ;  Cork  City 
^tailways  and  Works  Bill;  Derby  Gas 
Bill ;  Middlesex  County  Council  (General 
Powers)  Bill;  St.  John's  (Westminster) 
Improvement  Bill ;  Todmorden  Corpora- 
tion Bill ;  Tottenham  and  Edmonton  Gas 
Bill.  Lords  Amendments  considered,  and 
agreed  to. 

*  Folkestone,  Sandeate,  and  Hythe  Tram- 
i¥ays  Bill  [Lords].  Bead  the  third  time, 
and  passea,  with  Amendments. 

Nettlebed  and  District  Commons  (Pre- 
•jfervation)  Bill  [Lords] ;  Shropshire,  Wor- 
cestershire, and  Staffordshire  Electric 
Power  Bill  [Lordsl.  As  amended,  con- 
sidered ;  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

'  South  Eastern  and  London,  Chatham, 
and  Dover  Railways  Bill  [LonJs]  (by 
Order).  Read  the  third  time,  and  jissed, 
iHth  Amendments. 

Buckhaven,  Methil,  and  Innerleven 
Burgh  Extension  Bill  [Lords].  Ordered, 
That,  in  the  case  of  the  Buckhaven, 
Methil,  and  Innerleven  Burgh  Extension 
Bill  [Lords],  Standing  Orders  82,  211, 
'236,  and  237  be  suspended,  and  that  the 
Committee  on  the  Bill  have  leave  to  sit 
and  proceed  on  Monday  next. — {The 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,) 

'  London  Sauares  and  Enclosures  Bill 
[Lords].  Ordered,  That,  in  the  case 
of  the  London  Squares  and  Enclosures 
Bill  [Lords],  Standing  Orders  82,  211, 
236,  and  237  be  suspended,  and  that  the 
Committee  on  the  Bill  have  leave  to  sit 
and  proceed  on  Monday  next. — {The 
Ckaimtan  of  Ways  and  Means,) 

Local  Government  Provisional  Order 
(Housing  of  Working  Clpsses)  Bill ; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  9)  Bill.  Lords  Amendments  con- 
sidered, and  agreed  to. 


Newburgh  and  North  Fife  Railway 
(Extension  of  Time)  Order  Confirmation 
bill.     Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


Paisley  Roads  Order  Confirmation 
Bill.  Considered  ;  to  be  read  the  third 
time  upon  Monday  next. 

Gas  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1)  Bill 
liOrds].  Reported,  with  Amendments 
Provisional  Orders  confirmed];  Report 
jO  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Bill,  as .  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  next. 

Gas  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Bill 
Lords].  Reported,  with  Amendments 
Provisional  Orders  confirmed];  Report 
io  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  next. 

Gtw  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation 
Bill  [Lords].  Reported,  with  Amend- 
ments [Provision^  Orders  confirmed]; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  next. 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  Bill 
Lords].  Reported,  with  Amendments 
Provisional  Orders  confirmed];  Report 
jO  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  next. 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  3)  Bill  FLords].  Reported,  with 
Amendments  [Provisional  Orders  con- 
firmed] ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  next. 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  4)  Bill  [Lords].  Reported,  with 
Amendments  [Provisional  Orders  con- 
firmed] ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  next. 

Metropolitan  Electric  Supply  Bill. 
Reported,  with  Amendments  ;  Keport  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

Bute  (English  and  Welsh)  Estates  Bill 
[Lords].  Reported,  without  Amendment ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
he  printed. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 
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Great  Yarmouth  Waterworks  iuid 
Lowestoft  Water  and  Gas  Bill  [Lords]. 
Eeported  [Preamble  not  proved] ;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  (GROUP  I). 

Mr.  TouoiiN  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Group  I  of  Private  Bills; 
That,  for  the  convenience  of  parties,  the 
Committee  had  adjourned  till  Monday 
next,  at  Twelve  of  the  clock. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to — Electric 
Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  7) 
Bin  ;  St.  Pancras  Electricity  Bill ;  Hack- 
ney Electricity  Bill ;  London  County 
Council  (Money)  Bill ;  South  Lincolnshire 
Water  Bill ;  Hampstead  Garden  Suburb 
Bill ;  Poole  Corporation  Water  Bill,  with 
Amendments. 

Amendments  to — Prevention  of  Corrup- 
tion    Bill     [Lords]  ;    Western    Valleys 
fMonmouthsnire)   Sewerage  Board    Bill 
Lords],  without  Amendment. 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  7)  Bill.  Lords  Amendments  to  be 
considered  upon  Monday  next* 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 

BILL. 

Petitions  against ;  From  Barrow  on 
Trent ;  Kensworth  :  Lyonsdown  ;  Upper 
Norwood ;  and.  West  Hallam ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 
BILL  (RELIGIOUS  TEACEiING). 

Petitions  against  alteration  of  Law 
From  City  of  London ;  Ennerdale  (two) 
Holmebridge ;  Monyash ;  and,  St.  Erth 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LAND  VALUES  TAXATION,  ETC., 
^SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  St.  Andrews^  for  altera- 
tion ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,    ETC. 


HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSK 

ACT,  1890. 

Return  [presented  July  26th]  to  be 
printed.     [No.  285.] 

POST  OFFICE  (INLAND  POST). 

Copy  presented,  of  the  Liland  Poet^ 
Amendment  (No.  4)  Warrant,  1906> 
dated  June  30th  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

TELEGRAPHS  (FOREIGN  WRITTEN 
TELEGRAMS). 

Copy  presented,  of  the  Telegra|^ 
(Foreign  Written  Telegram)  Regulations^ 
1906,  dated  July  16th,  1906  [by  Act] ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

SOUTH  AFRICA. 

Copy  presented,  of  Reports  by  th& 
High  Commissioner  on  his  visits  to 
Basutoland  and  the  Bechuanaland  Pro- 
tectorate in  1906  [by  Command]  ;  to  li* 
upon  the  Table. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 

Copy  presented,  of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports,  Annual  Series,  Nos. 
3681  to  3683  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

TRADE  REPORTS  .'MISCELLANEOUS 

SERIES). 

Copy  presented,  of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Report,  Miscellaneous  Series> 
No.  653  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  tb& 
Table. 

TRUSTEE  SAVINGS  BANKS. 

Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
[ordered  July  23rd;  Sir  Frederick  Bern- 
bury] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  286.] 

PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  BILL. 

Copy  ordered,  "of  Statement  of 
Particulars  of  Loans  of  which  the  Balances, 
outstanding  are  proposed  to  be  remitted 
or  written  oflf  (in  whole  or  in  part)  from 
the  Assets  of  the  Local  Loans  Fund."— - 
(Mr.  McKenna.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon    the   Table^    and    to    be    printed. 

[Na  287.] 
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CJIVIL    SERVANTS    (RETIREMENT   AT 
THE  AGE  OF  SIXTYFIVE). 

Copy  ordered,  "of  Treasury  Minute, 
dated  the  26th  day  of  July,  1906,  Atating 
^he  circumstances  under  which  certain 
Civil  Servants  have  been  retained  in  the 
Service  after  they  have  attained  the  a^e 
of  Sixty-five  ;  ana  of  the  Return  therein 
referred  to." — (Mr,  McKenna.) 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED    WITH  THE   VOTES. 


Admiralty  AcconntantGeneral's Depart- 
ment 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  To 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  late  Government,  shortly 
before  their  resignation,  sanctioned  a 
reorganisation  of  the  Accountant-Generars 
Department  of  the  Admiralty,  under 
which  fifty-eight  clerks  who  obtained 
their  appointments  by  open  competitive 
examination  are  displaced,  and  the 
i^pointment  of  151  clerks  without 
examination  has  become  vested  in  the 
Accountant  -  General  of  the  Navy  ;  and, 
seeing  that  this  form  of  patronage  has 
been  strongly  condemned  by  successive 
Governments,  and  constitutes  a  contra- 
vention of  the  Order  in  Council  of  June, 
1870,  under  which  open  competitive 
examination  was  laid  down  as  the  mode 
of  access  to  the  public  service,  will  he 
consider  the  expediency  of  arranging  for 
schemes  of  reorganisation  of  public 
departments  to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  before  being  put  into  effect,  so 
that  they  may  come  under  the  scrutiny 
of  Members  especially  when,  as  in  the 
present  case,  they  embody  important 
alterations  in  the  formation  of  the  staff. 

(Answered  by  Sir  H.    Campbell-Batmer- 
num,)  I  can  add  very  little  to  the  Answer 

S'ven  by  my  hon.  friend  the  Secretary  to 
le  Admiralty  on  May  21st,  The  figures 
of  my  hon.  friend  are,  I  believe,  sub- 
stantially correct.  The  scheme  of  re- 
organisation does  not,  as  I  understand  it, 
involve  any  contravention  of  the  Order 
in  Council,  which  expressly  makes  pro- 
vision  for  such  appointments.  It  would 
be  contrary  to  precedent  and  impractic- 
able to  lay  draft  schemes  of  departmental 
organisation  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 
Every  opportunity,  of  course,  is  afforded 


to     Members,    for    discussion     on:    the*- 
Estimates. 

Telegraphists  and  SaperriBorv  Duties  im 
Oentral  Telegraph  Office,  London^ 

Mr.  J.  BETHELL  (Essex;  Romford)  r 
To  ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether 
he  is  aware  that  a  number*  of  senior 
telegraphists  in  the  London  Central 
Office  who  have  passed  the  necessary^ 
examination  in  practical  and  theoretical 
telegraphy  for  the  post  of  assistant 
superintendent,  and  have  been  assisting 
for  some  time  in  the  work  of  supervision, 
have  now  been  removed  from  these* 
duties  and  placed  upon  ordinary  telegraph 
work,  while  officers  junior  to  diem  who- 
have  not  passed  the  technical  examina- 
tion have  been  placed,  on.  supervising 
duties ;  and  if  he  will  state  the  reasoa 
for  this  action. 

(Answeied  by  Mr,  Sydney  Buxion,)  The- 
facts  are  as  stated.  The  object  of  the* 
arraujsement  is  merely  to  test  the 
qualincations  of  the  various  officers  so  as 
to  select  more  certainly  those  best 
qualified  for  promotion.  The  absence  of 
superior  officers  on  leave  during  the 
summer  affords  convenient  opportunity 
for  the  application  of  such  tests.  No- 
injustice  is  done  to  the  seniors  by  giving 
their  juniors  occasional  opportunities  of 
proving  their  capacities.  The  claims 
and  qualifications  of  all  will  be  carefully 
considered  when  vacancies  occur,  and  any 
officers  who  have  not  yet  passed  the* 
technical  examinationi  wUl  be  required  to* 
do  so  before  promotion- 
Glasgow  Post  Office— Medical  Officers. 

Mr.  JAMES  O'CONNOR  (Wicklow, 
W.^ :  To  ask  the  Postmaster-General  if 
he  nas  yet  appointed  the  medical  officers, 
for  the  Glasgow  post  office ;  and,,  if  so,  to 
whom  the  appointments  have  been  given. 

{Anstoered  hy  Mr,  Sydney  BusUon,)  I 
have  not  yet  made  the  appointments,  but 
I  hope  to  do  so  very  shortly.  The 
miml^r  of  applicants  ii  extremely  large. 

English  Ckmtractor  for  Wicklow  Harbour 

Improvements.. 

Mr..  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is^  aware  that  the 
Wicklow  Harbour  Board,  recently  invited 
tenders    in    connection,    with   Wicklow 
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Harbour  and  foreshore  works ;  that  not- 
•withstanding  the  fact  that  the  lowest 
^nder  came  from  the  only  Irish  firm 
who  competed  for  the  work,  the  Com- 
missioners decided  to  have  the  work  done 
by  an  English  firm  at  the  higher  price ; 
and  if  he  can  explain  why  this  work  had 
Ijo  be  executed  outside  Ireland. 

:  (Answered  by  Mr,  Bryce,)  The  Irish 
Oovernment  has  no  responsibility  as 
regards  the  contract  for  the  works 
referred  to,  the  matter  being  entirely  one 
ior  the  Harbour  Board.  If  the  hon. 
Member  desires  information  upon  the 
subject  he  should  seek  it  from  the  Uarbour 
Commissioners, 

Taccination  Exemption  Certificate— Case 
of  Mr.  Howard  Farrow. 

Me.  SEAVERNS  (Lambeth,  Brixton) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called,^ to  this  fact  that  on  July 
23rd  Mr.  Howard  Farrow  applied  to  Mr. 
Prancis,  at  the  Lambeth  Police  Court,  for 
a  certificate  of  exemption  from  vaccina- 
tion for  his  child,  and  stated  that  he  had 
a  conscientious  objection  to  vaccination, 
and  the  magistrate  declined  to  grant 
such  certificate ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  Mr.  Farrow  had  previously  been 
fined  at  the  same  court  for  refusing  to 
allow  another  child  to  be  vaccinated ; 
and  what  action  the  Home  Secretary 
proposes  to  take  in  the  matter. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Gladdone,) , 
I  am  informed  that  Mr.  Farrow  stated 
that  he  conscientiously  objected  to 
vaccination,  but  refused  to  give  the 
grounds  upon  which  he  founded  his 
objection.  The  certificate  was  refused 
because  the  applicant  failed  to  satisfy  the 
magistrate,  as  required  by  the  Act,  that 
he  conscientiously  believed  that  vaccina- 
tion would  be  prejudicial  to  the  health  of 
the  child  in  question.  As  I  have  said  in 
reply  to  previous  Questions  on  the  same 
subject,  I  have  no  authority  to  take 
action  in  the  matter. 

Beftisal  of  Camp  Leave  to  Volunteers  in 
Glasgow  Post  Qffice- 

Mr  ARTHUR  LEE  (Hampshire, 
JPareham)  :  To  ask  the  rostmaster- 
General  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
postmaster  of  Glasgow  refused  leave  on 
July  10th,  for  camp  training,  to  six 
Yolunteer  signalmen  of  the  Clyde  Divi- 


sion, RN.V.R. ;  and  whether  he  is  pre- 
pared to  inake  good  the  loss  of  the 
efl&ciency  grant  to  which  the  conunanding 
officer  of  tbe'  division  would  have  been 
entitled  by  the  special  training  of  these 


men. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton.)  The 
postmaster  was  obliged  to  refuse  leave 
in  the  cases  to  whicn  the  hon.  Member 
refers,  because  it  could  not  be  granted 
without  detriment  to  the  work  of  the 
office,  which  at  this  season  of  the  year 
is  very  •  heavy.  I  cannot,  accept  any 
responsibility  for  the  effect  of  thdr 
absence  from  camp  on  the  grant  earned 
by  the  division. 

Luncheon  Accommodation  for  Postal 
Staff  at  Kingsbridge  Station* 

Mr.  DELANY  (Queen's  County, 
Ossory) :  To  ask  the  Postmaster-Geneiil 
whether  he  can  now  say  what  is  the 
result  of  the  communication  which  he 
made  to  the  Great  Southern  and  Western 
Railway  Company  with  reference  to 
luncheon  accommodation  for  the  staff' 
employed  at  Kingsbridge  station. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton.)  I 
have  now  received  a  reply  from  the  Great 
Southern  and  Western  Railway  Company 
which  will  make  it  possible  for  me  to 
restore  to  the  post  office  staff  employed 
at  Kingsbridge  railway  station  the  privi- 
leges in  regard  to  luncheon  aocommoda- 
tion  which  the  company  withdrew  last 
year. 

Clerks  to  Surveyors  of  Taxes. 

Mr.  SLOAN:  To  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue 
consulted  the  chief  inspector  of  taxes  oa 
the  subject  of  the  memorial  of  the  sur- 
veyors of  taxes  last  year,  he  will  explain 
if  the  present  chief  inspector  of  taxes 
is  opposed  to  the  establishment  of  the 
surveyors*  clerks;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  present  chairman  of  the  Board 
of  Inland  Revenue  recommended  a  scheme 
of  establishment  to  the  Treasury  in  1899  ; 
whether  he  will  state  why  the  Treasury 
would  not  sanction  such  scheme ;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  the  Inland  Revenue 
officials  are  in  favour  of  establishment 
of  these  clerks,  and  that  such  clerks 
would  have  been  established  in  1899 
only  for  the  Treasury  officials  objection, 
he  will,  under  these  circumstances,  direct 
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inquiry  to  be  held  at  which  the 
•surveyors  and  their  clerks  could  be 
xepresented. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  McKenna,)  I  have 
^ready  fully  stated  the  reasons  by  which 
the  Treasury  were  guided  in  their 
decision,  for  which  they  assume  the 
^rhole  responsibility ;  and,  while  I  do 
not  admit  the  accuracy  of  all  the  state- 
jnents  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  consider  it 
imdesirable  in  the  public  interests  that 
inter-departmental  correspondence,  which 
is  of  a  confidential  character,  should  be 
discussed  by  Question  and  Answer. 

Jfames  of  British  Battleships— The 
Admiral  Class. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS  (Lynn  Regis):  To 
^ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  the  attention  of  the  First  Lord 
•of  the  Admiralty  has  been  drawn  to  the 
absence  of  the  name  of  Nelson  and  of 
bis  birth-county,  Norfolk,  from  the  names 
of  ships  in  the  Royal  Navy  ;  and  whether 
ke  can  see  his  way,  now  that  the  Admiral 
Class  are  to  be  removed  from  the  list  of 
fighting  ships,  to  call  a  new  class  of 
battleships  by  the  names  of  great  admirals. 

{Ansuoered  by  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson.) 
The  Admiralty  requires  no  reminders  as 
to  the  desirability  of  keeping  up  the 
historical  traditions  of  the  Navy  when 
new  ships  are  named.  A  first-class 
battleship  is  to  be  launched  on  the  Tyne 
early  in  September  and  to  be  christened 
the  "  Lord  Nelson." 

Orange  Disturbance  at  Keady,  County 

Armagh. 

Mr.  McKILLOP  (Armagh,  S.):  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  on  July  11th  a  body  of  Orangemen, 
with  drums  and  revolvers,  created  a 
s-)rious  disturbance  in  the  main  street, 
Keady,  county  Armagh,  by  breaking 
windows,  throwing  stones,  and  firing 
numerous  revolver  shots  without  the 
slightest  provocation;  and  whether,  see- 
ing that  only  two  or  three  policemen 
irere  on  duty  in  the  locality  at  the  time, 
he  will  see  that  proper  steps  will  in  future 
be  taken  to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  such 
disorders. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  J  am  informed 
hj  the  police  authorities  ^that  the  facts 
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are  substantially  as  stated  in  the  first 
part  of  the  Question.  An  Orange  drum- 
ming party  appears  to  have  suddenly 
invs^ed  a  Nationalist  quarter,  from  which 
a  shot  was  then  fired.  The  drumming 
party  retaliated  by  firing  shots  and 
throwing  stones,  four  panes  of  glass 
being  broken.  A  force  of  thirty  extra 
police  was  in  the  town  for  duty  in  respect 
of  the  celebrations  on  the  following  day. 
Portion  of  this  force  was  at  once  turned 
out,  and  the  disturbance  was  quelled  in 
a  few  minutes.  A  prosecution  is  pending 
against  one  man  for  throwing  stones. 
The  police  were  unable  to  detect  those 
who  fired  shots  on  the  occasion. 

Irish  Tenders   for  Cast-off  Clothing  of 
Boyal  Irish  Constabulary. 

Mr.  SLOAN :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre' 
tary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  cast-off 
clothing,  etc.,  belonging  to  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  force  is  annually  sold 
to  a  London  firm,  and  that  no  opportunity 
of  tendering  is  given  to  Irish  traders; 
and  if  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  causing  such  goods  to  be  sold  by  public 
competition. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce,)  The  cast-off 
clothing  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
is  disposed  of  by  contract  as  the  result 
of  tenders  obtained  in  the  open  market. 
Advertisements  for  tenders  are  inserted 
in  Irish  newspapers,  and  Irish  firms, 
therefore,  have  full  opportunity  to  tender. 
No  tender,  however,  has  been  received 
from  any  Irish  trader. 


EDUCATION   (PROVISION  OF  MEALS) 

BILL. 

Consohdated  from  the  Education 
(Provision  of  Meals)  Bill  and  the  Educa- 
tion (Provision  of  Meals)  (Scotland)  Bill. 
Reported,  with  Minutes  of  Evidence, 
from  the  Select  Committee,  with 
Amendments,  and  with  an  Amended 
Title. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  288.] 

Bill,  as  amended,  re-committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House  for 
Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
331.] 
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I  throw  in  the  corresponding  part  of 
Vote  9  the  net  result  is  that  next  year's 
Estimates  will  be  lightened  to  the  extent 
of  £1,488,680,  or  roughly  speaking 
£1,500,000.  I  should  give  notice  now, 
though  it  is  not  relevant  to  the  Vote, 
that  in  connection  with  the  reduction  of 
the  number  of  destroyers,  it  will  be 
necessary  to  lay  down,  early  in  the 
next  financial  year,  what  is  called 
a  mother  ship  or  a  parent  ship  for 
torpedo  boat  destroyers.  Usually  ships 
are  laid  down  late  in  the  year,  but 
it  is  thought  that  this  particular 
parent  ship  should  be  laid  down  early 
in  the  year,  although  it  will  not 
form  part  of  this  year's  Estimates. 
Now  as  to  the  types.  The  three 
armoured  vessels  which  will  take  the 
place  of  the  four  armoured  vessels  of 
the  original  programme  will  be  **  Dread- 
noughts "  with  a  displacement  of  600 
tons  in  excess  of  that  of  the  first 
vessel  of  this  class.  Of  these  three 
vessels  one  will  be  giv«n  out  to  private 
contractors  and  two  will  be  built  in 
Government  dockyards,  one  at  Ports- 
mouth and  the  other  at  Devonport.  As 
to  the  mother  ship  for  destroyers,  I 
believe  I  am  right  in  saying  that  it  will 
probably  go  to  Pembroke.  Ocean  going 
and  coastid  destroyers  have  always  hither- 
to gone  and  will  now  go  to  private 
firms  who  have  made  a  speciality  of  them, 
but  there  is  to  be  a  new  departure  in 
regard  to  submarines,  which  have  always 
been  built  by  private  contract.  This 
year  the  Admiralty  propose  to  build 
some  themselves,  and  these  will  go  to 
Chatham. 

r  I  have  now  stated  the  revision  which 
we  propose  in  the  new  programme  which 
we  inherited  from  our  predecessors,  but 
my  story  is  not  yet  complete.  The  Com- 
mittee knows  that  a  great  international 
conference  is  soon  to  meet  at  The  Hague 
having  for  one  of  its  many  objects  an 
international  movement  in  favour  of  the 
reduction  of  armaments.  The  Committee 
knows  the  attitude  taken  up  by  my  right 
hon.  friend  the  Foreign  Secretary  in 
regard  to  that  proposed.  The  Committee 
is  aware  of  its  own  Resolution  imani- 
mously  passed  calling  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  further  that  movement  in  every 
way.  All  these  things  have  been  present 
in  the  minds  of  the  Government  and  of 
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the  Admiralty,  and  I  have  now  to  ask  the 
indulgence  of  the  Committee  for  trespass- 
ing beyond  the  strict  limit  of  the  Estimates 
of  this  year  and  lifting  the  veil  to  some 
extent  in  regard  to  the  Estimates  of  next 
year.  Instead  of  the  four  armoured 
vessels  which  it  was  originally  intended 
to  lay  down  in  1907-8  we  propose  to 
make  provision  for  two  armoured  vessels 
only,  but  with  the  proviso  to  be  stated 
in  the  Estimates  that  a  third  armoured 
vessel  is  to  be  laid  down  if  the  proposals 
in  regard  to  the  reduction  of  armaments 
laid  before  The  Hague  Conference  prove  to 
be  abortive.  Further,  the  amount  to  be 
taken  for  new  vessels  to  be  laid  down 
in  1907-8  is  to  be  limited  to  a  small  sum, 
and  they  will  not  be  commenced  till  a 
late  period  of  the  year,  and  this  emphasises 
to  The  Hague  Conference  the  good  faith 
of  the  British  Government  in  its  desire  to 
bring  about  a  reduction  of  armaments. 
One  further  little  digression  may  be 
allowed  me.  I  do  not  want  the  Committee 
to  come  to  the  conclusion  that  what  I  have 
said  exhausts  the  list  of  possible  eco- 
nomies. I  must  say  once  more  that  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  are  unanimously 
satisfied  that  whilst  these  redactions 
may  be  made  we  shall  nevertheless  be 
maintaining  the  strength  required  to 
secure  the  naval  supremacy  of  this 
coimtry. 

I  should  like,  if  I  may,  to  antici- 
pate possible  criticisms  of  our  economies . 
I  hope  I  may  not  have  to  fight 
both  sides  of  the  House.  I  am  well 
aware  that  there  may  be  and  pro- 
bably will  be  two  entirely  different 
schools  of  critics  each  of  which  may  be  dis- 
satisfied with  our  proposals.  Some  may  ask 
"  Why  have  you  reduced  so  much,"  and 
others  "  Why  have  you  reduced  so  little." 
I  can  hardly  hope  to  satisfy  both,  but 
there  are  one  or  two  considerations  which 
I  would  ask  them  to  bear  in  mind  in  their 
criticisms.  First  of  all  as  to  those  who 
may  object  to  our  reductions,  whom  I 
think  I  may  identify  as  supporters  of 
the  old  Board  of  Admiralty  which 
arranged  the  new  programme  we 
are  reducing.  Nevertheless  I  am 
forced  to  say  that  so  many  statements 
has  been  made  about  tms  question ; 
there  have  been  so  many  stories  of  dis- 
sension and  resignations  that  I  am  com- 
pelled to  do  that  which  is  generaUy  re- 
cognised    as     an      unwise     thing     aiii 
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that    is  to  define  the   responsibility  of 
our    naval  colleagues  for  the  proposals 
'which    we  are  now  making.      I   would 
remind  my  hon.   friends  opposite    that 
the  naval  advisers  of  the  First  Lord  are 
the  same  gallant  and  distinguished  officers 
who    filled  similar  positions  under  Lord 
Cawdor  and  before  that  under  Lord  Sel- 
bourne.     Moreover,  they  are  the  authors 
of  the  original  programme,  but  they  have 
recently  revised  it.  We  have  the  authority 
of  the  authors  of  the  original  programme 
for  saying  that.     It  is  unwise,  I  think, 
to    separate    our    responsibility,    and    I 
think   our   solidarity    should    be    main- 
tained.    I  object,   therefore,  to  separate 
the  functions  of  the  Naval  Lords  from 
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remind  my  hon.  friends  in  the  first  place 
that  in  naval  expenditure  it  is  much 
easier  tc  build  up  than  to  destroy.  It 
is  very  easy,  for  example,  to  create  moral 
and  vested  interests,  but  it  is  hard, 
indeed,  to  cut  them  down ;  and  I  hope 
my  hon.  friends  who  take  what  I  may 
call  an  extreme  view  of  the  case  will  not 
press  me  over-much  from  that  point  of 
view.  I  have  seen  some  ingenious  cal> 
culations  to  the  efiect  that  the  Navy 
Estimates  should  be  reduced  at  once  to 
the  level  at  which  they  stood  in  1898  or 
1899,  or  some  other  year.  My  own 
opinion  is  that  no  courageous  stroke  of 
the  pen  will  bring  back  the  Estimates 


those  of  their  colleagues,  but  so  much  |  ^^*J^**j^y^\^^,/^^®_^^?"^^^ 
hjBW  been  said  about  dissensions  and  re- 
signations that  I  think  it  is  right  to  say 
that  they  themselves  have  recommended 
US  who  are  their  colleagues  to  revise  the 
new  programme  which  we  submit  to  the 
Committee.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
prudent  on  my  part  to  give  reasons  for 
the  course  we  are  talang.  They  are 
confidential  reasons  and  I  could  not  give 
them,  but  I  may  indulge  in  a  general 
survey  of  the  naval  position.  The 
Sea  Lords  think  that  the  balance  of  sea 
power  will  not  be  imperilled  by  the  in- 
troduction of  the  changes  we  have 
recommended. 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :    Does  that  in- 
clude next  year  ? 

♦Mr.  EDMU.VD  ROBERTSON:  The 
whole  thing.  They  are  convinced  that  the 
strength  of  the  Navy  at  the  present 
moment  is  overwhelming,  and  that  is  the 
best  justification  for  the  attitude  we  have 
taken  up.  I  do  not  want  to  say  any- 
thing about  foreign  Navies,  but  I  must 
say  with  all  caution  and  reserve  that 
there  is  reason  to  believe  that  there  has  not 
been  that  progress  and  advancement 
irtiich  was  anticipated  when  the  Estimates 
were  framed.  I  believe  that  is  the 
opinion  of  the  naval  experts,  and  I 
believe  it  to  be  well  founded. 

I  do  not  know  how  far  I  have  carried 
conviction  to  the  minds  of  those  who  seem 
to  object  to  the  cutting  down  of  the  pro- 
gramme, but  may  I  now  address  m3rself 
for  a  few  moments,  mainly  to  those  on 


year.  That  is  all  I  will  say  on  that  point. 
I  would  remind  my  hon.  friends  further 
of  what  I  am  sure  they  will  never  forget, 
what  the  Admiralty,  at  all  events,  must 
always  remember — ^how  vast  are  the 
Imperial  responsibilities  of  this  country 
and  how  entirely  they  depend  upon  the 
active  strength  of  the  British  Navy.  I 
am  not  speaking  of  the  protection  of  the 
Colonies  alone.  Great  Britain  has  senti- 
mental interests,  over  and  above  her 
connection  with  the  Colonies,  all  over 
the  world.  These  must  always  be  kept 
in  mind  in  considering  what  possible 
reductions  may  be  made  in  naval  ex- 
penditure. Again,  do  not  let  us  forget 
that  under  the  present  state  of  inter- 
national law — whether  it  is  right  or  wrong 
I  say  nothing — ^we,  with  our  enormous 
commerce,  stand  in  a  peculiar  danger 
on  account  of  the  liability  of  our  private 
ships  to  be  captured  and  destroyed  by 
the  enemy.  It  must  also  be  remembered 
that  so  long  as  we  have  a  Navy  at  all 
there  must  be  a  certain  amount  of  annual 
replacement  going  on.  And,  finally,  I 
must  ask  my  hon.  friends  to  bear  in  mind 
the  skilled  opinion  as  to  the  importance  of 
the  new  type  of  battleship  that  has  been 
emerging  in  recent  years.  We  may  be 
responsible  for  its  emergence  at  thi  time, 
but  the  effect  of  the  possible  growth  in 
other  navies  of  a  number  of  these  enor- 
mous battleships  has  to  be  kept  in  mi  id 
by  the  Britbh  Admiralty.  I  hope  my 
hon.  friends  will  also  bear  in  mind  that 
unhappily  the  big  battleship  grows 
bigger  and  more  expensive  every  year.  It 
is  a  formidable  problem.     I  think  about 


this  ride  of  the  House,  who  do  not  think  i  twenty  years  ago  or  a  Uttle  more  a,  ship 
we  have   cut  down   enough.    I   would  >  now  doomed,  the  "  CoUingwood,"  a  great 
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ship  of  her  time,  was  laid  down  and 
launched  at  an  expenditure  of  something 
like  £700,000.  The  "Dreadnought"  to-day 
costs  from  start  to  finish  £1,800,000,  and 
the  new  cruisers  of  the  "Invincible"  class 
cost  very  nearly  as  much.  These  growths 
are  abnormal,  and  they  impose  enormous 
burdens  on  the  people,  but  *t  is  a  fact 
that  these  things  are  going  on  and  they  are 
not  to  be  forgotten.  I  ventured  on  the 
last  occasion,  m  dealing  with  this  subject, 
to  read  a  memorable  sentence  uttered 
by  my  right  hon.  friend  the  Prime  Minister 
at  the  Albert  Hall,  and  I  am  going,  in 
conclusion,  to  read  a  sentence  or  two 
from  it  again — 

'*  I  hold  that  the  growth  of  armaments  is  a 
great  danger  to  the  peace  of  the  world.  The 
policy  of  large  armaments  keeps  alive  and 
stimulates  the  idea  that  force  is  the  best  if  not 
the  only  solution  of  international  difficulties. 
It  is  a  policy  which  tends  to  inflame  old 
•ores  and  to  open  new  ones.  I  submit  to  you 
that  as  the  principle  of  peaceful  arbitration 

fBkins  ground  it  becomes  one  of  the  highest 
uties  of  Government  to  adjust  those  arma- 
ments to  the  newer  and  happier  conditions  of 
things.'' 

I  submit  that  the  proposals  I  have  made 
to-day  are  in  strict  keep  ng  with  the 
spirit  and  letter  of  that  memorable  de- 
carlation. 

*Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  confessed  that 
he  had  listened  to  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  called  the  main  kernel 
of  the  Government's  proposals  with 
deep  regret,  because  he  liked  to  think 
that  the  Navy  should  always  be 
treated  as  a  non- Party  question  in 
this  House,  and  because  it  had  been 
his  privilege  this  session  invariably  to 
support  the  Government  in  the  proposals 
they  had  brought  forward  with  regard  to 
the  Navy.  He  was  afraid  he  could  not  do 
so  on  the  present  occasion,  and,  judging 
from  the  soxmds  which  came  from  other 
portions  of  the  Conunittee,  he  gathered 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
justified  in  his  apprehension  that  he 
would  have  to  face  the  fire  from  both 
broadsides  on  this  occasion.  The  House 
of  Commons  was  entitled  to  ask  what 
justification  the  Government  had  for 
departing  in  July  from  their  programme 
of  March.  What  new  facts  had  emerged 
since  the  Cawdor  Memorandum  was 
issued  ?  There  was  no  change  for  the 
better  in  international  relationships  or 
in    the    strategic    problems    which  the 
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Empire  nught  be  called  upon  to  face: 
There  had  certainly  been  no  reduddon 
in  the  foreign  shipbuilding  prograounes ; 
on  the  contrary,  there  had  been   large 
increases  since  the  beginning  of  the  jrear. 
Only  one  change  had  occurred,  so    &r 
as  he  knew,  and  that  was  that  a   new 
€k)vemment  had  come  into  power  wliick 
was  desirous  of  efEecting  great  economiee ; 
and  apparently  they  thought  that   the 
simplest  way  of  doing  so  was  to  take 
money   from    the   two    great   spending 
departments,  the  Army  and  the  Navy. 
It  was  also  probably  more    optimietio 
in  the  pursuit  of  international   disarm- 
ament    than     its     predecessors.      The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  trenched  upon 
exceedingly    delicate   groimd    when    he 
proceeded    to    shelter     himself    behind 
the  Sea  Lords,   and  wished    the   Com- 
mittse  to  accept  the  theory  that  becauae 
these  proposals  had  not  resulted  in  the 
resignation  of  the  Sea  Lords  therefore  it 
was  above  criticism. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON: 
make  no  such  suggestion.  I  have  been 
asked  by  the  Sea  Lords  to  say  that  they 
recommend  these  reductions,  as  they 
recommended  the  corresponding  redac- 
tions last  year  to  their  colleagues. 

♦Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  pointed  out  that 
the  Sea  Lords  were  not  only  technical  but 
constitutional  advisers,  bound,  like  all 
other  officials,  to  recognise  political 
exigencies,  and  to  adapt  their  advice 
accordingly,  imless  the  changes  proposed 
were  in  their  opinion  so  disastrouB  that 
the  only  effective  protest  they  could  take 
was  to  resign  office.  Because  that  had 
not  occurred  the  Government  must  not 
consider  themselves  exempt  from  serious 
criticism — at  any  rate,  from  those  respon- 
sible  for  the  programme  which  had  now 
been  abandoned.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  tell  them  when  the  three 
'*  Dreadnoughts  "  were  to  be  laid  down,  or 
if  there  was  to  be  any  delay. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  :  -They 
will  be  laid  down  at  the  time  contem- 
plated. 

♦Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  he  was  (^  to 
hear  that.  The  reduction  in  battleships, 
however,  amounted  to  25  per  cent.,  in 
ocean-going  destrovers  to  60  per  cent.,  and 
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in  Bubmarines  to33perceat.  of  the  whole 
programme.    That  cotdd  not  be   done 
^thout   weakening   the    Navy   of    the 
future.  [*'  No.'*]  Certainly ;    he  thought 
"the    right    hon.    Gentleman   might    be 
entitled  to  the  applause   of  those  who 
were  in  favour  of  a  weaker   Navy,  but 
lie  was  not  entitled  to  the  applause  of 
those  who  believed  that  the  maintenance 
^f  the  two- Power  standard,  especially  in 
ships  of  the  newest  and  latest  type,  was 
jtbselutely  essential  to  the  existence  of  the 
Bmpire.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
enlightened  them  a  little  as  to  what  was 
4kt  the  bottom  of  the  Government's  action 
in  this  matter.     He  had  explained  that 
tiie   Government    believed  in   a   vague 
theory    of    international    disarmament, 
ibut    there   were    no    visible    signs    at 
present  on  the  part  of  our  foreign  rivals 
that    they   intended    to    give    practical 
expression    to    this    dream.    A    certain 
amount  of  suspicion  had  even  been  dis- 
played with  regard  to  the  motives  of  the 
British  Government  in  the   matter,  and 
it  had  been  suggested  in  more  than  one 
influential  quarter  that  the  action  of  'the 
Government  was  partly  the  result  of  a 
desire  of  a  world-wide  Empire  to  restrict 
the  legitimate  growth  of  its  rivals.     But 
even  if   the   principle  of   limitation   of 
armaments  were  universally  accepted  by 
the   Great   Powers,  how  was  a  practical 
plan  to  be  arrived  at  ?   What  tribunal 
was  to  decide  the  relative  strength  of 
armies  and  navies  for  the  Great  Powers, 
and  after  the  decision  was  arrived  at,  how 
was  it  to  be  enforced  ?    It  would  be  rather 
difficult  outside  this  country  to  believe 
an  the    bona  fides  of    the  (Government 
in  this  mattenr  when  the  House  heard 
only  >i  a  few    days    ago    the    Secreta  y 
for  War  announcing  that  he  was  going 
to   "give   the    lead"  to  foreign  Powers 
in  international  disarmament  and  thea, 
almost  in  the  same  breath,  pointing  out 
that  he  was  providing  a  larger  striking 
iorce   for  service   over   seas   than   this 
country  had  ever  possessed  before.    That 
was  not  an  argument  that  would  carry 
^xmviction  to  the  minds  of  our  foreign 
rivals  or  enlarge  their  present  belief  in 
the   sincerity    of    the    Government   in 
respect  of    this    question.      There  was 
no    one     who     would     not    genuinely 
welcome  any  rational  scheme  of  reducing 
international    armaments,    but   as    had 
been  well  pointed  out  by  Lord  Lans- 
<downe,    who   had   done   more  practical 


work  in  the  cause  of  international 
peace  than  any  other  man  living, 
l^e  question  was  not  so  susceptible  of 
easy  solution  as  was  popularly  supposed. 
If  the  Prime  Minister  could  get  The 
Hague  Conference  to  guarantee  that 
otner  Powers  would  reduce  their  naval 
programmes  in  response  to  the  bait  that 
he  had  thrown  out  this  year,  he  was  sure 
that  the  result  would  be  acclaimed  by 
both  sides  of  the  House.  But  let  us 
have  that  decision  first.  We  weie 
the  only  country  in  the  world  that 
depended  for  its  very  existence  on  the 
maintenance  of  its  sea  power,  and  surely 
it  was  not  for  us  to  set  the  pace  in  the 
reduction  of  our  naval  supremacy, 
though  we  should  be  glad  to  follow- 
others  in  making  it.  The  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  had  said  that  we  could  afford 
to  wait  in  view  of  our  overwhelming 
superioiity  in  first-class  ships,  basing 
his  argument  on  the  so-called  Dilke 
Return  laid  before  the  House  a  few 
days  ago,  which,  however  convincing 
to  th3  uninitiated,  was  one  of  the  most 
misleading  documents  annually  presented 
to  a  trusting  Parliament.  In  this  list  of 
'*  firit-dasi  "  battleships  there  were  eleven 
quite  obsolete  and  eight  more  obsoles- 
cent, and  the  Return  suggested  that 
Great  Britain  had  sixty-one  first-class 
battleships,  built  or  building,  as  com- 
pared with  fifty-eighty  of  the  next  two 
strongest  Powers  combined.  That  was  a 
misleading  statement. 

Sm  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNBRMAN 
(Stirling  Burghs) :  Are  none  of  the  ships 
of  the  other  Powers  obsolescent  ? 

Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  nothing  like 
the  same  number  as  was  put  in  this  list. 
In  Brassey's  Naval  Annual  the  number 
of  first-class  battleships  of  Great  Britain, 
excluding  the  "  Montagu "  and  the 
''  Renown,"  was  forty-nine  as  compared 
with  fifty-one  of  the  next  two  strongest 
Powers  combined.  This  showed  that  we 
were  not  quite  up  to  the  two-Power 
standard  even  in  ships  of  the  ordinary 
type.  The  situation,  however,  h\d 
been  completely  changed  as  a  result 
of  the  war  in  the  Far  East,  and 
by  the  arrival  of  the  "  Dreadnought,'* 
which  had  discredited  all  existing  types 
of  first-class  battleships.  According  to 
the  facts  published  by  the  Admiralty  the 
'*  Dreadnought "  had  more    than  twice 
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this  country  whioh  had  risea  by 
£20,000,000  between  1894  and  1906. 
During  the  same  period  the  expenditure 
upon  the  navies  of  Europe  and  the  United 
States  had  increased  from  £68,500,000 
to  £101,500,000.  Therefore  they  could 
not  be  particularly  hopeful  that  other 
nations  would  reduce  their  naval  ex- 
]penditure  unless  we  gave  them  some 
•evidence  of  our  earnest  desire  to  reduce 
our  shipbuilding  programme.  He  wished 
to  call  attention  to  one  particular  part 
of  that  subject  which  he  thought  must 
•cause  them  all  very  considerable  doubt 
And  grave  anxiety,  and  that  was  the 
oontinued  and  ever  increasing  growth  of 
the  cost  of  individual  ships.  The  latest 
type  of  battleship  —the  "Dreadnought " — 
cost  £1,800,000,  and  the  *»  Invincible" 
olass  of  cruisers  cost  only  about  £60,000 
less  than  the  latest  battleship.  If  the  cost 
of  individual  ships  was  to  go  on  increasing 
in  this  way  it  must  result  in  increasing 
our  naval  expenditure,  or  reducing  the 
number  of  the  vessels  we  had.  He 
thought  numbers  were  of  very  great 
importance.  With  our  extremely  wide 
and  responsible  area,  with  the  interests 
we  had  in  every  quarter  of  the  globe, 
with  our  huge  mercantile  marine  and 
oversea  commerce  and  the  dependency 
of  this  coimtry  upon  food  from  outside 
:80urces  it  was  extremely  important  that 
we  should  not  fall  below  the  standard 
an  point  of  numbers.  There  had  always 
been  a  tendency  to  equality  of  vessels  in 
^he  various  navies  of  the  world.  That 
liad  always  been  so  in  the  past,  it  was  so 
now,  and  there  was  every  reason  to 
]>elieve  that  it  would  be  so  in  the  future. 
We  laid  down  a  ship  and  the  news 
went  abroad  that  this  country  had  laid 
down  the  most  powerful  and  swiftest 
battleship  in  existence,  and  immediately 
other  nations  followed  our  views  and 
laid  down  similar  vessels  and  if  possible 
a  little  superior.  He  wished  to  know  if 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  could 
oonfirm  the  information  that  Germany 
was  going  to  lay  down  vessels  of  equal 
•displacement  to  the  **  Dreadnought."  He 
believed  that  France  was  going  to  do  the 
same.  It  might  be  said  that  foreign 
Powers  would  build  that  type  of  ship 
whether  we  did  or  not,  but  he  hardly 
thought  that  would  be  so,  because  it 
must  necessitate  on  the  part  of  Germany 

And  France  a  large  increase  in  harbour 
Mr.  heauchamx 


and  dock  accommodation.    He   thought 
this   country   was    to    blame     in    this 
matter    for    building    so     many      large 
\resseb,   because  it  was  only  inoreasiiig 
the  cost  to  all  other  countries.    He  did 
not  know  that  there  was  such  a   large 
balance  of  advantage  in  favour  of  the 
larger  battleships.     He  was  aware   that 
experts  difEered  upon  this  subject.     We 
were  going  to  lay  down  more  of  these  big 
battleships    although   it    was    notorious 
that  expert  opinion  was  divided  on    the 
question    of    their    relative    advantage, 
and   as  to    whether    the    advantage   of 
speed  and  gun  power  which  they  possessed 
were  commensurate  with  the  increased 
cost.    There  were   many  naval   officers 
who  considered  that  big  vessels  could 
not    be    as    easily    manoeuvred    as    the 
smaller  class.    There  were,  on  the  other 
hand,  a  large  number  of  naval   officers 
who    did     not    hold     that    view.      Of 
course,    we    were  naturally    bound    by 
financial  conditions  which  must  limit  the 
numbers,  and  it  was  a  moot  point  whether 
we  were  wise  in  putting  too  many  eggs  into 
one  basket.    He  spoke  with  all  humility 
on  this  question,  because  he  saw  from  the 
latest    Memorandum    that    these   larga» 
powerful,  and  costly  vessels  were  thought 
to  be  practically  invincible.    Up  to  the 
present,  experience  had  shown  that  these 
large  and   costly  vessels  were  just   as 
vulnerable  to  the  mine  as  smaller  vessels. 
He  was  glad  that  no  more  costly  armoured 
cruisers  were  to  be  laid  down  at  present. 
One   thing    which   was   not   previously 
known  had  been  demonstrated  by  the 
war  between  Russia  and  Japan,  and  that 
was  the  supremacy  of  the   battleship. 
Would  it  not  be  better  under  these  cir- 
cumstances to  suspend  the  building  of 
armed  cruisers,  and,  if  necessary,  to  some 
extent,  expend  the  money  in  building 
battleships  which  would  be  able  to  per- 
form the  duties  and  functions  of  cruisers  ? 
He  admitted  that  when  other  nations 
were  building — ^and  especially  one  nation 
— a  large  number  of  armed  cruisers  with 
the    determination    of    destroying    oar 
commerce  in  the  event  of  their  b^g  at 
war  with  us,  it  was  necessary  for  us  to 
build  corresponding  vessels.  But  when  the 
other  nations  were  now  coming  to  the 
conclusion  that  these  vessels  were  not 
suitable  or  necessary  for  the  destruction 

of    commerce    he    thought    we    might 

suspend  the  building  of  costly   armed 
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•cruisers  until  we  saw  whether  other  nations  i 
^were  going  to  continue  them.  Of  course, 
questions  of  time,  speed,  and  other 
matters,  were  of  a  technical  nature,  and 
<K>uld  not  be  thrashed  out  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  They  could  be  ventilated 
here,  but  ultimately  they  must  be  left  to 
the  naval  advisers,  in  whom,  he  thought, 
the  House  might  have  the  fullest  con- 
^dence.  He  thought  these  advisers  did 
not  give  quite  sufficient  attention  to  the 
&iancial  side  of  the  question.  It  was 
.admitted  that  the  numbers  could  not 
be  maintained  unless  we  increased  our 
expenditure,  and  we  could  not  indefinitely 
expand  the jezpenditure.  .  ^     .,  ^ 

♦Captain  HERVEY  (Bury  St.  Ed- 
monds) said  he  was  afraid  that  this 
reduction  in  the  Navy  was  symptomatic 
of  what  they  had  heard  from  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  on  the  subject 
on  previous  occasions.  There  was,  as 
they  all  knew,  a  Party  in  this  House 
who  claimed  to  be  specially  anzioos 
About  economy.  They  were  all  anxioos 
About  economy,  but  they  all  wished 
to  see  the  Navy  kept  up  at  the 
Aame  time.  There  was  a  Party  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  who  held 
that  our  Navy  was  stronger  no\¥  than  it 
ought  to  be,  and  who  conceived  that  the 
jpresent  was  a  suitable  time  to  retrench 
in  our  shipbuilding  policy.  The  argu- 
ments used  in  support  of  this  theory  were, 
in  the  first  place,  that  the  recent 
Itussian  naval  defeat  had  left  us  in  an 
excessively  strong  position ;  secondly, 
that  our  present  foreign  relations  with 
J'rance,  the  next  greatest  naval  power, 
did  not  necessitate  such  special  pre- 
•cautions  as  had  hitherto  been  considered 
Advisable ;  thirdly,  that  even  if  we 
Accepted  the  two-Power  standard  our 
expenditure  should  not  be  more 
than  the  sum  of  the  expenditures  of  the 
next  twt>  strongest  naval  Powers.     He 

.desired  u  dissociate  himself  from  those 

who  held  these  views  and  to  make  a  few 

remarks    on    the    considerations    that 

^ould  govern    our  shipbuilding   policy 

ior    the     immediate   future,    and     he 

suggested  that  the   considerations  that 

Ahould  govern  us   should  be  dependent 

Aolely  on  Jthe    maintenance  of  our  o.vn 

Atrong  right  arm  and  the  righteousness 


of  our  cause.     We  shotdd  never  forget 
that  wise  saying  of  old — 

"  Whea  a  strong  man  armed  keepeth  his 
pilace  his  goods  are  la  peace,  bat  when  a 
stronger  thaa  he  shall  come  upon  him,  and 
overcome  him,  he  taketh  from  him  all  his 
armour  wherein  he  trusted  and  divideth  his 
spoil." 

He  would  deal  in  the  first  place  with  our 
position  due  to  the  Russian  naval  defeat. 
Russia  certainly  could  not  be  now  deemed 
our  "  most  likely  potential  enemy."  The 
Russian  menace  was  always  principally 
a  military  menace,  but  the  danger 
of  that  menace  was  heightened  by 
the  strength  of  her  fleet  when  taken  in 
conjunction  with  her  ally  France.  The 
Russian  military  danger  had  been  counter- 
balanced  by  our  alliance  with  Japan,  but 
our  bargain  with  Japan  was  that  we 
should  keep  up  our  present  naval  strength 
notwithstanding  Russia's  naval  over- 
throw. In  spite,  then,  of  Russia's  defeat 
our  naval  strength  was  still  measured  by 
the  phrase  the  "  two-Power  standard  '* 
although  the  Po\¥ers  might  be  difEerent. 
This  standard  was  not  a  mathematically 
exact  one,  but  it  gave  a  good  working 
basis  as  to  what  we  should  aim  at  in- 
dependently of  ententes  and  the  like, 
which  had  no  guarantee  in  themselves 
that  peace  of  a  lasting  character  would 
be  maintained.  Our  sole  guarantee 
was  our  strength  in  battleships.  For 
the  reasons  just  given  we  need  not  so 
much  consider  why  our  next  naval 
competitors  were  increasing  their 
naval  armaments,  as  how  they  were 
increasing  them  and  what  effect  their 
action  must  have  on  our  building  policy. 
Germany  had  now  taken  the  place  of 
Russia  as  the  next  leading  European 
naval  Power  and  had  shewn  un- 
mistakeably  her  intention  of  pro- 
gressively increasing  her  fleet.  What 
was  the  essence  of  the  two -Power 
standard  ?  Surely  it  was  that  we  should 
have  a  fleet  of  such  a  strength  as  to  give 

us  a  reasonable  prospect  of  victory  against 
a  combination  of  the  two  next  strongest 
Powers;  and  these  Powers  were  now 
France  and  Germany.  What  was  the 
the  aim  of  the  two-Power  standard  ? 
It  was  that  in  the  event  of  our 
going  to  war  with  any  other  two  owers 
that  we  should  have  a  fleet  of  battle- 
ships of  such  strength    that  we    should 
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have  practically  a  certainty  of  victory 
if  we  came  into  collision  with  their 
combined  fleets.  But  we  should  not  have 
an  absolute  certainty  of  victory  if  we 
were  only  equal  in  strength  to  the  fleets 
of  the  two  Powers.  It  was  obvious  that 
if  our  fleet  were  only  ship  for  ship  equal 
to  those  of  the  next  two  strongest  Powers, 
we  should  not  have  a  reasonable  prospect 
— other  things  being  equal — of  victory. 
It  would  be  a  toss  up  who  would  win. 
We  had  no  right  to  assume  a  monopoly 
of  pluck  or  fighting  capacity.  Included, 
then,  in  the  phrase  the  "  two-Power 
standard"  was  the  assumption  that  we 
should  have  10  per  cent,  more  battle- 
ships then  those  possessed  by  our  rivals. 
This  10  per  cent,  would  make  allowance 
at  the  beginning  of  a  war  for  battleships 
on  foreign  stations,  as  well  as  preponder- 
ance in  numbers  to  ensure  a  reasonable 
prospect  of  victory.  They  all  knew 
the  advantage  Japan  got  in  their  last  war 
by  getting  in  the  first  blow.  A  sufficient 
battleship  squadron  on  the  spot  at  the 
commencement  of  hostilities  was  obviously 
essential  to  our  safety.  He  submitted 
therefore  that  in  battleships  we  should 
have  10  per  cent,  more  than  any  two  com- 
bined Powers.  He  did  not  include 
cruisers  in  his  calculation,  because  that 
class  of  ships  was  used  for  a  perfectly 
different  purpose,  viz.,  for  scouting  and 
for  the  protection  of  our  mer- 
cantile marine,  which  was  the  largest 
mercantile  marine  in  the  world.  How 
did  the  standard  of  new  construction 
laid  down  by  the  Admiralty  in  the  state- 
ment of  policy  set  forth  by  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  compare  with  that  of 
France  and  Germany,  taking  into  con- 
sideration their  actual  and  projected 
expenditure,  in  the  immediate  future  ? 
In  1904  he  understood  that  France 
and  Germany  combined  had  an  ex- 
penditure on  new  construction  of 
£10,300,000  compared  with  our  expendi- 
ture of  £12,500,000,  so  that  we  were  more 
than  £2,000,000  ahead  of  France  and 
Germany  combined.  In  1909,  if  they 
accepted  the  statements  made  on  the 
Continent,  France  and  Germany  would 
expend  £12,900,000  on  new  construction 
as  compared  with  our  expenditure  of 
£10,100,000.  That  was  to  say  that  under 
the  programme  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment  before  it  was  proposed  to  reduce 

Cntitnin  ff^riMi 


it  as  now,  we  should  be  ex- 
pending £2,800,000  on  new  constructioa 
less  than  France  and  Germany  combined. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  would  see  that  if  we 
were  to  keep  up  the  supremacy  of  our 
Navy  in  the  future  we  must  not  only 
go  on  with  the  original  programme  of  new 
construction,  but  in  order  to  keep  up 
with  the  two-Power  standard  in  th? 
fu  ure  we  might  have  to  increase  it. 
Could  it  be  truly  said  that  we  were 
leading  the  pace  in  augmenting  arma- 
ments ?  On  the  contrary,  it  was  obvious^ 
that  if  Prance  and  Germany  proceeded 
with  their  programme,  as  of  course,  they 
would,  whatever  preponderance  we 
might  now  have  would  soon  have 
vanished,  and  that  instead  of  decreasing 
our  programme,  if  we  were  to  maintain 
our  supremacy  we  might  very  likely 
before  long  have  to  increase  our  expendi- 
ture, unless  we  were  content  to  lose  our 
own  guarantee  for  peace  and  safety. 
Turning  from  the  question  of  ex- 
penditure to  the  actual  number  of  ar- 
moured ships — battleships  and  cruisers — 
how  did  we  stand,  and  how  should  we 
stand  in  the  near  future  if  we  continued 
the  policy  laid  down  by  the  Government 
at  the  beginning  of  the  year  in  the  memo- 
randum issued  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  of  building  four  armoured  ships 
annually  ?  He  had  before  in  this  House 
expressed  the  view,  which  he  believed  was 
held  by  our  best  admirals,  that  the  useful 
efficient  life  of  a  battleship  might  be  put 
at  fifteen  years.  Taking  into  considera- 
tion this  question  of  obsolete  ships,  our 
position  at  the  beginning  of  1906  was  that 
we  had  forty-seven  battleships  less  than, 
fifteen  years  old  against  twenty-nine  held 
by  France  and  Germany.  And  as  re 
garded  armoured  cruisers  we  had 
twenty-four  as  against  twenty-two  held 
by  those  two  Powers.  He  wished  to  call 
attention  to  the  curious  fact  that,  in  spite 
of  our  having  twenty- four  armoured 
cruisers  against  twenty-two  possessed 
by  France  and  Germany,  it  had  been 
thought  necessary  to  increase  our  superi- 
ority in  battleships  by  three.  Not  only 
the  Sea  Lords,  but  the  Civil  Lords  had 
agreed  to  that  policy  after  the  experience 
of  the  war  between  Japan  and^Russia. 
Admitting  that  we  were  numerically 
superior  to  other  countries  at  present  ,^we 
ought  to  look  a  little  ahead.    Taking. 
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the  standard  as  before,  and  not  taking 
into  consideration  the  abominable  reduc- 
tions which  had  just  been  announced — 
ICries  of  "  Oh,  Oh  ?"]— he  used  the  only 
words  he  could  to  express  the  feelings  of 
a  man    who  had  served  in  the  Navy — 
irhat   would  be  the  position  in    1910? 
He  was  in  a  little  bit  of  a  difficulty 
with  regard  to  the  figures  as  t^ey  would 
stand    at    the    end   of    1910,   since   he 
did  not  know  whether  the  armoured  ships 
our  Admiralty  were  to  lay  down  were  to  be 
armoored  cruisers  or  battleships.   So  they 
had   to    consider    the  total    number    of 
armoured  cruisers  and  battleahips  against 
the  total  armoured  cruisers  and  battle- 
ships   of     France     and      Germany     at 
that  date.    He  thought,    however,  that 
ti&e  correct  figures  would  be  that   Great 
Britain  would  have  had  under  the  pro- 
gramme of  February  last,  if  it  had  been 
carried    out,  eighty-three,   while  France 
and  Germany  would  have  had  sixty-seven. 
That   would   se^m    a   very    satisfactory 
position,  but  he  would  like  to  test  it  in 
the  light  of  the  experience  gained  in  the 
war    between  Japan    and     Russia  and 
the  alterations  in  shipbuilding  consequent 
thereapoi.      What    had    been    proved 
beyond  doubt  and    what    he    believed 
the*right  hon.  Gentleman  had  agreed  to 
was  that  many  protected  cruisers  which 
we  had  had  in  the  past,  and  of  which 
we  had  laid  150  upon  the   scrap   heap 
were  practically  useless  for    war.    That 
had  been   agreed    to    as    good    policy 
and  he  saw  no  attempt  to  bring  these 
cruisers    back    into    the    service.     But 
tiiere  were  still  a  large  number   of  pro- 
tected cruisers  in  the  Fleet  which  were 
of  very  little   use  for  war,  such  as  the 
"TOTible"  and   the   "Powerful"     We 
riionld  not  forget  the  services   they  ren- 
floed   in   connection    with    the     South 
African  War,  but  it  was  not  the  ships 
that    fought    but   the   men.    The  ships 
never      fonght     and     never     came      in 
sctoal  collision  with  the  enemy,   and  for 
hJs  part  he  was  glad  that  they  did  not, 
became  they  were  conparatively  useless 
ships.     He  would    ask   hon.    Gkntlemen 
to    c<msider    whether,   when    after    the 
termination     of     their     present     Com- 
miittons      these    ships     came      in    the; 
ordinary    coarse    into   dockyard    hands, 
It  woold  be  worth  the  Admiralty's  while 
to  speoid  the  large  sum  necessary  to  make 
ibem  efficient  or  whether  it  would  not  be 


better  to  scrapheap  them  for  the  same 
reasons  that  had  led  them  to  scrap- 
heap  the  150  others.  The  ships  which 
would  have  to  be  put  into  the  place  of 
the  "  Powerful  "  and  the  "  Terrible"  and 
such  like  monsters  should  be  the  armoured 
cruisers  which  the  Admiralty  did  not 
pretend  that  they  were  going  to  lay  down 
this  year  at  all.  He  did  not  find  fault 
with  the  fact  that  the  Government 
were  proposing  to  build  three  battleships, 
but  he  thought  that  on  the  figures  they 
ought  to  build  armoured  cruisers  also. 
He  did  not  think  the  Sea  Lords  would,  if 
left  to  their  own  free  will,  have  advised 
the  Government  to  reduce  the  shipbuild- 
ing programme.  This  programme  was  put 
before  the  House  in  February  when  they 
said  what  they  thought  it  was  right  to 
do,  and  they  would  never,  if  left  to 
themselves,  have  cut  it  down  in  July. 
But  hon.  Gentlemen  must  look  a  little 
further  ahead,  because  the  programmes 
of  shipbuilding  laid  down  by  foreign 
countries  went  further  than  even  the 
year  1910.  Supposing  they  went  a  little 
further  and  calculated  what  the  result 
of  the  shipbuilding  programmes  would  be 
twelve  years  hence.  Taking  fifteen  years 
as  the  Ufe  of  a  battleship  and  considering 
battleships  and  armoured  cruisers,  he 
believed  the  statement  was  correct  that 
if  we  went  on  on  the  basis  before  this 
reduction  was  proposed  then  our  position 
in  1919  would  be  this :  Great  Britain 
would  have  sixty-three  to  France  and 
Germany's  sixty-eight,  that  was  to  say 
that  instead  of  our  being  in  a  position  of 
supremacy  under  the  two-Power  standard 
we  should  be  five  ships  behind. 
He  chose  some  date  far  ahead  because, 
first,  that  c  ate  was  the  one  that  marked 
the  completion  of  the  present  foreign 
programmes,  and,  secondly,  because, 
he  did  not  wish  to  see  a  small  bit 
of  shipbuilding  this  year,  a  big  bit  of 
shipbuilding  another  year  and  a  bigger 
bit  the  year  after.  What  he  wanted 
was  continuity  of  policy.  If  the  Sec- 
retary to  the  Admiralty  would  get 
up  and  say  that  he  would  continue  to 
build  three  ships  every  year  imtil  we 
reached  the  twoP-ower  standard  that 
would  be  the  sort  of  continuity  of  policy 
which  he  asked  for.  He  said,  however, 
tliat  we  ought  to  build  four  ships 
every  year  until  we  attained  the  two- 
Power  standard  and  then  to  maintain  it 
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at  that  standard.  This,  he  believed, 
the  country  wished  for,  and  this 
they  would  sooner  or  later  make 
the  Government  carry  out.  As  to  the 
size  of  battleships  it  had  been  said  that  it 
was  bad  to  build  big  ships  because  they 
cost  so  much,  but  he  never  knew  any- 
thing which  if  you  wanted  to  get  the 
best  did  not  cost  a  large  sum  of  money. 
He  had  always  acted  upon  that  principle 
in  his  private  aftairs  and  had  found 
it  pay,  and  in  his  judgment  the  best 
things  to  buy  were  big  battleships.  It 
was  said  in  the  last  days  of  wooden  ships 
that  a  two-decker  was  better  than  a 
three-decker.  That  might  be  so  in  those 
times,  because  there  was  a  limit  to  the  size 
of  vessels  built  of  wood  beyond  which  they 
could  not  go.  Conditions  were  different 
now  that  iron  had  replaced  wood  and 
steel  had  replaced  iron.  No  limit  lad 
yet  been  reached  as  to  the  size  of  the 
ship  we  could  build.  Increased  armaments, 
speed,  and  coal  capacity  could  here  be 
obtained  without  sacrificing  other  essential 
features.  The  new  ships  should  not  be 
cndsers,  but  battleships.  What  we 
needed  were  the  biggest  battle-ships 
with  the  biggest  armaments  in  order 
that  this  country  might  wipe  the  floor 
with  any  nation  which  had  the  temerity 
unnecessarily  to  come  into  collision 
with  it. 

*Mr.  BRAMSDON  (Portsmouth)  ex- 
pressed his  gratitude  to  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  for  the  extremely  clear 
way  in  which  he  had  put  this  Vote  before 
the  country.  Never  had  he  heard  a 
Vote  put  in  a  better  or  clearer  way. 
The  statement  was  unanswerable.  The 
Admiralty  had  as  their  advisers  the  most 
experienced  professional  men  that  the 
world  had  ever  seen.  Especially  was 
that  the  case  at  the  present  time.  He 
did  not  think  anybody  would  deny  that 
they  were  equal  to  the  best  in  British 
history.  Those  advisers  were  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  scheme  propounded  this 
afternoon.  If  they  had  been  at  sixes 
and  sevens  with  the  First  Lord  and  with 
those  who  had  associated  themselves 
with  him  he  could  have  understood  a 
big  debate  taking  place  in  the  House, 
but  as  it  was  he  suggested  that  they 
might  accept  the  statement  of  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  and  feel  satisfied 
that  our  Naval  interests  were  properly 

Captain  Hervey. 


looked  after.    He  believed  in   a  strong 
Navy,  and  in  the  two-Power  standard^ 
and   he    would  reject   anything    which 
would  endanger  the  stability  of  the  Navy. 
He   reminded  the    Committee    that  the 
gross  steamtonnage  of  the  British  Empire 
was  abeady  16,000,000,  the  next  highest 
being    Germany    with     3,000,000.       If 
these  figures  were   looked  at  the  Com- 
mittee   would    understand    what     was 
necessary  for  the  defence  of  our  Empire. 
While  he  believed  in  having  a  strong  Navy 
he  felt  sure  that  the  nation  was  safe  in 
the  Admiralty's  hands,  as  he  had  implicit 
confidence  in  those  who  were    now  in 
power.    Considering  the  enormous  size  of 
the  British  mercantile  marine  as  compared 
with  that  of  all  the  othei:  nations  of  the 
world,  a  very  great  responsibility  rested 
on  the  Admiralty,  but  he  believed  they 
could  place   implicit   confidence    in   the 
Government.    He    rather    resented    the 
insinuation    that    the    responsible    pro- 
fessional advisers  were  not  quite  honest 
in  the  advice  which  they  gave. 

''Captain  HERVEY:  I  did  not  im- 
pute any  dishonest  motive  to  the  Sea 
Lords,  I  only  intended  to  suggest  that 
they  did  not  deal  with  the  Estimates  for 
this  year  only.  They  had  to  bear  in  mind 
the  policy  of  future  years,  and  if  they 
cut  the  expenditure  down  now,  they 
knew  they  must  increase  the  amount 
in  the  future,  and  that  point  had  not  b^n 
brought  out  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty. 

♦Mr.  BRAMSDON  :  I  understood  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  to  say  that  if 
the  Sea  Lords  had  been  left  alone  they 
would  not  have  given  the  same  advice. 

♦Captain  HERVEY :    Certainly. 

*Mr.  BRAMSDON  said  that  in  his 
opinion  that  was  not  so.  To  say  that 
the  distinguished  gentlemen  at  the  head 
of  the  Admiralty  gave  their  advice  sub- 
ject to  the  views  of  those  who  came  to 
them  for  advice  was  preposterous.  They 
ought  to  place  unbounded  confidence 
in  the  professional  advisers  of  the  Ad- 
miralty. 

Mr.  COURTENAY  WARNER  (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield)  agreed  with  those 
who  declared  that  they  must  keep  up 
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the  two-Power  standard,   and   believed 
that   practically    the   Government   pro- 
posal did  that.   At  any  rate  that  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government.    Let  them 
remember  that  in  recent  years  we  had  got 
considerably    ahead    of    that    standard, 
and  we  possessed  a  very  large  margin 
over    it   at   the   present   moment.    No 
doubt  the  ships  of  the  "  Dreadnought  " 
olaas  would  be  a  very  valuable  addition 
to  the  Navy,  for  they  would  be  able  while 
attacking  an  enemy  efEectively  to  keep 
out  of  the  range  of  their  opponents'  fire. 
They  would  indeed  constitute  the  real 
fighting  strength  of  the  Navy.    As  to  the 
reduction  in  the  number  of  cruisers  he 
tiiought  there  was  some  justification  for 
that,  and   he  was    strengthened    in  his 
opinion  by  the   fact  that  France  had 
i&Bcontinued  building    vessels    of    this 
class.      What     he    wanted    to    know, 
however,     was     whether     the     ocean- 
going   destroyers   would     be    able    to 
take  the  place  of  the  cruisers  in  the 
future ;    whether  they  would  be  able  to 
undertake  all  their  duties  ?     He  did  not 
think  they  were  justified  in  reducing  the 
number  of  destroyers  if  they  were  to  take 
the  place  of  the  cruisers,  which  had  con- 
stituted a  class  of  enormous  importance 
to  this  cotmtry,  seeing  that  it  had  in  the 
past  been  mainly  charged  with  the  pro- 
tection of  our   mercantile   marine   and 
with  the  safeguarding  of  our  food  supplies 
in  time  of  war.     These  matters  wotdd 
require    careful    consideration    by    the 
B<wrd  of  Admiralty,  which  should  ask 
the  Secretary  if  a  reduction  in  the  number 
of  destroyers  to  be  built  would  not  be 
dangerous  seeing  that  they  were  to  replace 
the  cruisers. 

*Mr.  BELLAIRS  (Lynn  Regis)  con- 
gratulated the  Secretary  to  the  Admir- 
alty on  the  clear  and  lucid  statement 
he  had  made,  and  said  that  so  far  as 
this  year's  programme  was  concerned 
he  was  thoroughly  satisfied  with  three 
battleships  ;  the  real  fight  would  of  course 
take  place  on  the  programme  of  next 
year,  with  which  they  were  not  concerned 
on  the  present  occasion.  As  far  as  the 
Sea  Lords  were  concerned  thev  had  not  a 
leg  to  stand  upon — not  a  sea  leg  at  any 
rate.  They  issued  one  statement  last 
year,  and  all  the  changes  which  had 
occurred  since  made,  he  submitted,  for 
increased  armaments.    Yet  now  they  had 


authorised  the  First  Lord  to  make  a 
totally  different  statement !  What 
changes  had  occurred  ?  There  were  the 
increased  armaments  on  the  part  of 
France  and  Germany,  the  loss  of  the 
"  Montagu,"  and  the  somewhat  ill-advised 
resolution  of  the  Admiralty  not  to  work 
overtime  in  the  dockyards,  the  result  of 
which  would  be  that  our  ships  would  not 
be  built  so  quickly  as  hitherto.  Then 
the  efEect  of  the  destruction  of  the 
Russian  fleet  had  been  to  enable  Germany^ 
to  concentrate  the  whole  of  her  ships 
in  the  North  Sea,  as  well  as  the  torpedo* 
flotilla,  which  was  a  threat  against  our 
battleships.  There  was  also  the  new 
policy  of  the  Government  in  respect  of 
the  Army.  Defence  now  rested  entirely 
with  the  Navy.  All  these  and  other 
changes,  he  contended,  made  for  increase* 
of  responsibility,  and,  therefore,  increase- 
of  armaments.  No  doubt  the  "  Dread- 
nought "  would  possess  immense  firing 
superiority  over  other  ships,  and  we  were- 
bound  to  maintain  that  superiority. 
There  was  a  gain  in  speed  at  least  of  five- 
knots,  the  big  guns  were  2^  times  as 
numerous,  f^ach  oub  firing  twice  as* 
quickly,  and  the  penetrating  power  was 
50  per  cent,  better  than  that  of  the 
'*  Majestic  ^  class.  The  outlined  future- 
programme  of  next  year  was  a  reduc*- 
tion  of  a  reduction.  In  1901  there 
were  thirty-nine  ships  of  over  5,000  tons 
under  construction ;  there  were  now  only 
seventeen,  and  the  programme  provided 
that  in  1908  there  Would  be  only  five  under 
construction.  That  was  an  enormous 
reduction,  and  in  face  of  that  they  saw  the 
most  stupendous  exertions  being  made 
by  Germany,  which  had  always  increased 
her  programme  since  1898.  The  reduc- 
tions which  the  Admiralty  had  achieved 
— he  was  not  including  the  new  reductions 
—since  1904  amounted  to  £5,000,000 
sterling  on  Naval  Estimates  and 
£5,000,000  sterling  on  works,  apart  from 
Rosyth,  which  he  personally  hoped  would 
not  be  proceeded  with.  The  relative 
increase  in  the  Navy  estimates  of  (Germany 
by  1909  would  be  just  under  £10,000,000, 
as  compared  with  the  Navy  Estimates  of 
Great  Britain  since  1904.  Allowing  for  our 
savings  on  Works  Bills  and  that  which 
(Germany  was  going  to  spend  for  naval  pur- 
poses, there  would  be  a  relative  increase  in 
Germany  of  £27,000,000.  That  was  apart 
from  the  deductions  which  the  Secretary 
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to  the  Admiralty  had  foreshadowed, 
and  it  allowed  for  £10,000,000  to  be  spent 
on  the  Kiel  Ship  Canal  to  accommodate 


craisers.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
cruisers,  the  Return  of  Fleets  gave  us 
thirty-eight   armoured   cruisers  as    com- 


the  new  battleships.      Several  speakers  i  pared  with    thirty -two  in    France    and 


on  the  Ministerial  side,  rather  in  the  form 
•of  interruptions,  talked  of  our  being  up  to 
a  three-Power  standard.  He  knew  they 
^ere  honest  in  thinking  we  could  safely 
ireduce  our  ship-buildmg,  but  he  had 
mever  been  able  to  discover  that,  taking 
ships  building  and  projected  as  we 
•ought,  we  were  more  than  up  to  a  two- 
Power  standard  as  regarded  France  and 
^Germany.  Braaaey's  Annual  gave  France 
rand     Germany    as    having     thirty-two 


Germany.  That  was  not  a  very  marked 
superiority,  and  taking  all  cniiseis, 
excluding  the  ''Llama"  class,  we  had 
111  to  exactly  100  of  France  and 
Germany.  It  might  be  said  that  we 
had  an  individual  superiority  of  type. 
So  we  had  in  many  cruisers,  bat  do 
strategy  would  provide  that  a  cruiser 
could  be  in  two  places  at  one  time.  In 
the  last  prize  essay  of  the  United  Service 
Institution  it  was  said  that  we  wanted 


second  and  third  class  battleships  to  our  i  seventy-four  cruisers  for  scouting.  Lord 
three  excluding  the  "  Llama  "  class,  or  ;  Spencer,  one  of  the  best  First  Lords  this 
ships  which  the  Powers  did  not  think  it  |  country  had  ever  had,  said  last  year — 
worth  while  to  maintain.  Putting  these  |  «.  j  j^^^^  always  mainUined  that  we  most 
•out  (A  consideration  and  confining  at-  |  have  a  much  larger  number  of  cra*8era  than 
tention  to  first  class  l)attleships,  they  j  any  two  other  Powers." 
would  find  Braasey'a  Annual  gave    us       That  larger  number  certainly  did  not 


fifty-one  battleships,  deducting  the 
"  Montagu,"  built  and  building,  to  forty- 
one  of  France  and  Germany.  The 
moment  they  took  in  the  projected  pro- 
grammes they  found  a  different  state  of 


exist.  Sir  Phipps  Hornby  had  said  that 
we  wanted  236,  and  Sir  Cyprian  Bridge, 
before  the  Food  Supply  Commission, 
stated  that  we  required  a  numerical 
advantage  of  50  per  cent,  in  cruisers  as 


affairs.    In  four  years  we  should  have  ,  compared  with  hostile  cruisers  attacking 
fifty-four  to  fifty-one  of  Germany  and  I  our    comme^e.       The    policy    of     the 


France.  But  if  they  allowed  the  con 
tention,  which  he  believed  to  be  true,  that 
the  "  Dreadnought"  was  equal  to  three 
"  Majesties,"  then  in  four  years  we  should 
have  sixty-one  units  as  compared  with 
seventy-one  units  of  Germany  and  France. 
Between  the  years  1778  to  1850  we  were 
always  twice  as  strong  as  France  in 
battleships,  and  generally  much  more 
than  twice  as  strong  in  frigates.  If 
the  Government  were  only  to  build  one 
"Dreadnought"  in  a  year  and  one 
armoured  cruiser,  all  he  could  say  was 
that  by  1919  all  our  ships  prior  to 
1900  would  be  obsolete  and  Germany 
would  be  superior  in  battleships,  while 
our  cruiser  strength  would  be  absurdly 
inadequate  ;  in  fact,  Germany  would 
have  a  total  of  forty  first-class  battle- 
ships by  1919  if  she  continued  her 
policy  of  building  two  battleships  a 
year  as  compared  with  twenty-nine  or 
twenty-eight  in  this  country  if  for  the 
future  we  were  to  have  a  cut  down 
programme  of  only  one  battleship.  He 
thought  the  Tpinimum  programme  we 
could  possibly  pursue  must  be  two  to 
three  battleships .  a  year,  and  to  this 
had  to  be  added  a  suitable  .number  of 

Mr,  BeUairs. 


Crovernment  as  outlined  by  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  was  practically  to 
build  no  cruisers  at  all.  Certainly  none 
were  to  be  laid  down  this  year.  In  1903 
we  had  162  cruisers ;  to-day,  we  had 
102.  There  was  not  the  slightest  doubt 
that  by  1909  eleven  "Pandoras,"  two 
"Barhams,"  two  "Blakes,"  and  nine 
''Edgars"  would  have  to  be  scrapped, 
and  we  should  then  have  seventy-eight 
as  compared  with  162  in  1903. 

♦Mr.  BOWLES  (Lambeth,  Norwood) 
said  that  nobody  who  had  had  the 
advantage  of  serving  in  His  Majesty's 
Navy  for  however  short  a  time  could 
fail  to  have  been  impressed,  at  any  rate, 
with  the  eictreme  importance  of  the 
statement  which  had  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  There  could  be 
no  question  that  of  all  the  matters 
connected  with  the  Navy  none  was 
more  important  than  proposals  solemnly 
made  upon  the  responsibility  of  the 
Admiralty  to  effect  a  real  and  substantial 
reduction  in  our  naval  strength.  It  was 
incumbent  upon  the  Committee  to  very 
carefully  consider  whether  or  not  under 

all  the  circumstances  such  a  reduction 
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oaght  to  be  made.     The  hon.  Member 
for  King's  Lynn  began  his  speech  with 
what  he  understood  to  be  an  expression 
of   gratitude  to   the  Secretary    to    the 
Admiralty    for    having    been    able    to 
announce   this  reduction.     He  did  not 
glean  from  the  remainder   of  the  hon. 
Crentleman's  speech  any  reasons  for  that 
gratitude,    or,   indeed,   anything   but  a 
somewhat     crude     attack     upon      the 
Admiralty  for  the  line  they  had  taken. 
As    he    understood,     the    Secretary    to 
the  Admiralty    based  his  case  for  t^is 
reduction  upon  two  considerations.    He 
said    in     the    first    place    that    there 
was  a  spirit  abroad  among  t^e  nations 
tending    towards    universal    peace  and 
the    settlement    of     national     disputes 
by    arbitration,     and    that     that      as 
it     stood     was     sufficient     reason    or, 
at  any  rate,  was  a  very  strong  contribu- 
tory reason  why  they  were  justified  in 
making    reductions    in    what,  after    all, 
was  our  only,  certainly  our  first,  line  of 
defence.      For    his    part,    he    thought 
nothing  of  that  argument  at  all.    He 
did  not  desire  to  say  anything  against 
the  principle  of  the  settlement  of  disputes 
by  arbitration,  but  he  believed  that  at 
present  it  was,  and  must  be,  recognised 
by  reasonable  men  to  be  a  mere  dream — 
a  dream  which  all  desired  to  see  realised, 
but    which    it    was    dangerous    in    the 
highest  degree  to  put  forward  as  a  real 
reason  why  we  should  reduce  the  force 
upon   which   t^e  existence  of  everyone 
in     these     islands     directly     depended. 
But    the    right    hon.    Gentleman    had 
another  and  far  more  weighty  reason, 
namely,  that  the  considered  opinion  of 
the  expert  advisers  of  the  Admiralty  was 
that  ihia  was  an  economy  which  could 
be  effected  absolutely  consistently  with 
the  complete  maintenance  of  our  naval 
supremacy.     The  question  for  the  Com- 
mittee was  whether  or  not  it  was  really 
the  &u;t  that  that  supremacy  could  be 
maintained  if  this  reduction  were  carried 
out.    He   agreed   with    hon.   Grentlemen 
who  said  there  was  considerable  difficulty 
in    arriving  at   what  the    facts  really 
were      in     this     matter.       The    Dilke 
Return  had  been  referred  to  as  a  mis- 
leading statement.    He  strongly  agreed 
with  Uiat  remark.    It  was  not  possible 
to  arrive  at  ike  real  facts  from  a  study 
of   Ihat   Return,    and    the    more   one 

tried  to  find  out  what  our  naval  strength 
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was  compared  with  that  of  other  Powers 
the  more  one  was  beset  by  apparently  in- 
superable difficulties.  In  a  letter  to 
The  Times  that  morning  Lord  Brassey 
said  that,  so  far  as  our  present  existing 
balance  of  power  was  concerned,  there 
was  no  question  whatever  that  we  were 
well  above  the  two-Power  standard. 
It  was  true  that  Lord  Brassey  based  his 
figures  upon  the  Dilke  Return  to  some 
extent,  but  after  all  one  could  not  alto- 
gether neglect  that  Return.  But  what 
Lord  Brassey  said  was  that  in  ships 
ready  for  service  we  were  equal  to  any 
three  European  Powers  combined.  He 
did  not  know  that  he  accepted  that  in  its 
entirety,  but  he  did  accept  it  as  showing 
that  we  were  at  this  moment  well  above 
the  two-Power  standard  in  efEect. 
Therefore  the  only  question  was  as 
to  the  future.  The  real  difficulty  of 
comparison  was  that  our  figures  did 
not  include  any  considerable  proportion 
of  ships  that  could  be  called  inefficient 
or  at  any  rate  obsolete.  There  was  no 
similar  security  with  regard  to  the  lists 
of  foreign  ships.  All  comparisons  in 
the  Dilke  Return  and  Braasey^s  Annwal 
assumed  that  every  ship  of  every  foreign 
Power  was  absolutely  as  up-to-date 
as  ours.  He  did  not  believe  it,  oand 
if  comparisons  were  to  be  made  merely 
upon  the  figures  then  greater  weight,  if 
anything,  ought  to  be  given  to  our 
figures  than  to  those  of  foreign  Powers. 
There  was,  he  thought,  one  consideration 
which  governed  and  dominated  the  whole 
of  our  shipbuilding  constructive  policy, 
and  that  was  that  this  country  was  able 
to  build  the  ships  she  required  much  more 
quickly  than  any  other  Power  in  the 
world.  L3t  them  tike  the  case  of  the 
"Dreadnought."  He  was  informed, 
and  he  did  not  believe  it  would  be 
contradicted,  that  that  battleship,  which 
was  the  largest,  the  most  complex,  and 
the  most  powerful  ship  that  had  ever 
been  built  for  war  purposes,  would  be 
finished  within  two  years  from  the  time 
that  it  was  first  decided  at  the  Admir- 
alty that  such  a  ship  should  be  built. 
He  imderstood  that  if  Germany 
laid  down  a  "Dreadnought"  to-day 
she  would  not  be  ready  for  three 
and  a  half  years,  so  that  to  keep 
pace  we  should  not  have  to  begin 
to  build  such  a  vessel  for  eighteen 
months.    That  being  so,  what  was  the 
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endeavoured  to  the  best  of  our  belief  to 
show  to  the  countries  that  we  do  not 
believe  in  reckless  expenditure  in  this 
matter,  but  that  at  the  same  time  we 
are  anxious  to  maintain  the  necessary 
forces  to  defend  our  interests — ^if  we  had 
not  done  that,  and  if  we  did  not  now 
declare  our  intention  of  following  that 
policy  out,  we  should  not  be  worthy  to 
sit  on  this  Bench. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  said 
that  the  time  was  too  short  for  him  to 
make  a  statement  as  to  the  dockyard 
administration ;  but  he  proposed  to 
print  as  a  Parhamentary  Paper  the 
substance  of  what  he  had  to  say  and  have 
it  circulated  amongst  members  im- 
mediately. 

Mr.  JENKINS  (Chatham)  asked 
whether  hon.  Members  would  have  an 
opportunity  later  on  of  saying  something 
in  regard  to  the  proposal  to  build  one 
of  the  battleships  by  private  contract. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  said 
the  only  opportunity,  he  believed,  would 
be  on  the  Appropriation  Act. 

Sir  J.  BAKER  (Portsmouth) :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  Members 
representing  dockyard  towns  the  oppor- 
tunity of  an  interview  at  the  Admiralty 
on  the  statement  made  ? 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  :    Yes. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

2.  £2,827,200,  Shipbuilding,  Repairs, 
Maintenance,  etc. — Materiel. 

3.  £8,588,400,  Sbipbuildinc,  Repairs, 
Maintenance,  etc. — Contract  Work. 

4.  £2,986,000,  Naval  Armaments. 

5.  £351,500,  Admiralty  Office. 
Resolutions  to  be  reported. 


CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  REVENUE  DE- 
PARTMENTS (SUPPLEMKNTARV)  ES- 
TIMATES, 190ft-7. 

CLASS  IV. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed, 
ing  £200,000,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty, 

Sir  IJ.  Cowj hellBanneiman, 


to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1907,  for 
Grants  towards  Expenditure  on  Public 
Elementary  Schools  in  England  and 
Wales." 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Question' 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress ; 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — (Mr. 
Whiteley) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  upon 
Monday  next;  Committee  also  report 
Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 
next. 


TRADE  DISPUTES  BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Emmoit  (Oldham)  in  the  Chair,  j 

Clause  1.  , 

♦Mr.  BOWLES,  in  moving  to  omit  the 
words  **  contemplation  or,"  said  the  pur- 
port of  the  Amendment  was  sufficiently 
clear  in  itself ;  its  object  was  to  narrow 
the  scope  of  the  clause.  It  would 
hardly  be  possible  to  consider  the  effect 
of  this  Amendment  unless  one  con- 
sidered the  whole  of  the  clause  itself. 
The  clause  removed  every  remedy  for 
certain  classes  of  damage  committed 
during  trade  disputes  if  they  were  done 
'**  in  contemplation  or  furtherance  "  of  a 
trade  dispute.  That  being  so,  hon. 
Members  would  see  that  it  was  necessary 
to  consider  with  some  care  the  exact 
nature  of  the  damage  which  was 
proposed  to  be  left  without  remedy. 
This  question  involved  directly  the  whole 
question  of  the  law  of  conspiracy  as 
applied  to  trade  disputes,  and  that  was 
a  question  which  could  only  be  properly 
dealt  with  by  lawyers.  Although  at  one 
time  he  committed  the  youthful  in- 
discretion of  being  called  to  the  Bar, 
he  was  not,  and  he  hoped  he  never 
would  be,  in  any  real  sense  a  lawyer.  He 
believed  he  was  right  in  saying  that  the 
law  upon  this  matter  at  the  present 
time  was  that  for  ordinary  persons 
andf^in  ordinary  circumstances  the  law 
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recognised  that  an  act  which  was  per- 
fectly hacmless  if  done  by  one  person, 
became  altogether  altered  in  its  character 
mud  might  be  extremely  formidable,  in 
€act  8o  formidable  as  to  inflict  provable 
legal  damage  if  committed  by  many  per- 
sona. The  law  provided  for  that  land  of 
damage  two  remedies,  the  criminal  action 
for  conspiracy  and  the  civil  action.  Until 
the  year  1871  no  difference  was  made 
by  the  legislature  between  a  trade  dispute 
and  any  other  dispute.  A  man  who  suf- 
fered damage  as  the  result  of  a  conspiracy 
during  a  trade  dispute  had  his  remedy 
juflt  the  same  as  a  man  who  suffered 
similar  damage  in  any  other  kind  of 
dispute.  In  the  year  1871  an  Act  was 
paased  which  was  amplified  in  1875,  the 
result  of  which  was  to  take  away  criminal 
lemedies  for  acts  conmiitted  during  trade 
disputes,  80  long  as  they  would  not  have 
been  indictable  if  conmiitted  by  one 
person.  Ever  since  the  year  1875,  trade 
disputes  had  been  differentiated  by  the 
law  from  all  other  disputes,  inasmuch 
as  criminal  action  for  conspiracy  was 
then  taken  away.  But  the  civil  remedy 
remained,  and  it  was  that  civil  remedy 
and  that  right  of  civil  action  which  it 
was  now  proposed  by  the  clause  before 
them  to  take  away.  The  clause  took  away 
that  right  from  any  person  who  suffered 
damage  done  by  an  act  in  pursuance  of 
an  agreement  or  combination  during  or 
in  contemplation  of  a  trade  dispute. 
It  also  took  away  &om  that  person 
all  remedy  whatever  in  respect  of  the 
agreement  or  conspiracy.  That  was  the 
pTK^KMal  of  this  clause.  What  he  desired 
to  do  was  to  narrow  the  scope  of  the 
elaose  to  what  seemed  to  him  to  be  its 
proper  function.  He  asked  the  Com- 
mittee to  consider  the  nature  of  the 
acts  for  which  no  remedy  at  all 
nndw  any  circumstances  was  to  be 
allowed  under  this  astonishing  new 
arrangement.  They  were  acts  which  by 
hypoUieais  were  harmless  if  committed 
\if  one  person,  but  nobody  would  deny 
that,  although  harmless  when  committed 
by  one  person,  they  might  be  harmful 
in  the  highest  degree,  and  produce  in- 
tolerable wrong  and  injustice,  if  com- 
mitted by  many  persons.  And  yet  it 
was  the  essence  of  this  clause  that  the 
set  to  be  covered  by  the  clause  did 
produce  legal  and  provable  damage.  It 
was  Che  eeeenoe  therefore  of  this  pro- 


posal that  a  man  who  had  suffered 
legal  undeniable  damage  which  he 
could  prove  in  a  Court  of  Justice  was 
to  be  left  entirely  without  remedy. 
That  was  a  very  large  demand,  which,  in 
view  of  all  the  traditions  of  the  country, 
the  House  ought  to  view  with  con- 
siderable care,  and  he  did  think  that  it 
was  important  that  they  should  consider 
whether  the  words  which  he  moved  to 
leave  out  did  not  extend  the  operation  of 
the  clause  to  an  extent  to  which  the  House 
might  not  altogether  be  prepared  to  go. 
Now  what  was  the  kind  of  act  for  which 
this  clause  left  no  remedy  1  One  might 
draw  upon  one's  imagination,  but  there 
was  no  need  to  do  so,  because  many 
cases  Existed  similar  to  those  which  were 
contemplated  by  this  clause.  He  would 
cite  a  fairly  recent  case  decided  in 
1901,  with  which  hon.  (Jentlemen  were 
no  doubt  perfectly  familiar.  The  case 
he  alluded  to  was  that  of  ''  Quinn  v, 
Leathem."  There  lived  just  outside 
Belfast  in  the  year  1895  a  certain  grazing 
butcher,  named  Leathem.  [An  Hon 
Mehbeb:  That  is  ancient  history.] 
He  employed  a  foreman  and  a  certain 
number  of  assistants,  who  were  non- 
union men.  His  business  was  to  raise 
stock  and  sell  it  to  his  customers  in  Bel 
fast  and  the  most  important  of  his 
customers  was  a  butcher  named  Munce, 
who  employed  union  men  in  the  town 
of  Belfast.  There  was  no  dispute 
between  Mr.  Leathem  and  his  men,  or 
between  Leathem  and  Munce.  Everything 
was  being  carried  on  to  the  complete  satis- 
faction of  everybody  concerned,  and  one 
would  have  thought  that  those  two  busi- 
nesses might  have  been  left  to  rest  in  peace. 
But  it  was  quite  obvious  that  if  businesses 
were  allowed  to  be  conducted  quietly, 
the  more  militant  form  of  trade  unionism 
came  to  an  end.  These  two  butchers, 
Mr.  Leathem  and  Mr.  Munce,  conducted 
their  business  to  the  satisfaction  of  every- 
body concerned.  Their  workmen  were 
satisfied  and  the  general  public  were 
satisfied.  But  the  representatives  of  the 
local  trade  union  were  not  satisfied,  and 
they  put  their  heads  together  to  see  what 
coidd  be  done  to  put  an  end  to  this  state 
of  things.  They  made  an  agreement 
as  contemplated  by  this  clause,  and  as  a 
result  they  committed  an  act  contem- 
plated by  this  clause.  They  wrote 
a  letter  to  Mr.  Leathem,  and   ^tbout 
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preamble  or  excuse  or  explanation, 
demanded  in  a  moat  categorical 
way  the  instant  dismissal  by  Mr. 
Leathem  of  his  foreman  and  all  his 
men. 

Mr.  clement  EDWARDS  (Denbigh 
District) :  The  hon.  Member  has  not 
stated  the  facts  correctly. 

♦Mr.  BOWLES  said  he  had  given  these 
facts  the  best  (attention  of  which  he  was 
capable,  and  the  hon.  Member  would  find 
that  he  had  not  misstated  them.  The 
onion  demanded  the  instant  dismissal 
of  these  men,  and  Mr.  Leathem  naturally 
asked  upon  what  grounds.  He  said  if  the 
grounds  were  that  they  did  not  belong  to 
the  local  trade  union  he  was  quite 
ready  to  pay  their  entrance  fees  into  the 
union,  and  he  was  perfectly  willing  that 
they  should  enter  the  union.  That 
proposal  however,  was  rejected  by  the 
officials  of  the  union,  who  said  in  the 
plainest  possible  terms  that  their  object 
was  to  drive  these  men  out  of  employment 
to  walk  the  streets  of  Belfast  for  twelve 
months  without  any  employment.  That 
was  intended  as  a  punishment  to  them 
for  not  having  joined  the  union.  In 
other  words,  the  object  of  the  union 
was  not  to  get  these  men  to  join  the  union 
but  to  see  that  they  should  be  hounded 
about  the  streets  without  any  work  and 
reduce  them  to  something  which  hon. 
Members  below  the  gangway  knew 
perfectly  well  amounted  to  starvation. 
Having  made  that  intimation,  the  officials 
of  the  union  repeated  their  demand  for 
the  instant  dismissal  of  these  men.  That 
was  a  demand  which  certain  employers 
might  at  once  have  acceded  to.  But 
Mr.  Leatham  was  a  man  of  a  totally 
different  character.  He  said  he  did  not 
like  the  notion  of  men  who  had  served  him 
faithfully  for  many  years  being  sent  to 
starve  in  the  streets,  and  for  his  part,  he 
refused  to  dismiss  them.  Whereupon 
the  union  committed  another  act ;  for 
they  induced  Mr.  Munce,  by  a  threat  to 
call  out  his  men,  to  refuse  to  take  Mr. 
Leathem's  meat,  which  he  was  purchasing 
to  the  extent  of  £30  a  week,  and  aH  this 
simply  because  Mr.  Leathem  had  the 
courage  to  stand  between  his  men,  who 
were  free  labourers,  and  starvation  and 
the  union.  Consequently,  Mr.  Leathem 
suffered  a  palpable  and  undeniable  damage 

Mr.  Bowles, 


of  a  very  serious  character.    Those  acts 
committed    imder    those    circumstances 
were  acts  which  were  precisely  covered 
by  the  clause  now  before  the  Committee, 
because  they  were  done  in  contemplation 
of  a  trade  dispute.    Thi     was  a  trade 
dispute,  not  indeed  between  an  employer 
and  his  workmen,  such  as  was  contem- 
plated in  the  Act  of  1875,  but  they  were 
acts  done  in  contemplation  of  a  trade 
dispute   between    the    union    men    and 
the    non-union    men    of    the    district. 
And    it    was    an    act     which,    had    it 
been   done   without   any   agreement  or 
combination  by  one  man  acting  singly, 
would  not  have  been  actionable  for  a 
moment.     Therefore  he  thought  it  was  a 
question  worthy  of  grave   consideration 
whether  the  Committee  was  prepared  in 
cold  blood  and  upon  serious  reflection  to 
place  a  form  of  words  upon  the  Statute 
book  which  would  directly  and  expressly 
legaUse  acts    of   that    description.     He 
asked    the     Committee    to    adopt    his 
suggestion  with  all  the  more  confidence 
because  he  understood  that  the  acts  of 
which  he  had  complained  were  repudiated 
by  every  trade  union  leader  worthy  of 
the    name.    He    understood    thatt    hon. 
Gentlemen   below   the  gangway  shared 
the  disgust  which  was  felt  at  such  acts, 
and  repudiated  them.    But  in  spite  of 
their  repudiation  and  dislike  of  those  acts, 
the  fact  remained  that  such  acts  were 
committed,  and  he  could  not  for  the  life 
of  him  understand  how  hon.  (Jentlemen 
came  down  to  this  House  and  supported 
the  Oovernment  in  asking  for  a  clause 
which     would     expressly     legalise    acts 
which  everyone  who  followed  him  in  this 
debate   would    repudiate    and    disavow. 
For  his  part,  he  agreed  with  a  learned 
Judge  who  tried  this  case — ^he  alluded  to 
Lord    Lindley — who   said    that   a    man 
might  resist  without  difficulty  the  wrong- 
ful act  of  an  individual  but  it  was  a  very 
different  thing  when  one  man  had  to  de- 
fend himself  against  a  combination  of 
men.    An  Act  committed  as  the  result 
of  such  a  combination  might  be  good  or 
bad.     But  it  was  inevitably  different  in 
quality  from  the  same  act  committed  with- 
out such  combination.    And  to  enact,  as 
this  clause  proposed  to  do,  that  such  acts 
were  the  same  if  committed  in  contempla- 
tion  of  a  trade  dispute  was  to  enact  a  plain 

absurdity.    His  objec*"   was' to  prevent 

that  kind  of  thing,  or  at  least,  his  point 
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tiiat  it  should  be  rigidly  confined 
to  times  of  industrial  war,  and  not  to  times 
of  peace.  That  was  the  object  of  this 
Amuendment.  In  the  course  of  a  former 
debate  upon  this  Bill,  the  hon.  Member 
&ir  South  Olamorganshire  referred  to  a 
Bystem  under  which  employers  conspired 
together  to  prevent  men  whom  they 
disliked  from  obtaining  employment, 
and  they  kept  a  black  list — a  list  of  men 
whom  the  employers  agreed  together 
to  refuse  to  employ.  If  that  was 
true,  he  thought  it  was  very  bad,  and  he 
flhouJd  be  very  glad,  so  far  as  he  was  able 
to  co-operate  with  hon.  Members  below 
the  gangway,  to  see  what  could  be  done 
to  bring  such  a  system  to  an  end.  But 
this  clause  made  that  state  of  things 
expressly  legal,  and  he  hoped  working 
men  generally  would  realise  that  the 
efibrta  of  Labour  Members  in  this  House 
woak],  if  successful,  result  in  making  such 
actioa  by  the  employers  definitely  legal. 

♦8iB  CHARLES  DILKE  (Gloucester- 
diire.  Forest  of  Dean) :  I  submit,  Mr. 
Chairman,  on  a  point  of  order,  that  that 
argument  has  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  this  particular  Amendment. 

•Mb-  BOWLES  :  My  object  is  to  show 
what  would  be  the  effect  when  the  Bill 
becomes  law,  of  leaving  out  the  words 
^lich  I  have  moved  to  omit  from  the 
clause. 

Ths  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
does  seem  to  have  argued  very  widely 
upon  this  Amendment.  Of  course,  he 
is  quite  entitled  to  argue  as  to  the  effect 
of  striking  out  the  words  in  the  Amend- 
ment, but  the  hon.  Member  appears  to 
me  to  have  gone  far  beyond  that,  and  he 
kas  argued  a  good  deal  upon  the  question 
of  combination.  He  must  confine  him- 
self  to   the   Ammendmcnt. 

«Mx«  BOWLES  said  his  object  was  to 
enable  the  Committee  to  consider  whether 
the  land  of  acts  contemplated  by  this 
clause  were  acta  which  ought  to  be 
possible,  not  only  during,  and  in  further- 
ance of  a  trade  dispute,  but  also  in  contem- 
plaiioa  of  a  trade  dispute,  because  the 
tenn  ^  contemplation  '  was  exceedingly 
vide,  aad  it  might  be  very  difficult  for  a 
Court  to  come  to  a  conclusion  upon  the 
yoixit.    The  question  was  whether  those 


acts  should  be  allowed  in  contemplation, 
as  well  as  in  furtherance  of  a  trade  dis' 
pute.  They  were  told  that  this  made  no 
real  change,  and  that  it  only  settled  in  law 
what  had  been  supposed  to  be  the  law 
for  thirty  years  or  more.  They  were 
also  told  that  they  ought  to  trust  the 
trade  union  leaders  in  this  matter.  He 
was  not  going  to  say  a  word  against  those 
representatives  of  trade  unionism  who 
had  the  advantage  of  sitting  in  this  House, 
nor  against  responsible  trade  union  leaders 
generally,  but  he  thought  they  ought  to 
remember  that  trade  imion  leaders  after 
all,  were  like  Cabinet  Ministers,  for  they 
only  led  on  terms.  They  only  led  so 
long  as  they  could  obtain  a  following, 
and  in  order  to  obtain  a  following,  what 
might  they  not  be  forced  to  do  ? 
[Cries  of  **0h"  from  the  Labour 
Members.]  Hon.  (Jentlemen  below  the 
gangway  (were  always  contemplating 
some  trade  dispute.  [Cries  of  "  No, 
no."]  Well,  he  would  come  to  that 
point  in  a  moment.  They  might  be, 
as  Cabinet  Ministers  sometimes  were, 
driven  to  a  course  of  action  against 
their  own  better  judgment,  into  taking 
extreme  courses,  by  wild  followers 
behind  them,  and  be  forced  in  a 
few  weeks'  time  to  eat  their  own  words. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order.  That 
question  does  not  arise  on  the  Amend- 
ment. 

♦Mr.  BOWLES  said  he  was  endeavour- 
ing to  show  that  the  argument  that  they 
ought  to  trust  trade  union  leaders  to 
act  reasonably  in  contemplation  of 
trade  disputes  was  a  very  difficult  one 
to  admit.  What  was  the  object  of  the 
words  which  he  proposed  to  omit  ? 
They  were  directed,  it  seemed  to 
him,  not  against  the  employers,  nor 
were  they  designed  to  strengthen 
the  hands  of  trade  union  leaders 
in  respect  of  existing  trade  dis- 
putes, but  they  were  plainly  directed, 
and  this  was  his  objection  to  the  words, 
against  the  independence  of  non-union 
labour.  It  was  the  non-union  man 
who  was  the  real  enemy  -of  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  gangway.  It 
should  not  be  overlooked  that  the  vast 
majority  of  the  working  people  did  not 
belong  to  trade  unions,  and  did  not  believe 
in  them,  and,  in  fact,  did  not  want  to 
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belong  to  them.    They  were  the  people 
who    were     aimed    at    by  the    words 
of  this  clause,  which  he  proposed  to  omit, 
and  they  would  put  it  into  the  power  of 
hon.    Members   below   the    gangway   if 
they  desired  to  do  so,  as  long  as  they  were 
contemplating  a  trade  dispute,  to  make 
it  impossible  for  any  man  to  retain  his 
independence  in  the  matter  of  his  own 
labour.    Hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  gang- 
way were  always  more  or  less  contem- 
plating a  trade  dispute.    [Cries  of  "  No."] 
He     could     prove    the     truth     of     his 
contention,  because  there  were  a  number 
of  quotations  which  he  could  make  from 
hon.    Members'    speeches    and    writings 
which      would      bear      out    what     he 
had    said.     The    membership    of    trade 
unions  in  this  country  was  diminishing. 
He  believed  the  power  of  trade  union 
leaders  in  this  country  was  diminishing. 
They  only  depended  upon  their  following, 
and      liberty    having    failed,      tyranny 
was    now    to    be  called    in.      In     the 
phrase,   ''  in  contemplation  of  a  trade 
dispute ''  hon.  Members  below  the  gang- 
way were  to  be  given  power  to  divide  the 
industries  of  this  country  into  two  great 
armed  camps,  armed  to  the  teeth,  and 
taught  to  believe  that  their  interests  were 
not  identical,  but  opposite.     Power  was 
to  be  given  under  these  words,  because 
they  contemplated  a  trade  dispute,  to 
ruin,  if  they  desired  to  do  so,  any  man  who 
refused  to  be  recruited  into  their  ragged 
army.     That  was  a  power  which  he  would 
not  trust  to  any  set  of  Ministers  sitting  on 
the   Treasury    Bench,    still   less     would 
he  trust    it  to    hon.    Members    below 
the  gangway.     These  words  gave  abso- 
lutely unlimited  power  to  trade  unions, 
to    coerce    free    labourers     into     their 
ranks  at  any   time   and  that   was  why 
he      moved     that      they     should      be 
omitted.      He     would     not     like      the 
clause    even    when    the    omission    was 
made.     But  he  thought  that  they  ought 
at  least  to  take  care  that  no  man  was 
forced  into  the  struggle  between  capital 
and  labour  against    his    will,  and    that 
those  who  wished  to  keep   clear  of  that 
kind  of  pressure  during  times  of  indus- 
trial peace  might  be  permitted  to  do  so. 
He  begged  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  page  1,  line  9,  to  leave  out  the  words 
*  conteinpUtion  or.'*' — {Mr.  BowUs.) 

Mr,  BowUs. 


Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

♦The  ATTORNEYGENERAL  (Sir 
John  Walton,  Leeds,  S.)  said  that  the 
practical  answer  to  the  hon.  Member's 
arguments  was  that  it  would  be  most 
difficult,  even  if  it  were  possible,  to  draw 
a  distinction  between  acts  done  in  con- 
templation of,  and  acts  done  in  further- 
ance of,  a  trade  dispute.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's arguments  against  what  he  had 
described  as  acts  done  in  contemplation 
of  trade  disputes  would  almost  be  e<jually 
applicable  to  acts  done  after  the  dispute 
nad  begun.  The  desirability  of  inserting 
words  of  this  kind  was  evidently  con- 
sidered by  the  late  Government,  with  the 
result  that  these  very  words  were  inserted 
in  the  Bill  which  passed  through  thb 
House.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  press  his  Amend- 
ment to  a  division. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  (DubUn  University) 
thought  he  ought  to  state  to  the  Com- 
mittee his  view  as  a  lawyer  in  reference 
to  these  words.  It  was  quite  true  that 
the  House,  by  a  previous  Act,  had  pro- 
hibited an  indictment  against  a  workman 
for  conspiracy  to  do  an  act  which  would 
not  be  indictable  if  it  were  done  by  a  single 
individual.  That  was  the  state  of  the 
criminal  law.  It  was  quite  true,  as  the 
Attorney-General  had  said,  that  within  the 
section  of  the  Act  of  1875  these  words  "  in 
contemplation  of"  were  present.  What 
he  should  like  to  point  out,  however,  was 
that  there  was  a  very  great  distinction, 
and  he  thought  the  Attorney-General 
would  see  it  at  once,  between  a  criminal 
act  and  a  civil  remedy.  In  the  case  of 
the  criminal  act  they  could  not  carry  on 
a  trade  dbpute  without  entering  into 
some  sort  of  an  agreement  in  contempla- 
tion of  or  before  the  dispute  came  on. 
He  thought  they  ought  to  do  this  just 
as  well  when  the  dispute  was  in  con- 
templation as  while  it  was  in  progress. 
The  conspiracy,  such  as  it  was,  would  take 
place  before  the  trade  dispute  was  actually 
entered  into.  What  a  man  was  indicted 
for,  and  what  they  used  to  indict  him  for» 
was  conspiracy.  He  need  not  have  done 
any  act  under  it,  and  nothing  need  have 
taken  place  at  all  in  the  way  of  a  trade 
dispute,  prior  to  the  Act  of  1875.    But» 
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^hen  they  came  to  the  civil  action  it 
'was  entirely  different.  They  could  not 
l>ring  a  ci^  action  against  any  person 
for  entering  into  a  dispute,  and  people 
might  conspire  as  much  as  they  liked  so 
long  as  they  did  nothing  in  pursuance 
of  it.  They  had  to  prove  in  a  civil 
action  not  merely  conspiracy,  but  legal 
damage  as  a  consequence  of  it.  The  reason 
why  he  objected  to  these  words  remaining 
in  the  section  wa3  that  th?  House  wo  aid 
then  be  laying  down  that  persons  might 
inflict 'legal  damage  before  a  trade  dispute 
had  arisen  at  all.  He  thought  that  was  a 
fatal  policy.  He  quite  agreed  that  once 
a  trade  dispute  came  on,  there  might  be 
reasons  of  policy,  on  either  one  side  or  the 
<r^r,  why  they  should  limit  liability,  but 
how  far  it  shoiUd  be  limited  was  a  question 
for  the  Committee.  He  thought,  however, 
that  to  lay  down  that  damage  might  be 
committed  in  pursuance  of  a  conspiracy, 
and  before  the  dispute  actually  came  on, 
was  going  a  long  way  to  prevent  a  settle- 
ment of  that  dispute  before  it  reached  an 
acute  form.  He  submitted  to  ttie  Com- 
mittee that  having  regard  to  this 
distinction,  they  ought  not  slavishly 
to  follow  the  wording  of  the  Act  of  1875, 
unless  in  relation  te  criminal  matters, 
because  the  gist  of  the  offence  in  the  two 
cases  was  absolutely  different.  In  the 
ca^  of  most  criminal  matters,  it  was  a 
conspiracy,  but  in  the  case  of  the  civil 
remedy,  it  was  the  damage  done,  and  he 
suggested  to  the  Commitee  that  they 
ought  not  to  lay  down  that  legal  damage 
should  be  without  a  remedy  where  it 
done  before  a  trade  dispute  came 
and  merely  in  contemplation  of  it. 


'^m  CHARLES  DILEB  said  that  the 

Oommission    appointed     by     the     late 

Government  to  deal  with  this  question 

of  trade  disputes  distinctly  recommended 

the  words  contained  in  this  clause.    They 

would  be  found  on  page  17  of  the  Report 

which    was    signed    by    three    of    the 

Oommissioners,    and    on    page     24    in 

the  Memorandum  made  by  four  of  the 

Commissioners.    He  also  wished  to  point 

out  that  these  very  words  passed  the 

Standing  Committee  last  year,  and  they 

were  inserted  upon  a  division  in  another 

chase  dealing  with  peaceful  picketing. 

Upon  that  occasion  eleven  members  of 

the  Unionist  Party  voted  in  favour  of 

^ese  words»  and  eleven  against. 

VOL.  CLXIL    [Fourth  Series.] 


Sir  E.  CARSON  :  But  thai  clause 
was  entirely  different  from  this  one- 
This  was  a  recommendation  to  enact 
that  an  agreement  or  combination  should 
not  be  the  ground  of  a  civil  action  in 
contemplation  of  a  trade  dispute,  unless 
it  was  indictable  as  a  conspiracy.  His 
point  was  in  reference  to  the  agreement 
and  conspiracy  and  the  malicious  damage 
done,  which  was  entirely  different  &n\ 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  in  contemplation 
of  a  trade  dispute.  As  regarded  the 
Report  of  this  Committee,  the  right  hoiu 
Q^ntleman  must  be  perfectly  well  aware 
that  the  one  matter  which  the  Committee 
reported  most  strongly  against  was  the 
Government  proposal  in  rei^ard  to 
Clause  4.  It  was  all  very  well  to  pick 
out  parts  in  the  Report  of  the  Commission, 
and  say  that  they  were  in  favour  of  so 
and  so,  but  they  must  take  the  Report  as  a 
whole ;  and  they  could  not  whittle  away 
one  right  and  then  sweep  away  other 
rights,  and  in  that  way  say  that  they  were 
carrying  out  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission. They  must  take  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  as  a  whole,  or  else  their 
recommendations  were  of  no  value 
whatever. 

♦Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  (Middles- 
brough)  said  he  could  not  very  well  allow 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Nor- 
wood to  pass  without  challenge  from 
that  side  of  the  House.  [An  Hon.  Mem- 
ber: He  is  not  worth  it.]  Then  he 
was  a  very  poor  Member  of  this  House 
if  his  remarks  were  not  worth  some  con- 
sideration from  the  Labour  Members. 
He  had  described  trade  unionists  as  a 
ragged  army.  He  ventured  to  say,  with 
all  due  respect  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Norwood,  that  when  he  had  gained  a 
little  more  experience  of  trade  unionism 
he  would  probably  be  like  a  good  many 
other  employers  of  labour  in  this  House : 
he  would  begin  to  recognise  that  trade 
unions  were  valuable  institutions,  and 
that  it  was  a  good  thing  for  the  workmen 
to  be  combined  together  in  order  that 
to  settle  their  differences  in  a  reason- 
able and  intelligent  manner.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Norwood  had  com- 
plained of  union  men  compelling 
non-unionists  to  join  a  trade  union.  If 
he  was  correctly  informed,  the  hon. 
Member  himself  had  recently  become 
an  employer  of  labour  by  owning  ships. 
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Only  a  short  time  ago  a  vessel  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  was  interested 
engaged  a  cre^,  and  one  of  the  conditions 
attached  to  the  employment  of  those 
men  was  that  they  were  to  join  a  com- 
bination. It  was  not,  however,  a  wt)rk- 
men's  organisation  which  they  were  called 
upon  to  join,  but  it  was  an  organisation 
Imown  as  the  "  Shipping  Federation, 
Ltd."  If  those  men  had  not  become 
members  of  that  organisation,  then  they 
could  not  have  been  employed  upon  the 
hon.  Member's  vessel. 

*The  chairman  :  Order,  order. 
Unless  the  hon.  Member  can  show  that 
this  particular  federation  was  formed 
in  contemplation  of  a  trade  dispute,  he 
is  not  in  order  in  discussing  that  point. 

*Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON :  Certainly 
it  is  in  contemplation  of  a  trade  dispute, 
because  it  is  well  known  that  this  par- 
ticular organisation  exists  for  the  pur- 
pose of  destroying  trade  unions. 

♦The  chairman  :  But  that  is  not 
the  question.  An  organisation  to  destroy 
trade  unions  is  not  in  contemplation  of  a 
trade  dispute  as  suggested  in  this  clause. 

♦Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  thought 
it  was,  and  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Norwood  had  made  so  much  out  of  the 
tyrannical  conduct  of  trade  unions  in 
compelling  men  against  their  will  to 
join  something  that  they  did  not  believe 
in,  it  was  only  right  that  he  should  be 
allowed  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Norwood  himself 
was  not  altogether  innocent  in  these 
matters;  therefore  he  ought  to  be 
the  last  man  to  cast  stones  at  trade 
unionists  when  he  himself  had  been 
doing  a  little  in  that  direction. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  (City 
of  London)  hoped  his  hon.  friend  would 
press  his  Amendment.  Although  not  a 
lawyer,  he  thought  the  words  **  in  con- 
templation "  seemed  Uable  to  cause  verj' 
serious  injury  not  only  to  employers  but 
also  to  trade  unionists.  He  regretted  the 
introduction  of  questions  as  to  whether 
trade  unions  were  good  or  bad  things, 
or  whether  federations  of  employers 
were  good  or  bad,   and  he  intended  to 

limit  his  remarks  to  what    seemed    to 
Mr.  Havel ock  Wilson, 


him  as  a  layman  as  likely  to  take'place^ 
under  the  provisions  of  this  clause.f-  The 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney-General* said,, 
and  this  was  the  dnly  argument  he  ad- 
vanced   against    the   omission   of   these 
words,  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  decide 
when     a     trade     dispute     commenced^ 
That    might    or    might?     not     be    so^ 
but     still     as    a     layman     he     should 
have    thought    that    a    trade     dispute 
commenced  when  the  men  were  called  out 
by  the  union  or  when  the  masters  locked 
the  men   out.    [Labour  Cries  of  "No, 
No."]  Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
differed  fropi  him,  but  at  any  rate  that  wa» 
his  opinion,  and  if  hon.  Members  could 
show  him  that  he  was  wrong  he  would  be 
happy  to  listen  to  them,  and  if  they  con- 
vinced him  on  that  point  he  would  not 
vote  for  the  Amendment  which  had  been 
moved  by  his  hon.  friend.    If  he  was^ 
right  upon   this  point  he  thought  the 
Attorney-General  would  admit    that    it 
would  be  very  simple  to  find  out  when  a 
trade  dispute  commenced.     In  that  case^ 
those  words  covered  such  an  enormous 
ground  that  it  would  be  worth  while  to 
leave  them  out  in  order  to  safeguard  the 
interests  of  all  parties.    But  supposing 
an  act  which  up  to  the  present  time  had 
been  illegal  was  done,  if  this  clause  was  int 
force  it  would  be  possible  for  the  persons 
doing  that  illegal  act,  whether  masters  or 
men,  to  declare  that  it  was  done  in  con- 
templation  of   a   trade   dispute.     What 
had  the  Attorney-General    adduced  [to 
prove  that  it  was  not  done  in  contem- 
plation of  a  trade  dispute  ?     The  mere- 
word  of  the  master  or  of  the  members 
of  the  trade  union  or  their  officials,  that 
the  act  was  done  in  contemplation  of  a 
trade  dispute  would,  under  this  clause, 
take  away    the    effect    of   their  wrong- 
doing.       He    would    not    go    into   the 
arguments  which  his  hon.    friends  had 
adduced,    because   he    thought    that    a 
good     many    of    them   were   applicable^ 
more  to  the  clause  as  a  whole  than  to 
this  Amendment,  and  as  he  had  a  Motion 
down  on  the  Paper  to  omit  the  clause  he 
would  reserve  any  further  remarks  for 
that  occasion.    He  thought,  however,  that 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  Forest  of  Dean,  said  that  the  RoyaF 
Commission  recommended  this  and  that 
it  ought  to  be  remembered  that  this  wai^ 
the  House  of  Commons  and  not  the  RoyaL 
Commission;  and  although  he  looked  with. 
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regard  to  the  policy  of  the  Government. 
I  do  not  believe  for  an  instant  that  the 
conrse  they  are  pursuing  is  a  course  which 
will  conduce  to  peace.    I  believe  that 
peace  is  secured  by  making  those  countries 
that  are  in  the  nature  of  things  defensive 
countries  as  strong  as  possible.    We  do 
not  desire  to  interfere  with  the  rights  of 
other  people,but  I  hope  we  are  determined 
that  our  rights  shall  not  be  interfered 
with.    Let  any  man   look  aroimd  the 
world  at  the  present  time  and  say  whether 
all  the  symptoms  point  to  a  reign  of 
universal  peace.       If  anyone  imagines 
that  in  Asia,  Africa,  and  Europe  all  the 
symptoms  may  be  read  in  a  favourable 
light  and  sanguine  spirit,  I  confess  that  I 
am  unable  to  agree.    One  policy,  and  one 
policy  alone,  ^lU  ensure  peace  as  far  as 
thii  country  is  concerned — ^namely,  the 
conviction  entertained  by  every  foreign 
statesman  that  it  is  dangerous  to  attack 
us.    So  long  as  that  is  the  belief  enter- 
tained on  the  Continent,  so  long  as  the 
policy   of   the   Secretary   of   State    for 
Foreign  Affairs  is  a  poticy  consistent  with 
the  d^ity  and  honour  of  the  country, 
so  long  will  he  be  able  to  maintain  a 
European  peace  which  in  every  reepect  is 
consistent  with  the  interests  of  this  coun- 
try. But  if  once  you  allow,either  on  philan- 
thropic or  other  grounds,  your  defensive 
forces  to  fall  to  such  a  point  as  that  you 
are  thought  to  be  a  possible  prey   to 
some  ambitious  nation,  then  I  say  that 
you  are  shaking  the  foundations  of  the 
peace    of    the    world ;    and    it    in    in 
the    interests    of    peace    I    urge    His 
Majesty's  Crovernment  to  put  no  pres- 
sure on  their  naval  advisers  to  modify 
opinions   at   which   they   have   deliber- 
ately   arrived.        I     earnestly     request 
them,  whatever  be  the  changes  which 
they  desire  to  introduce  either  in   the 
Army    or   the    Navy,     not     to    make 
changes  of  a  kind   which   will   weaken 
the    forces    which    undoubtedly    in    the 
past  have  conduced  to  peace  and  which 
will  perform  the  same  beneficent  function, 
if  properly  used,  in  the  future.     I  am 
therefore  obliged  to  declare  that,  after 
the  explanations  of  the  Government  as 
regards  the  new  programme,  so  far  it  is 
wholly   inadequate,   and   that   the   sus- 
picions with  which  it  has  been  naturally 
regarded    have    in    no    way    been     dis- 
sipated   by    the  representative    of    the 

Admiralty. 


Sir   H.   CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
I  think  he  will  beUeve  it,  that  we  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  those  who  share 
our  views  in  this  matter,  had  no    idea 
that  we  should  shake  the  foundations  of 
peace — ^peace  on  the  one  hand,  and  the 
British     Empire     on      the     other — ^by 
the  dropping  of  a    first-class    ironclad 
out  of  the  programme  of  the  year.     If  it 
had  that  effect,  we  should  not  drop  the 
first-class   ironclad.        The    right   hon. 
Gentleman    divided    the    subject,    very 
naturally    and    conveniently,   into    two 
parts.     First  of  all,  there  was  the  ques- 
tion of  the  naval  poUcy  of  the  year  and 
the  relations  of  the  naval  advisers  of  the 
Government  to  the  policy ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  there  was  the  larger  and 
wider  question  of  the  prospect  of  a  general 
gradual  disarmament,  and  therefore  of 
some  improvement  in  the  prospects  of 
peace  and  goodwill  among  the  nations. 
As  to  the  relations  of  the  Government  to 
the  technical  advisers  of  the  Board  of 
Admiralty,  I  am  glad  to  reassure  the 
right  hon.    Gentleman    entirely,    it    is 
not  the  first  time  that  the  programme  of 
the  year  which  has  been  approved  by 
the  technical  naval  advisers  of  a  Govern- 
ment  has  been   afterwards   altered    by 
that    same    Government.     That    is    no 
extraordinary    thing.     Two    years    ago 
the  Government  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  was  the  head  dropped  out 
of  their  programme  one  of  four  armoured 
cruisers  and  thirteen  destroyers,  and  last 
year  there  was  also  an  armoured  cruiser 
dropped — that   is   to   say,    it   was    not 
ordered — and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  colleagues  on  that  occasion  forgot 
or  omitted  even  to  inform  the  House  of 
the  change.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  we  proposed  a  certain  ship- 
building policy  to  the  House  in  March. 
No,   sir,   we  guarded  ourselves  against 
doing  so.    We  came  into  power  after 
the  naval  policy  of  this  year  had  been 
nominally    fixed    by    our    predecessors. 
We  have  never  quite  ascertained  what 
was   the   reason   of  that   extraordinary 
departure  from  ordinary  procedure  when 
the    naval    programme    was    furnished 
before   the   change   of   Government   in 
December  or  before  the  general  election. 
When,  at  all  events,  we  came  into  office 
it  was  our  duty  then  to  take  a  calm  and 
deliberate  survey  of  the  situation,  and 
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Tbllxbs    fob     ths    Noi 
Lord  Robert  Cecil  and  Mr. 
Bowles. 


♦Mb.  clavell  SALTER  (Hants, 
Baaiii^Btoke)  said  he  wished  to  insert  after 
the  word  "dispute  "  the  words  ''  between 
employers  and  workmen."  He  thought 
it  possible  that  on  consideration  all  parts 
of  the  Committee,  including  the  leaders  of 
the  Independent  Labour  Party,  would  be 
disposed  to  think  the  words  he  pro- 
posed to  insert  were  necessary.  If 
this  Bill  was  ever  to  become  part  of  the 
law  and  to  be  operative  there  would  have 
to  be  some  thing  to  define  what  a  trade 
dispute  was.  It  contained  no  definition 
clause  in  regard  to  trade  disputes,  and  in 


the  absence  of  a  definition  clause  he  asked 
the  Committee  to  say  that  it  was  necessary 
to  define  what  a  trade  dispute  really  was. 
This  was  a  Bill  that  would,  rightly  or 
wrongly,  license  conspiracy ;  it  would 
license  interference  with  businesses  and 
with  a  man's  right  to  work  when  and 
where  he  pleased.  Having  regard  to  the 
great  importance  of  the  change  which 
this  Bill  would  make  in  the  J  law 
and  the  great  number  of  people 
who  would  be  affected  by  it,  he 
considered  that  it  was  desirable  to 
define  the  position  if  it  oould  be  dona. 
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Wherever    this    Bill    applied    it    would 
deprive  those  who  came  under  its  opera* 
tion  of  many   of  their   rights  and  that 
personal   freedom   and   immunity   from 
interference    which    had    hitherto    been 
considered  to  be  of  great  importance. 
That  would  be  generally  agreed.    Every- 
body had  assumed  that  "  trade  disputes  " 
in  this  Bill  would  be  limited  as  he  pro- 
posed to  limit  it  by  this  Amendment,  but 
these  changes  in  the  law  had  nothing  to  do 
with  trade  unions.    Trade  unions  were 
not  mentioned  in  the  first  part,  which  had 
nothing  to  do  with  employers  or  with  the 
relations  between  employers  and  their 
workmen.    The  proposed  changes  were 
not  restricted  to  those  who  would  be 
parties  to  the  dispute.    They  were  not 
ao  restricted  as  regards  the  attackers  or  the 
attacked.    As  soon  as  they  brought  them- 
ftelves  within  the  operation  of  this  Bill  by 
saying   they  were  furthering    or    con- 
templating a  trade  dispute  they  would 
^and  in  a  different  position  from  the  rest 
of  their  fellow  subjects  as  to  what  they 
might  or  might  not  do. 

The  DEPUTY  CHAIRMAN  said  the 
bon.  Member  appeared  to  be  discussing 
the  clause.  He  must  confine  his  ob- 
servations to  the  Amendment. 

♦Mr.  CLAVELL  SALTER  said  he  had 
said  all  he  intended  to  say  on  that  point. 
IVhat  was  a  trade  dispute?  If  he  had  a  difEer> 
«nce  with  his  butcher  because  he  said  that 
liis  bill  was  not  paid  and  threatened  to 
take  proceedings,  that  was  a  trade  dis- 
pute. ["Oh,  oh."]  Yes,  that  was  a 
matter  which  had  to  be  faced.  These 
questions  would  soon  come  up  if  the 
Bill  passed  into  law.  Suppose  a  dis- 
pute arose  between  members  of  a  trade 
who  formed  rings  to  exclude  a  member 
or  to  cause  injury  to  another  branch 
of  trade.  Nobody  could  deny  that 
that  would  be  a  trade  dispute.  It  did 
not  aSect  trade  unions  and  workpeople 
in  any  sort  of  way,  but  nobody  would 
deny  that  it  was  a  trade  dispute.  A 
dispute  between  two  railway  companies 
was  a  trade  dispute,  and  under  this  Bill 
they  would  be  able  to  picket  each  other's 
stations  to  any  extent  and  would  be 
allowed  to  do  an3rthing  they  liked  to 
impair  the  trade  of  each  other  and  injure 
other  people.  A  trade  dispute  was  an 
€vil    which   in   itself   might   injure  and 

Mr.  ClaveU  Salter. 
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cause  suffering  to  persons  who  were  not 
parties  to  the  dispute.  His  object  in 
moving  this  Amendment  was  to  define 
what  a  trade  dispute  was  in  the  con- 
templation  of  this  Bill.  It  must  be 
defined.  As  the  Committee  knew, 
if  this  clause  passed  it  would  find  a 
place  in  the  Conspiracy  and  Pro- 
erty  Protection  Act  of  1875  and 
e  was  appealing  to  the  Committee 
to  make  a  workmanlike  job  of  it.  If  it 
was  passed  into  law  as  it  stood  without 
the  change  he  desired  to  make,  the  Judge 
who  had  to  construe  this  section  would 
be  bound  to  construe  it  in  a  wider  sense 
than  as  a  dispute  between  employers  and 
workmen.  It  would  be  impossible  for  this 
clause  to  be  so  limited  if  the  words  proposed 
were  not  inserted.  He  claimed  the  support 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney-General 
when  he  said  that  in  making  any  addition 
to  an  Act  of  Parliament  they  must  follow 
the  words  of  the  Act.  He  did  not  think 
any  Member  of  the  Committee  could 
allege  any  particular  reason  for  not 
maUng  the  limitation  he  suggested,  and 
he  asserted  that  if  they  did  not  make 
this  limitation  they  would  do  enormous 
harm  to  great  masses  of  people  in  the 
country  who  had  no  interest  in  these 
disputes.  All  he  asked  was  that  they  should 
assimilate  the  la^  of  civil  and  criminal 
responsibility.     He  moved. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  1,  line  10,  after  the  word '  dinpute,' 
to  insert  the  words  *  between  employeni  and 
workmen.'" — (Mr.  Salter,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

'^SiR  JOHN  WALTON  thought  there 
was  some  point  in  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  when  he  pointed 
out  that  there  should  be  some  definition  of 
the  words  "  trade  disputes,"  and  he 
would  consider  that  point,  and  endeavour 
to  find  a  definition.  But  this  Amendment 
went  a  great  deal  further.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  pointed  out 
that  these  words  appeared  in  the  Act  of 
1 875.  In  that  Act  they  had  had  a  j  udicial 
construction  placed  upon  them  which  if 
it  were  extended  to  this  clause  would 
greatly  limit  the  operation  of  the  clause. 
The  words  "  disputes  between  em- 
ployers and  workmen  "  had  been  held  to 
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omean  a  dispute  between  an  employer 
and  his  workmen,  and  that  would  limit 
the  operation  of  this  clause  to  what  were 
called  primary  strikes  which  were  strikes 
between  one  employer  and  his  workmen. 
The  clause  would  have  no  operation 
whatever  in  what  were  termed  secondary 
strikes,  which  were  due  not  to  a  grievance 
l>etween  an  employer  and  his  workmen, 
but  were  due  to  men  abstaining  from 
work  in  S3rmpathy  with  other  workmen 
who  for  some  cause  had  struck.  The 
-principle  raised  by  the  Amendment  was 
-*  very  wide  one,  because  the  whole 
policy  of  this  Bill  was  founded  on  the 
-estabUshed  right  of  workmen  for  any 
reason  which  they  in  their  judgment 
thought  sufficient  to  abstain  from  work. 
They  had  a  right  to  abstain  from  work  if 
they  had  a  grievance ;  or  because  they 
objected  to  some  action  on  the  part  of 
their  employer  in  refusing  to  support 
the  action  of  the  men.  His  hon. 
4uid  learned  friend  proposed  by  his 
Amendment  that  this  clause  should 
be  limited  in  its  operation  to  disputes 
between  an  employer  and  his  workmen, 
4knd  that  being  so  the  workmen  who  ab- 
stained from  work  out  of  sympathy  with 
:their  fellows  in  the  emplojrment  of  others 
w6uld  not  come  under  the  operation  of  the 
clause.  But  if  a  number  of  men  employed 
by  an  employer  struck  work  and  that 
-employer  declined  to  meet  the  case  of 
the  union,  the  men  of  that  union  em- 
ployed by  other  employers  had  a 
perfect  right  to  say  that  they  would 
abstain  from  working  unless  the  terms 
of  the  union  were  conceded.  Ss 
bon  friend  had  called  attention  to  the 
Tery  important  passage  in  the  Report 
<rf  the  Royal  Commission  as  to  their 
reason  for  omitting  after  the  words 
**  trade  dispute  "  the  words  '*  between 
employers  and  workmen."'  In  that 
paasage  the  Royal  Oommbsion  reported 
that  it  was  impossible  to  draw  a  distinc- 
tion between  a  primary  and  secondary 
strike. 

Sa  B.  CARSON  said  the  point 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Geotlezaan  hardly  bore  out  his 
ooDtention^  because  if  he  looked  again  at 
the  report  he  would  see  that  wlutt  the 
Owniirtion  recommended  was  that  the 
criminal  |law  laid  down  by  the  Act  of 
1876  shotiU  be  am9nded.    He  thought 


I  the  Commission  were  right.  The  one 
I  thing  this  Bill  did  not  propose  to  do  was 
'  to  amend  the  criminal  law.  The  Com- 
mittee were  not  here  dealing  with  the 
case  of  civil  liability  at  all.  He  agreed 
with  every  word  the  Attorney- General 
said  with  reference  to  sympathetio  strikes 
in  relation  to  the  criminal  law,  and  he 
really  did  not  think  the  question  would 
arise  in  reference  to  a  small  action.  By 
eUininating  the  words  with  regard  to 
civil  liabilities  they  would  be  able  to 
prosecute  a  man  for  something  for  which 
they  could  not  bring  a  civil  action  against 
him.  That  was  a  very  strange  result. 
He  should  have  thought  that  the  real 
thing  thef  wanted  to  do  by  this  Act 
was  to  amend  the  criminal  law  as  sug- 
gested by  the  Commission.  What  the 
House  would  have  liked  to  have  heard 
from  the  Attorney-Qeneral  was  what 
he  meant  by  a  trade  dispute,  and  how 
far  it  went.  Did  it  go  far  beyond  the 
questions  between  workmen  and  em- 
ployers, whether  they  took  it  as  a  pri- 
mary, secondary  or  sympathetio  strike  ? 
If  it  did,  he  thought  the  Attorney-General 
ought  to  have  told  the  Ck>mmittee 
whether  he  meant  it  to  go  as  far  as 
employers,  merchants,  dealers,  or  traders 
wishing,  for  instance,  to  make  a  ring  and 
run  up  prices.  Did  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  mean  that  in  those  cases  they 
were  to  employ  any  of  the  men  allowed 
by  this  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
that  out  ? 

Mr.  RUFUS  ISAACS  (Reading) :  They 
can  do  it  now.  ^j 

Sib  E.  CARSON  said  they  might  be 
able  to  do  it  in  certain  circumstances,  but 
it  entirely  depended  on  the  methods  they 
employed.  But  he  understood  tliat  the 
Attorney-Ckneral  did  not  mean  that. 
At  any  rate,  trade  disputes  ought  to  be 
defined,  and  he  understood  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  underaken  to 
put  in  a  definition. 

♦SiE  JOHN  WALTON  said  it  was  pretty 
clear  and  perfectly  understDoi  that  the 
term  ''  trade  dispute,"  related  mainly 
A  not  s  )lely  to  disputes  arising  from  the 
exercise  by  trade  unions  of  their  f  anctio  as, 

Sir  E.  CARSON  said  it  might  be  thit 
I  they  all  koew  what  they  meait  tjconvey. 
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but  the  matter  had  to  be  stated  in  words 
which  would  bear  out  that  meaning  in  law. 
Might  he  point  out  another  difficulty, 
namely,  that  this  Act  might  be  cited  as 
the  Trade  Disputes  Act,  1906,  and  the 
Trade  Union  Acts,  1871  and  1876,  and 
together  as  the  Trade  Union  Acts,  1871 
to  1906.  What  would  be  the  effect  of 
that  ?  Would  they  read  "  trade  dis- 
pute" as  something  different  in  each 
of  those  Acts,  or  would  they  read  it  as 
haying  one  meaning  as  regarded  them 
all.  If  so,  what  was  to  be  that  meaning  ? 
The  matter  certainly  required  looking 
into  and  clearing  up,  and  he  eamestlv 
hoped  the  Attorney-General  would  not 
leave  the  words  as  they  stood,  in  the 
hope  that  the  Courts  would  thoroughly 
understand  what  the  House  of  Commons 
intended. 

Mb.  LYTTELTON  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over-square)  said  that  there  ought  to  be 
some  more  exact  definition  of  "  tiade 
dispute."  He  claimed  some  right  to 
speak  on  this  matter,  because  some  years 
BffO  he  wrote  a  pamphlet  on  the  subject 
of  trade  disputes,  which  for  a  long  time 
slept,  until  a  discussion  arose  three  or 
four  years  ago,  when  he  believed  he  was 
claimed  by  the  trade  imions  as  an  ally 
and  as  having  written  to  the  best  of  \a& 
ability  in  order  to  secure  them  equality 
of  play  with  the  federation  of  employers. 
Therefore,  he  trusted  that  from  anything 
he  might  say  now  it  would  not  be  con- 
sidered that  he  had  in  any  way  altered 
his  opinion  as  to  perfect  equality  between 
the  federation  of  employers  and  the 
trade  unions.  He  asked  both  sides 
of  the  Committee  to  consider  whether 
they  were  really  aware  of  the  very 
wide  scope  of  this  clause.  In  its 
present  form  it  would  enable  the  utmost 
tyranny  to  be  used  by  a  combination  of 
employers  against  a  competitor,  or  by 
trade  unions  against  workmen  who  did 
not  belong  to  a  union.  There  was  a 
remedy  for  small  employers  against 
combinations.  There  ought  to  be  re- 
medies when  measures  were  taken  by 
a  powerful  trade  union  to  coerce  the 
freedom  of  those  outside  who  did  not 
wish  to^  belong  to  the  union.  Did  hon. 
Members  below  the  gangway  desire 
legislation  giving  them  privileges  and 
immunities  in  cases  where  there  was  no 
question    of   a    strike  ?      He    appealed  | 

Sir  E.  Car  so  I 


to  them  to  say  why  they  should  be 
absolved  from  many  acts  which  would 
otherwise  be  illegal.  He  thought 
the  Committee  ought  to  learn  from  the 
real  authors  of  the  Bill  what  their 
intention  was  in  regard  to  this  matter. 
Did  the  Leaders  of  the  Labour  Party 
desire  when  a  conflict  arose  between 
great  rings  of  employers,  that  those 
employers  should  have  the  privileges  of 
this  Act  and  the  immunities  granted  by 
this  Act  in  order  to  assist  them  in 
fighting  to  crush  out  competition  among 
themselves  ? 

Mr.  LAMBTON  (Durham,  S.E.) 
thought  there  ought  to  be  some  defini- 
tion  of  a  trade  dispute.  It  was- 
no  use  simply  replying  that  they  were 
laying  down  words  that  had  been  in- 
serted in  an  Act  already  in  existence* 
Obviously,  it  was  necessary  that  the 
Attorney-General  should  give  a  defini- 
tion in  the  Act  itself  of  the  term 
"  trade  disputes." 

♦Mr.  RUFUS  ISAACS  (Reading)  said  itt 
answer  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dublin 
University,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
first  thing  the  Committee  had  to  do 
was  to  make  up  its  mind  what  was  in* 
tended,  and  then  see  that  the  words  used 
would  carry  out  that  intention.  There 
had  been  considerable  discussion  upon 
this  matter,  and  some  forcible  observa* 
tions  had  been  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  with  regard 
to  the  possible  operation  of  this  Bilt 
in  reference  to  nngs  and  trusts  and 
organisations  of  that  character.  As  he 
understood  the  Bill,  there  was  no  such 
intention  entertained  by  its  framers.. 
No  one  had  contemplated  that  the 
trade  dispute  referred  to  should  be  a 
trade  dispute  of  the  character  knowni 
as  trade  competition.  They  knew  that 
the  law  on  this  subject  had  been  clear 
since  the  Mogul  case,  and  in  any  event 
it  was  not  necessary  to  have  any  con- 
troversy as  to  what  the  law  was  in  rela- 
tion to  that  question,  because  it  was  not 
intended  that  this  Bill  should  in  any  way 
change  the  law  applicable  |to  thi»* 
subject.  After  what  had  fallen  from 
the  learned  Attorney-General,  |it  seemed! 
to    him     quite    unnecessary   that    they 


145 


Trade 


{27  July  1906} 


Disputes  Bill. 


US' 


ahonld  discuss  this  point  at  all,  be- 
eanse  the  Attorney-General  had  said 
that  he  would  consider  some  words 
to  prevent  the  application  of  this 
section  to  that  cLiss  of  competition. 
Therefore,  he  thought  that  it  would 
be  better  if  those  who  had  raised  this 
point  would  agree  to  leave  the  con- 
sideiation  of  the  question  for  the 
present  and  deal  with  it  when  the 
{uniting  words  which  had  been  promised 
were  brought  up  on  the  Report  stage,  if 
the  words  now  in  the  clause  were  not 
eonsidered  sufficiently  strong.  The  real 
crueetion  was,  did  they  intend  that  the 
Bill  should  be  so  drafted  and  so  worked 
as  to  protect  those  who  had  come  out 
in  a  secondary  or  sympathetic  strike. 
That  was  the  real  question.  The 
limiting  words  introduced  under  the 
Amendment  would  have  the  effect, 
particularly  when  read  in  conjunction 
with  such  observations  as  had  been 
made  in  the  case  of  "  Quinn  v.  Leathern," 
of  limiting  the  operation  of  this  clause 
to  a  dispute  between  an  employer  and  his 
workmen.  If  there  was  no  dispute 
tetween  an  employer  and  his  workmen 
and  the  men  had  gone  out  on  strike  in 
sympathy  with  the  workmen  of  other 
employers,  in  order  to  ameliorate  the 
coulition  of  those  engaged  in  a  particular 
trade,  that  would  constitute  a  sym- 
pathetic strike,  and  if  they  did 
not  apply  this  clause  to  sympathetic 
strikes,  they  would  be  taking  away  one 
of  Uie  main  advantages  of  the  Bill. 
They  ought  to  devote  their  attention 
to  ascertaining  whether  these  words 
amounted  to  preventing  the  operation  of 
this  clause  to  secondary  strikes.  His 
ri^t  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  the 
Unirersity  of  DubUn  had  told  them  that, 
under  the  Act  of  1875,  from  what  had 
been  stated  in  the  case  of  "  Quinn  v. 
Leathem^"  the  words  "employer  and 
woikmen/'  would  be  understood  and 
defined  by  Judges  as  meaning  an 
emplojrer  and  his  workmen,  and  there- 
fore it  was  understood  that  if  there  was  a 
prosecution  under  the  ^Act  of  1875 
a^UDSt  those  who  had  come  out  under  a 
sympathetic  or  secondary  strike,  they 
would  not  be  protected  from  a  criminal 
prosecution  by  virtue  of  ^e  Act  of  1875. 
The  Bill  made  this  difference,  that  it 
omitted  the  words  '*  employer  and  woric- 


men  "  because  of  the  dangerous  meaning: 
which  had  been  given  to  those  wwds. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  said  it  was  quite 
true  that  they  left  out  those  words, 
but  the  section  they  were  discussing  did 
not  mean  the  criminal  law,  but  merely  the 
civil  law. 

♦Mr.  RUPUS  ISAACS  said  he  agreed 
entirely,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
observations  were  strong  arguments   in 
favour  of  having  the  clause  as  they  had  now 
got  it.    K  the  criminal  law  was  to  be  inter- 
preted as  limiting  the  immunity  to  men 
who  struck  because  of  a  dispute  between 
them  and  their  employer,  it  was  high  time 
that  it  was  amended.    He  thought  they^ 
were  in  complete  agreement  that  this  law 
ought  not  to  operate  so  as  to  make  those 
who  took  part  in  a  sympathetic  strike 
liable  to  a  criminal  prosecution.    They 
were  seeking  to  assimilate  the  civil  law 
to  the  criminal  law,  and  if  his  right  hon. 
friend  said  he  did  not  desire  that  there 
should  be  the  limitation  in  the  criminal 
law  upon  those  words  which  the  Law 
Lords  had   indicated    might   be   placedt 
upon  them,  it  must  follow  if  they  were 
seeking  to  bring  the  civil  law  into  har- 
mony with  the  criminal  law  of  conspiracy 
they    must    equally    apply    the    same- 
reasoning  to  the  civil  law.    He  did  not 
expect  that  his  right  hon.  and  learned' 
friend  would  agree  with  that,  because  he- 
had  already  stated* that  he  was  opposed 
to  extending  the  immimity  from  prose- 
cution   under    the     criminal     law     to- 
immunity  from  any  action  under  the 
civil  law.     He  quite  imderstood  that  that 
was  so,  but  it  was  on  this  point  that  they 
were    in    absolute    disagreement,     and 
his   view  was   that  they  should    place 
the   civil    law  upon  the   same   footing 
as    the    criminal    law    in     regard    to- 
conspiracy.    That  was  to  say,  that  the- 
immunity    in    reference    to    conspiracy^ 
should  be  the  same  under  the  criminal 
as  under  the  civil  law.    If  they  were- 
right    in    that    view,    it    must    follow 
from  what  had  been  said  that  they  were 
consistent,  and  justified  in  the  contention, 
that  they   must  leave   out   the   words 
which    were    sought   to    be   introduced! 
and     which    would     have    a    limiting 
effect.    Speaking   with   some   little   ex- 
perience and  knowledge  of  the  difficulties' 
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ip^hich  arose,  he  thought  it  was  very 
necessary  that  they  should  leave  out 
those  words ;  if  they  inserted  the  Amend- 
ment the  efiect  would  be  that  they 
would  cut  away  a  very  considerable 
portion  of  the  protection  intended  to 
be  given  to  the  trade  unions  by  virtue 
•of  the  Bill.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
the  Committee  would  not  consider  this 
Amendment  favourably,  but  would  reject 
it  by  a  large  majority. 

Mr.  BONAR  law  (CamberweU,  Dul- 
"wich)  said  the  hon,  and  learned  Gentle- 
man opposite  when  he  rose  made  a  state- 
ment with  which  he  entirely  agreed,  to  the 
•effect  that  their  first  duty  was  to  find  out 
what  they  wanted,  and  then  try  to  carry 
it  out.  He  thought  the  hon.  Member 
was  going  to  give  them  some  light  upon 
the  questions  put  by  his  right  hon.  friend 
the  Member  for  St.  Ceorge's,  Hanover 
Square.  He  did,  at  any  rate,  deal  with 
one  of  them,  and  stated  that  in  his 
judgment  this  Bill  ought  not  to  cover 
trade  combinations,  and  he  quite  agreed 
with  that.  The  definition  of  the  Attorney- 
*Oeneral,  if  he  gave  one,  he  was  sure  would 
cover  such  cases  as  that.  His  right  hon. 
friend  put  another  case  equally  pertinent 
to  which  no  answer  hai  been  given.  He 
asked  the  Attomey-CJeneral  now  to  give 
an  answer  to  that  question.  Did  he 
mean  the  term  "  trade  dispute  "  to  in- 
clude such  a  case  as  that  which  had 
been  cited  ?  Would  it  include  a  case 
where,  although  no  strike  was  going  on 
at  all,  a  trade  union  nevertheless  desired 
to  make  all  the  employees  in  a  parti- 
cular works  members  of  the  union, 
and  drive  out  all  non-union  men  ? 
Did  the  Attorney  -  General  mean  this 
Bill  to  give  immunity  against  indi- 
vidual action  in  such  cases  as  that  ? 
'The  answer  to  that  question  would 
•decide  his  vote.  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  that  he  was  going  to 
•define  '*  trade  dispute  "  in  such  a  way 
that  trade  disputes  under  this  Bill  would 
not  give  to  those  who  were  engaged 
in  them  special  privileges  to  tyrannise 
over  other  workers,  then  he  would  not 
TQte  for  the  Amendment. 

♦Sib  JOHN  WALTON  :  I  am  sur- 
prised at  this  Question  being  askei ; 
it  is  so  elementary. 

Mr.  Bufus  Isaacs. 


Mr.  BONAR  LAW  said  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  not  under- 
stood his  point  at  all.  He  admitted  that 
workers  had  a  right  to  strike,  but  what 
he  asked  was  this:  Did  he  mean  that 
they  were  to  have  immunity  under  this 
to  perform  acts  which  would  be  illegal  Bill 
on  the  part  of  anybody  else  in  order  to 
drive  out  non-union  men? 

♦Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  trade 
unionists  had  a  right  to  say  that 
they  would  not  work  with  non-union 
men,  and  if  they  said  so  not  in  units, 
but  collectively,  they  rendered  them* 
selves  liable  to  no  action.  The  test 
in  every  case  was  whether  the  act  whioh 
was  done  collectively  would,  if  it  were 
done  by  a  single  person,  be  a  tortious 
act.  If  a  sinde  man  had  a  right  to  say 
that  he  would  not  work  with  non-unioa 
men,  twenty,  fifty,  or  100  men  had 
collectively  the  right  to  say  the  same 
thing. 

« 

Mr.  CLEMENT  EDWARDS  (Denbi^ 
District)  said  there  was  another  impor- 
tant  matter  which  would  happen  if  the 
Amendment  were  carried.  Some  of  the 
most  serious  disputes  in  this  country  had 
been  disputes  between  one  branch  of 
labour  and  another  branch  of  labour  over 
what  were  called  demarcations  of  work. 
If  this  Amendment  were  carried  limiting 
trade  disputes  merely  to  those  between 
employers  and  their  workmen,  tride 
union  workmen  would  be  placed  under 
disadvantages  in  a  strike  oi  that  sort  as 
compared  with  those  who  were  striking  in 
connection  with  some  difference  with  the 
employers.  It  had  been  said  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  that  this  clause  placed 
union  men  in  a  privileged  position  because 
it  gave  them  an  immunity  from  the  law 
which  was  not  enjoyed  by  any  other 
class.  That  statement  was  not  correct^  and 
he  challenged  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  to  point  to  a  single  case,  apart 
from  those  to  which  recent  decisions  in 
connection  with  trade  disputes  related, 
where  other  members  of  the  community 
had  been  found  guilty  in  a  civil  action 
of  conspiracy  in  respect  of  an  act  which 
was  not  conspiracy  if  done  by  single  in- 
dividuab.  This  clause  sought  not  to 
place  union  men  in  a  privileged  position, 
not  to  give  tham  immunity  as  against 
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othjr  clause)  of  the  community,  but  to 
place  th3m  io  preobely  the  position 
occupied  by  othor  classes  of  the  com- 
munity as  detarmined  in  such  cases  as 
"the  Mofi^il  shipping  oblsc.  He  thought  it 
would  be  a  pity  if  it  went  forth  that  they 
were  supporting  a  clause  giving  immunity 
when  thsy  were  simply  83eking  to  re- 
move an  anomaly  in  relatiDu  to  trade 
nni)Q). 

*Mr.  CL  WELL  SALTER  said  ha  want- 
ed to  say  one  word  more.    It  was  said 
ithat  the  workmen  were  not  protected  from 
civil  action  in  the  case  of  a  sympathetic 
strike.     He     understood    that    a    sym- 
pathetic    striker     was     a     man    who 
irent     out    from    his    vork,     not    be- 
cause   he     had     any    dilEerence    with 
his   employer,   but  because   he  desired 
to    assist    another.     That   was    not    a 
dispute  between  the  employer  and  his 
'workman,     but     the    act     was     done 
^*in      contemplation      or      furtherance 
•of  a  trade  dispute  between  employeri 
and    workman."     If    this    clause    was 
amended    as   he   proposed   the    benefit 
<A  it  would  go  to  all  those  who  actad 
in     furtherance    of    a    trade     dispute 
between  employers    and   workmen.    It 
appeared  to  hun  that  the  sympathetic 
striker  would  be  acting  in  furtherance  of 
such  a  dispute. 


Ma.  HILLS  asked  whether  the  Attorney 
HJenenJ  would  promise  to  introduce  a 


definition  of  "trade  dispute."  It  was 
a  Imattar  of  extrame  importance,  and  it 
should  be  clearly  defined  what  a  trade 
dispute  was.  He  did  think  that  they 
ought  to  know.  ^ 

♦Sib  JOHN  jWALTON  :  I  feel  ^the 
importance  of  the  point  raised,  and  I 
will  consider  favourably  the  introduction 
of  some  words  to  meet  the  difficulty.  I 
will  also  consider  the  introduction  of 
some  words  which  will  amend  Section  3 
of  the  Act  of  1875,  which  would  create  a 
variation  (between  the  civil  and  the 
criminal  law  in  regard  to  conspiracy. 
But  I  cannot jpledge  myielf  abjolutay. 

>SiR  E.  CARSON  :  Am  I  tD>33ume  thit 
any  definition  which  the  Attomey- 
(Jeneral  makes  will  not  exclude  from  the 
Bill  the  case  of  unionists  wishing  to 
coerce  non-unionists  ]  If  this  Bib  is  to 
give  liberty  to  coerce  non-unionists,  I 
hope  my  hon.  friend  will  divide  on  the 
Amendment. 

♦Sib  JOHN  WALTON  :  I  may  under- 
take |to  (define  "trade  dispute,"  but 
not  general  principles. 

I    Question  ^put. 

The  Committee  divided :    Ayes  42 ; 
Noes  326.     (Division  List  No.  280.) 
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Only  a  short  time  ago  a  vessel  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  was  interested 
engaged  a  cre^^,  and  one  of  the  conditions 
attached  to  the  emplojrment  of  those 
men  was  that  they  were  to  join  a  com- 
bination. It  was  not,  however,  a  wt)rk- 
men's  organisation  which  they  were  called 
upon  to  join,  but  it  was  an  organisation 
known  as  the  "  Shipping  Federation, 
Ltd."  If  those  men  had  not  become 
members  of  that  organisation,  then  they 
could  not  have  been  employed  upon  the 
hon.  Member's  vessel. 

*The  chairman  :  Order,  order. 
Unless  the  hon.  Member  can  show  that 
this  particular  federation  was  formed 
in  contemplation  of  a  trade  dispute,  he 
is  not  in  order  in  discussing  that  point. 

*Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON :  Certainly 
it  is  in  contemplation  of  a  trade  dispute, 
because  it  is  well  known  that  this  par- 
ticular organisation  exists  for  the  pur* 
pose  of  destroying  trade  unions. 

♦The  CHAIRMAN  :  But  that  is  not 
the  question.  An  organisation  to  destroy 
trade  unions  is  not  in  contemplation  of  a 
trade  dispute  as  suggested  in  this  clause. 

♦Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  thought 
it  was,  and  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Norwood  had  made  so  much  out  of  the 
tjTannical  conduct  of  trade  unions  in 
compelling  men  against  their  will  to 
join  something  that  they  did  not  believe 
m,  it  was  only  right  that  he  should  be 
allowed  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Norwood  himself 
was  not  altogether  innocent  in  these 
matters;  therefore  he  ought  to  be 
the  last  man  to  cast  stones  at  trade 
unionists  when  he  himself  had  been 
doing  a  Uttle  in  that  direction. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  (City 
of  London)  hoped  his  hon.  friend  would 
press  his  Amendment.  Although  not  a 
lawyer,  he  thought  the  words  *'in  con- 
templation "  seemed  liable  to  cause  very 
serious  injury  not  only  to  employers  but 
also  to  trade  unionists.  He  regretted  the 
introduction  of  questions  as  to  whether 
trade  unions  were  good  or  bad  things, 
or  whether  federations  of  employers 
were  good  or  bad,   and  he  intended  to 

limit  his  remarks  to  what    seemed    to 
J/r.  Havelock  Wilson, 


him  as  a  layman  as  likely  to  takeplace- 
under  the  provisions  of  this  clause.f'  The 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney-General  said,, 
and  this  was  the  dnly  argument  he  ad> 
vanced    against    the   omission   of    these 
words,  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  decide 
when     a     trade     dispute     commenced^ 
That    might    or    might>     not     be    so,, 
but     still     as    a     layman     he     should 
have    thought    that    a    trade    dispute ' 
commenced  when  the  men  were  called  out 
by  the  union  or  when  the  masters  locked 
the  men   out.    [Labour  Cries  of  "No, 
No."]  Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
differed  from  him,  but  at  any  rate  that  was 
his  opinion,  and  if  hon.  Members  could 
show  him  that  he  was  wrong  he  would  be 
happy  to  Usten  to  them,  and  if  they  con- 
vinced him  on  that  point  he  would  not 
vote  for  the  Amendment  which  had  been 
moved  by  his  hon.  friend.     If  he  was; 
right  upon   this  point  he  thought   the 
Attorney-General  would  admit    that    it 
would  be  very  simple  to  find  out  when  a 
trade  dispute  commenced.     In  that  case,, 
those  words  covered  such  an  enormous 
ground  that  it  would  be  worth  while  to 
leave  them  out  in  order  to  safeguard  the 
interests  of  all  parties.    But  supposing 
an  act  which  up  to  the  present  time  had 
been  illegal  was  done,  if  this  clause  was  m 
force  it  would  be  possible  for  the  persona 
doing  that  illegal  act,  whether  masters  or 
men,  to  declare  that  it  was  done  in  con-^ 
templation   of   a   trade   dispute.     What 
had  the  Attomey-Greneral    adduced   [to 
prove  that  it  was  not  done  in  contem- 
plation of  a  trade  dispute  ?     The  mere- 
word  of  the  master  or  of  the  membera 
of  the  trade  union  or  their  officials,  that 
the  act  was  done  in  contemplation  of  a 
trade  dispute  would,  under  this  clause, 
take  away    the    effect    of   their  wrong- 
doing.       He    would    not    go    into   the 
arguments  which  his  hon.    friends  had 
adduced,    because   he    thought    that    a 
good     many    of    them   were   apphcable- 
more  to  the  clause  as  a  whole  than  to 
this  Amendment,  and  as  he  had  a  Motion 
down  on  the  Paper  to  omit  the  clause  he 
would  reserve  any  further  remarks  for 
that  occasion.    He  thought,  however,  that 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  Forest  of  Dean,  said  that  the  RoyaF 
Commission  recommended  this  and  that 
it  ought  to  be  remembered  that  this  wa». 
the  House  of  Commons  and  not  the  RoyaL 
Commission;  and  although  he  looked  with. 
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great  respect  upon  the  findings  of  Royal 
Commissions,  he  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  that  if  the  verdict  of  the  Royal 
Com  mission  was  to  be  taken  as  something 
which  was  unanswerable  then  they  must 
take  it  as  a  whole.  If  the  Government 
would  accept  the  findings  of  the  Royal 
Commission  as  a  whole  he  did  not  suppose 
there  would  be  much  objection.  With 
regard  to  the  statement  of  the  Labour 
Members  in  regard  to  the  late  Govem- 
znent's  action  upon  this  question, 
he  would  like  to  say  that  many  Members 
of  the  Opposition  voted  against  this 
clause,  and  with  regard  to  those  who 
voted  for  it  he  did  not  know  whether  they 
did  so  in  contemplation  of  an  approaching 
election  or  whether  that  had  anything 
to  do  with  the  matter. 

Mr.  PAUL  (Northampton)  pointed  out 
that  an  act  done  in  contemplation  of  a 
trade  dispute  must  be  done  either  in 
futherance  or  hindrance  of  it  or  without 
any  reference  to  it.  If  the  act  was  done 
in  hindrance  or  without  reference  to  it 
it  was  clear  that  it  did  not  come  within 
the  scope  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  mills  (Durham)  considered  that 
this  Amendment  was  entirely  unneces* 
«ary.  At  any  rate  it  was  incumbent 
upon  those  who  desired  to  cut  down  the 
clause  in  this  way,  to  show  that  the  clause 
as  a  whde  was  wrong.  He  reminded  the 
Committee  that  other  opportunities  would 
arise  for  discussing  the  clause  as  a  whole, 
but  as  it  did  not  change  but  tended  to 
clarify  the  law  upon  this  point  he  in- 
tended to  vote  against  the  Amendment. 

•Mb.  PARKE8  (Birmingham,  Central) 
•aid  that  in  his  opinion  the  words  '*  in  con- 
templation or"  had  not  the  same  meanins 
m  the  present  Bill  as  in  the  Bill  which  had 
gone  before  it.  He  should  like  at  once 
to  diflsociate  himself  from  any  remark 
made  by  the  Member  for  Norwood  with 
regard  to  trade  unionists,  and  he  hoped 
that  the  debate  would  be  conducted 
without  acrimony.  The  Attorney-General 


had  said  something  with  regard  to  the 
words  "  furtherance  "  and  "  contempla- 
tion." The  word  "  furtherance  "  would 
in  his  opinion  include  *'  contemplation," 
and  the  Attorney-General  himself  seemed 
to  indicate  that  in  his  remarks.  He  felt 
sure  that  all  working  men  would  desire 
that  the  area  of  dispute  should  be  kept 
as  small  as  possible.  They  wanted 
to  limit  trade  disputes  as  far  as 
possible,  and  if  the  words  '*  in  con- 
templation or  "  could  be  left  out  with- 
out injuring  the  Bill  or  making  it  in- 
valid, and  without  injuring  the  main 
object  of  the  Bill,  he  thought  it  would  be 
a  very  good  thing.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  to  the  ordinary  mind  the  word» 
"  in  contemplation  or  "  were  not  of  a 
character  which  was  well  understood. 
He  therefore  appealed  to  the  Attorney- 
General  to  agree  to  the  omission  of  the 
words  "  in  contemplation  or  "  if  he  could 
do  so  consistently  with  the  object  of  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  pike  pease  (Darlington)  desired 
to  ask  if  "  in  contemplation  or  "  might  be 
taken  to  be  included  in  the  word  *'  further- 


>> 


ance. 

♦Sib  JOHN  WALTON  said  his 
opinion  was  that  both  words  were  required 
for  this  reason,  that  they  might  have  a 
trade  dispute  which  either  had  arisen  or 
was  on  the  point  of  arising.  Therefore 
he  thought  it  was  necessary  to  include 
words  which  would  cover  that  which  was 
done  '*  in  contemplation  "  or  arranging 
of  a  trade  dispute  and  that  which  war 
done  after  the  dispute  had  arisen. 

Mb.  BOWLES  said  he  did  not  desire 
under  the  circumstances  to  force  this 
Amendment  to  a  division.  In  order  to 
save  the  time  of  the  Conmiittee  he  asked 
leave  to  withdraw  his  Amendment 

Leave  to  withdraw  refused 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  319 ; 
Noes,  48.    (Division  List  No.  279.) 
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position  in  which  any  reasonable  Board 
of  Admiralty  found  itself  ?     Surely  the 
constructive  policy  of  this  country  was 
dictated  by  that  fact.     Surely  it  was  not 
only  wise  but  imperative  in  the  interests 
of  the  taxpayer  to  keep   our  money    in 
our  pockets  for  that  eighteen  months  and 
take  advantage  of  the  interest  on  our 
money  and  all  the    advances  in  naval 
science  during  that  time.     At  the  end 
of  the  eighteen  months,  if  it  were  deemed 
fit    to    answer    the     German     "Dread- 
nought," we     could     lay      down      our 
"  Dreadnought,"  and   both  ships  would 
be  launched  at    the  same    time.     The 
Alpha    and    Omega     of      our     naval 
policy    might     be      summed     up      in 
two       words — quick       building       and 
quick    hitting.       We     had     got    quick 
building    and    we    were    getting    quick 
hitting.     He  for  his  part  could  not  shut 
his  eyes  to    the    enormous    advantages 
which  we  got  from  quick-building,  and 
it  was  for  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  and 
his  officials  to  do  all  they  could  to  get  every 
advantage  which  this  coimtry  enjoyed 
from  the  enormous  saving  in  time  by 
quick  building.     That  being  the  general 
attitude  of  mind  in  which  he  approached 
this  question  he  had  not  much  difficulty 
in  coming  to  a  conclusion.     He  did  not 
suppose  there  was  an  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  House  who  did  not  desire  to  maintain 
the  two -Power  standard  with  all  that  it 
meant.     He  did  not  understand  that  it 
was  contended  in  any  quarter  of    the 
House    that    this    reduction     involved 
any  departure   from  that  standard,   at 
any  rate    for    some   considerable    time. 
The  year     1919    had    been     suggested. 
He  regarded  that  year  with   the  most 
profound    equanimity.      He    took     the 
view   that   many   things   might  happen 
before    1919,    and    he    refused    for    his 
part  to  b**  greatly  disturbed  by  gloomy 
prognostications  as   to  things  that  could 
only  happen  in  that  distant  year.     The 
hon.    Gentleman   for   King's   Lynn,    he 
understood,  although  deeply  grateful  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  having  made 
this  reduction,  was  under  some  doubts 
as    to    the    meaning    of    it.     The    hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  on  naval  matters  with 
all  the  ability  which  naturally  belonged  to 
a  sailor  and  a  naval  officer.     He  had  not 
the  slightest  doubt  that  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man were  put  in  to  a  boat  at  the  foot  of  th 
Terrace  he  would  get  across  to  Lambeth 


without   any  Serious  mishap.     He    was 
sometimes  inclined  to  think  that  the  air 
of  King's  Lynn  had  been  somewhat  too 
strong   for  the  Liberalism   of  the    hon. 
Gentleman,  and  he  could  not  resist  taking 
this  opportunity  of  complimenting  him 
upon  the  stout  Toryism  with  which  the 
air  of  that  borough  appeared  to  have 
inoculated  him.     He  did  not  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member,  and  he  was  content  to 
believe  that  the  Sea  Lords  of  the  Admir- 
alty knew  their  business.     He  refused  to 
be   drawn  into   a   miserable   chorus    of 
detraction  of  gallant  officers  imable  to 
reply  for  themselves,  who  were  doing  their 
duty  to  their  coimtry  in  the  best  way 
they    could    according    to    their   lights. 
When  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
told  them  that  he  had  the  definite  and 
personal  authority  of  the  Sea  Lords  to 
assure  this  House  that  they  recommended 
this  reduction  he  was  content  to  rely  upon 
that  assurance. 

Mr.    bright    (Oldham)  said  the 
idea  of  economy  was  one  which   very 
naturally  occurred  to  the  niinds  of  all 
Members  sitting    on    the    Liberal    side 
a  tei  the  country  had  witnessed  for    so 
long  a  time  the  extravagance  of  the  late 
Government.    The  country  was  as  much 
stirred  by  the  idea  of  economy  as  by  any 
other  subject  that  was  brought  before  it 
at  the  recent  general  election.    Members 
of  the  Opposition  side  had  expressed  their 
sorrow  at  the  proposals  put  forward  in 
the  naval  statement.     Of  course   they 
were  sorry,  but  their  ^  orrow  was  the  joy 
of  Ministerialists.    Hon.    Members    had 
said  that  in  a  few  years  there  would  be 
a  panic  and  that  the  country  would  have 
then  to  go  in  for  large  expenditure  for  a 
great  number  of  new  ships.     But  panics 
were  the  sort  of  thing  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite    dealt    in.    Jingoes    naturally 
went  in  for  panics,  and  there  was  no  more 
timid    and    shrinking   person    than    an 
Imperialist  Jingo.    He  saw  a  robber  in 
every  bush  and  looked  with  suspicion  on 
all  the  world — everybody  was  going  to 
hurt  him.    Liberals  had  not  that  feeling 
of    timidity.     They  had   a   very   great 
asset  at  present — ^they  had  got  nd  of 
the    **new    diplomacy."    They    should 
apply  no  more  bluff  to  foreign  Powers,  at 
any  rate  until  they  were  able  to  back  it  up. 
The  late  Government  took  the  great^ 
possible  Army  and  the  greatest  possible 
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time  to  subdue  the  smallest  possible 
enemy.  He  did  not  believe  that 
any  Power  wished  to  attack  this 
country.  We  were  friendly  with 
every  Power  in  Europe  as  far  as  we 
knew.  He  was  very  glad  that  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  had  announced 
economies.  This  was  most  valuable  in 
view  of  the  forthcoming  meeting  at  The 
Hague,  for  it  showed  our  Ixma  fides.^lt 
showed  that  we  were  willing  to  take  the 
lead,  if  not  in  reducing,  at  least  in  Umiting 
armaments^  and  he  hoped  we  should  be 
followed  by  other  Powers  in  this  respect. 
He  came  to  the  House  to  promote 
economy,  to  promote  peace,  and  to 
promote  free  trade.  These  subjects  very 
greatly  interested  his  constituency — ^a 
very  large  and  very  intelligent  con- 
stituency. 

Mr.  crooks  (Woolwich) :  And  very 
well  represented. 

Mr.  BRIGHT:  It  was  very  greatly 
moved  on  this  question  of  economy  and 
the  result  had  been  that  it  had  returned 
two  Liberal  Members.  He  congratu- 
lated the  Gk)vernment  on  their  proposals 
and  he  was  sure  they  would  lead  to  a 
great  strengthening  of  the  desire  for 
peace  all  over  Europe. 

Mr.  0.  C.  PHILIPPS  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  said  that,  speaking  as  a 
shipowner,  he  was  a  strong  supporter  of  a 
powerful  Navy.  At  the  present  time 
our  mercantile  marine  was  about  three 
times  as  large  as  that  of  two  of  our  most 
powerful  competitors,  and,  therefore,  a 
two-Power  Navy  was  a  very  small  stan 
dard  for  Great  Britain.  He  would  have 
been  pleased  if  the  Government  had  seen* 
their  way  to  provide  four  ironclads,  for  he 
beHeved  it  was  possible  to  have  economy 
in  the  Navy  and  yet  maintain  a  large 
building  programme.  The  true  policy  of 
this  country  was  to  maintain  a  large 
building  programme  and  to  look  for 
that  economy  in  the  Navy  by  discarding 
obsolete  and  semi -obsolete  vessels  that 
were  now  on  the  Hst  of  the  Navy  and 
tended  very  largely  to  increase  the  annual 
cost.  He  said  that  as  a  practical  ship 
owner.  He  believed  that  the  policy  adop- 
ted more  recently  of  scrapping  old  vessels 
and  selHng  them  for  what  they  would 
fetch   might   be   very   considerably   ex- 


tended, and  it  would  be  possible  to  use 
the  money  so  saved  in  building  more 
powerful  vessels  and  keeping  the  Navy 
to  the  height  at  which  it  ought  to  be  kept. 
Great  Britain  had  enormous  advantage 
over  her  competitors  from  the  fact  that 
she  was  a  free  trade  country.  The 
money  which  we  expended  produced  a 
very  much  better  result  than  an  equal 
amount  spent  by  other  Powers.  We 
got  a  larger  amount  of  tonnage  for  the 
same  amoimt  of  money  than  any  foreign 
country.  He  would  like  to  say  one  word 
to  the  Committee  with  reference  to  the 
question  of  building.  When  they  came 
to  build  the  vessels  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  yet  see  their  way  to  employ 
fully  all  the  dockyards  before  giving  out 
work  to  be  done  by  contract.  No  private 
employer  would  think  of  giving  out  work 
to  private  contract  so  long  as  he  had  any 
of  his  own  men  unemployed,  and  it  was  a 
soimd  Liberal  principle  that  they  should 
keep  their  own  men  employed,  and,  not  as 
had  been  done  in  the  past,  discharge  large 
numbers  of  their  own  employees  whilst 
distributing  work  elsewhere.  In  the  case 
of  Pembroke  Dockyard,  there  had  been  no 
less  than  700  men  discharged  during 
last  year,  and  this  in  the  case  of  a  town 
which  had  been  entirely  built  since  the 
Government  some  hundred  years  ago 
instituted  a  dockyard  at  that  place. 
Previously  there  was  not  a  single  house 
there.  It  had  been  stated  that  Pem- 
broke Dockyard  was  not  a  place  in  which 
to  build  the  largest  class  of  vessels, 
but  as  a  practical  shipowner  he  defied 
any  expert  who  had  visited  the  place  to 
declare  that  Pembroke  Dockvard  was 
unable  to  build  ''Dreadnoughts,'  or  vessels 
very  much  larger,  as  economically,  as 
quickly,  and  as  well  as  any  other  dockyard 
in  the  Kingdom.  They  would  be  told 
that  it  was  not  reasonable  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  all  the  work  to  the  national 
dockyards,  but  he  reminded  the  Com- 
mittee that  in  the  case  of  work 
given  to  the  national  dockyards  out  fo 
every  £1,000,000  expended  £800,00 J  was 
given  to  private  contractors  for  the 
supply  of  armour  plates^  material, 
and  engines;  therefore,  •  veu  if  the 
whole  of  the  work  of  the  country 
was  given  to  the  national  dockyards, 
which  was  a  thing  that  no  one  proposed 
in  times  when  there  was  a  large  building 

programme,    it  would  still  mean    that 
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Jour-fifths  of  the  money  would  be  dis- 
tributed among  private  firms.  It  was 
no  use  building  fine  vessels  like  the 
**  Dreadnought "  unless  they  provided 
ample  dry  dock  accommodation  around 
the  coasts  for  them.  In  the  case  of  war 
they  might  have  to  repair  these  vessels, 
and,  if  so,  plenty  of  graving  docks  would 
be  wanted.  He  urged  the  Gk)vem- 
ment  to  consider  this  question  of  in- 
creasing the  number  of  graving  docks 
and  dry  docks  round  the  coasts.  He 
hoped  they  would  also  consider  the 
desirability  of  having  a  large  graving 
dock  in  Milford  Haven,  which  had  just 
been  used  for  the  great  scheme  recently 
carriedout  by  the  A(hniralty.  Inconcluuon, 
he  pointed  out  that  in  Wales  they  had 
only  one  large  national  establishment, 
namely,  the  dockyard  at  Pembroke. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  do 
their  utmost  to  give  that  establishment 
a  reasonable  measure  of  support^  so  as 
to  keep  the  men  engaged  there  fully  em- 
ployed. 

SiK  ALFRED  THOMAS  (Glamorgan- 
shire, E.)  congratulated  the  Government 
on  their  new  progranmie.  What  he  was 
sorry  for  was  that  they  did  not  proceed 
farther  in  the  direction  in  which  they 
were  going.  They  had  heard  a  great  deal 
about  the  two-Power  standard,  but  the 
question  was  not  how  to  rival  other 
Powers,  but  to  ascertain  what  Navy  we 
required  ourselves.    Nelson  said — 

"Thank  God   the   Spaniards    cannot  build 


men. 


But  we  in  England  could  build  both  men 
and  ships  to-day,  and  he  thought  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  should  take  heart  of 
grace  and  not  be  so  panic-stricken, 
for  we  had  got  men  who  could  fight 
and  we  had  got  a  few  ships  too. 
He  also  congratulated  the  late  Govern- 
ment, represented  on  the  Front  Bench 
opposite  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Fareham  division,  on  their  action  in 
scrapping  so  many  ships  that  could 
neither  fight  nor  run  away.  It  was  a 
criminal  act  to  put  men  into  ships  when 
neither  the  guns  could  be  fought  nor 
the  ships  run  away.  He  trusted  that  the 
Government  would  take  a  heroic  view  of 
this  question  and  be  govemed,if  necessary, 
not  even  by  the  Sea  Lords,  but  by  common 
sense  and  a  little  pluck.    He  wished   to 

Mr.  0.  C,  Phillips. 


support  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Pembroke  in  regard  to  Pembroke 
Dockyard.  There  was  not  a  better 
dockyard  in  England.  On  behalf  of 
Wales,  he  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  to  see  that  that  country  had 
justice  done  to  it. 

Mr.  MADDISON  (Burnley)  deprecated 
the  lively  and  not  very  healthy  competi- 
tion   between    dockyard    Members     for 
orders.    [Cries  of  "  Oh,  oh  ! "  and  "  With- 
draw."]   He    had    yet    to    learn     that 
getting  an   order  was  a  di&honourable 
thing.    [Cries  of  "  Withdraw."]    He  had 
nothing  to  withdraw.     He  meant  what 
he    said.    During    the    course    of    this 
debate  hon.  Members  opposite  and  one  or 
two  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House 
had  spoken  as  though  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  were  going  to  destroy  the 
Navy  and    threaten  the  safety  of    the 
Empire.    It  was  perfectly  well  known  that 
this  statement  was  to  be  made,  but  there 
were      not     more     than     half-a-dosen 
Members  on  the  benches  opposite  when 
it  came  to  be  made.    He  should  have 
thought  that  the  representatives  of  the 
great  Imperialist  Party  would  have  been 
present  in  their  full  strength  to  defend  the 
Empire,   and   to   maintain   the  present 
situation.  He  recommended  hon.  Members 
opposite  to  have  a  little  more  courage ; 
they  should  understand  tKat  risk  was  a 
part   of   the   naval   profession.    Nelson 
had  been  quoted ;  but  he  would  remind 
hon.  Members  that  Nelson  never  said,  as 
it  had  been  said  in  this  debate,  that  our 
Navy  would  certainly  be  defeated  if  we 
had  not  as  many  ships  as  the  enemy.  He 
would  ask  the  hon.  Member   who  said 
that  to  get  a  little  more  tonic. 

Mb.  BELLAIRS  said  that  Nelson  was 
always  asking  for  reinforcements. 

Mb.  MADDISON  said  that  Nelson 
asked  for  reinforcements  on  the  quarter- 
deck and  not  in  this  House.  [Opposition 
cries  of  "  Oh,  oh."]  He  thought  that 
the  quarter-deck  was  better  training 
ground  than  the  floor  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Norwood,  who  had 
made  an  admirable  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  King's  Lynn,  referred  to 
the  fact  that  we  could  not  rely  for  any 
length  of  time  on  a  particular  type  of 
ship.    No  doubt   the   scrapping   policy 
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was  a  very  good  one  in  some  respects, 
but  it  might  become  a  very  bad  one  if 
we  based  our  faith  on  a  particular  type 
of  ship.    None  of  the  service  Members 
had    diown   that   the   Sea   Lords   were 
wrong  in  recommending  this  reduction ; 
and  as  those  who  supported  retrenchment 
had  the  Sea  Lords  on  their  side,  they 
meant  to   make   the   most   of  it.    He 
would  be  interested  to  hear  how  the 
Leader  of   the   Opposition   would  deal 
with  this  question.    He  had  had  three 
years'  experience  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  he  wished  that  he  had  not  such 
a    command    of   choice    and    charming 
language,  for,  although  he  was  convinced 
that   the    right   hon.    Gentleman     was 
generally  wrong  in  his  conclusions,  while 
he  was  speaking  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  the  moment  sometimes  upset 
him.    There  was  one  flaw  in  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member   for  Norwood,  and 
that  was  an  attempt  to  belittle  The  Hague 
Conference.    After   all,   \^e    had    some 
interest  in  humanity ;  and  how  long  were 
the  people  of  the  world  going  to  treat  an 
era  of    peace    as    a     dream  ?     If  our 
religion  was  worth  anything  at  all,  peace 
ought  to  be  one  of  the  elementary  things 
of  every-day  life.    We  had  learned  to 
settle    our    differences    in    private    life 
without  the  duel. 


Mr.  crooks  said  that  a  good  many 
people  had  been  shooting  at  him,  and 
he  would  like  to  hit  back. 


Mr.  MADDISON  said  he  wanted  to 
enter  his  protest  against  the  idea  that 
the  proposal  to  reduce  armaments  war. 
within  the  domain  of  dreams.  He 
ventured  to  say  that  the  Prime  Ministc  r 
had  proved  himself  a  statesman  in 
the  highest  and  best  sense  of  the  word 
when  at  the  Albert  Hall,  and  at  the  Inter- 
Parliamentary  Conference,  he  said  that 
the  arrest  of  armaments,  far  from  being  a 
dream,  was  the  immediate  task  not  only  of 
English  but  of  international  statesmen, 
and  that  we  owed  it  to  humanity  to  see 
whether  such  a  thing  could  not  be 
brought  about.  He  wished  to  ask  the 
Admiralty  and  the  Government  whether 
they  were  going  to  The  Hague  Conference 
to  give  it  an  earnest  of  their  sincerity. 
The  policy  of   the  Government  in  going 


to  The  Hague  Conference  ought  to  be  to 
say— 

"  Here  is  England,  not  hi  her  weakness  hut 
in  her  glory  and  her  strength ;  and  she  is  so 
strong  as  to  be  able  to  take  the  lead  in  a  cause 
which  is  well  within  the  domain  of  human 
reason." 

He  believed  that  such  a  policy  would  not 
jeopardise  the  Empire,  but  would  leave 
it  intact  and  relieve  our  industries  of  a 
great  part  of  the  incubus  which  weighed 
so  heavily  upon  them  through  the 
waste  of  money  on  armaments.  An  hon. 
Member  had  said  that  if  reductions  were 
to  be  made  on  new  construction  for  the 
Navy  there  would  be  a  loss  of  wages. 
But  he  was  sure  that  the  Labour  Mem- 
bers, with  all  their  shortcomings,  would 
never  believe  that  they  would  increase 
wages,  or  the  quality  and  amoimt  of 
their  employment,  by  spending  money 
in  the  building  of  warships.  It  was 
true  that  the  building  of  warships  en- 
gaged a  certain  amount  of  labour,  but 
did  anybody  oelieve  that  £1,000,000 
spent  in  building  a  warship  gave  as  large 
an  amount  of  efficient  labour  with  as 
£1,^00,000  spent  in  the  ordinary  in- 
dustries of  the  country  ?  He  endorsed 
the  €K)vemment  policy  with  all  his  heart, 
and  did  not  believe  that  there  was  one 
of  their  supporters  who  woald  not  back 
them  up  in  it.  At  the  proper  time 
they  would  expect  the  Government  to 
go  further. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (City  of  London) : 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  expressed  many  excellent  philan- 
thropic sentiments  with  which  I  find 
myself  in  agreement ;  but  I  must  contest 
his  general  argument ;  and,  whether  or 
not  I  shall  again  give  him  another  of 
those  half -hours  of  doubtful  pleasure 
which  I  seem  to  have  afiorded  him  on 
other  occasions,  I  hope  to  offer  him  at 
least  some  suggestions  which  may  induce 
him  to  alter  somewhat  his  attitude  of 
congratulation  towards  the  naval  policy 
of  the  Government.  It  must  be  evident 
from  the  tenor  of  the  speeches  that  have 
been  delivered  that  there  are  two  distinct 
currents  of  thought  animating  or  in- 
fluencing the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  There  is,  first,  the  question 
whether  we  do  or  do  not  require  a  larger 

Navy  than  the  Navy  which  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  give  us.    That  is  what  I 
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in  Tlie  Hague  Conference  will  be  taken 
in  by  this  noble  appeal,  is  really  absurd, 
["  Oh,"  and  "  Bad  form "]  What  is 
bad  form  ? 

Mr.  J.  M.  ROBERTSON  (Northum- 
berland,  Tyneside) :  I  did  not  say  **bad 
form ; "  but  I  consider  the  expression 
"  taken  in  "  extremely  objectionable. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :    Then  I  with- 
draw   it.    But  the   gentlemen    at    The 
Hague  Conference  will  undoubtedly  know 
quite  as  much  about  your  public  declara- 
tions as  anybody  else.     They  will  look  at 
them  in  a  more  critical  spirit  than  per- 
haps they  ought  to  be  looked  at,  and  will 
say,    "Here  is  the   British  Government 
talking    about     setting     us      a     good 
example.     They    are    making    eloquent 
appeals  to  universal  disarmament.    They 
are     saying     they    are     in     the     very 
forefront    of    disarmament    while   they 
are  assuring    their   countrjntnen  in    the 
same  speeches,  through  the  mouths  of 
the  same  statesmen,  that  their  Army  is 
50  per  cent,  stronger  and  their  Fleet,  even 
after  the  reductions,  is  equal  to  the  two- 
Power  standard."  I  do  not  see  how  these 
two  kinds  of  appeal  can  be  made,  and  I 
do  not  believe  they  will  be,  effective.     In 
truth,  I  think  this  whole  method  of  ap- 
proaching the  question  is  wrong.     Our 
forces  are  defensive  forces  ;  our  policy  is 
a  defensive  policy.     I  do  not  think  this 
country  wiU  ever  indulge  in  a  war  of 
aggression,  and  therefore  we  have  one 
duty,  and  one  duty  only,  which  is  to  make 
our  naval  and  military  forces  as  strong  as, 
but  no  stronger  than,  are  required  to 
defend   all  our  interests  at  home   and 
abroad.     That  is  the  real  scientific  basis, 
or  ought  to  be,  of  our  armaments  ;   and 
I  cannot  see  that  the  Government  have 
in  the  least  degree  tried,  in  the  first  place, 
to  find  out  what  those  defensive  neces- 
sities   were,   and    then   to    square    our 
defensive   forces   with    the   needs    they 
have  scientifically  analysed.    They  have 
shown  us  no  indication  that  they  have 
carried  out  the  policy  of  the  two-Power 
standard,  though  they  still  profess  it.    I 
do  not  know  what  answer  the  Admiralty 
are  going  to  give  to  the  criticism  of  my 
hon.  friend  near  me,  who  pointed  out 
that  this  new  type  of  battleship   really 
changes  the  character  of  the  two-Power 
standard.     While  at  first  sight  you  might 

Mr  A.  J  Balfour. 


be  inclined  to  say  that  the  fact  that  we 
were  the  first  to  design  and  build  them 
gives  us  a  great  advantage  in  one  sense, 
I  am  afraid  it  may  entail  upon  us  an 
expenditure  which  otherwise  you  might 
have  avoided.    And  for  thb  reason.    If 
the  new  type  carries  out  the  full  expecta- 
tions of  its  designers,  a  squadron  of  four 
of  those  battleships  are  almost  invulner- 
able by  any  existing  naval  combination. 
Therefore,  if  we  are  really  to  keep  pace 
with  other  nations  as  regards  battleships, 
we  shall  have  to  build  this  new  type  at 
an  equal  rate  to  any  two  Powers.     I  am 
afraid  if  you  look  at  what  foreign  nations 
are  doing  in  the  way  of  building  these 
enormous  ships,  you  will  find  that  we  are 
falling  behind  the  two-Power  standard  in 
respect  of  ships  of  the  "Dreadnought" 
type.  And  if  these  ships  be  what  they  con- 
ceive them  to  be,  then  you  are  endangering 
in  a  very  serious  degree,  at  this  moment, 
by  the  inventive  genius  shown  in  design 
ing  those  ships,  the  two-Powei  standard. 
My  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Norwood 
took  comfort  from  the  fact  that  we  are 
able  to  build  much  faster  than  foreign 
nations;  but    have    you    any    security 
that  this  greater  rapidity  of  building  is  an 
inherent  and  perpetual  advantage  which 
this  country  is  always  going  to  have  ?     I 
take  it  that  it  is  a  matter  of  organisation. 
I  take  it  we  have  no  advantage  in  material, 
no  striking  advantage  in  personnd,  and 
that  our  machinery  is  in  no  sense  in 
advance  of  the  machinery  to  be  found 
in  the  great  dockyards  of  Germany  or 
France,   certainly    of    Germany.    I    do 
not   believe — I  wish   I  could — that  we 
have    this  perpetual  advantage   in    the 
matter  of  rapidity  of  building.    There 
may  have  been  a  time  when  we  had  better 
material,    when     our     dockyards    were 
better  equipped.     That  time  is  passed. 
No  human  being  will  pretend  that  our 
manufactories  for  great  guns  to-day  are 
superior    to    the    Krupp    manufactory ; 
that  we  can  turn  out  great  guns  or  armour 
quicker  than  they  can.    If  the  Germans 
think  it  worth  their  while,  I  do  not  think 
we  can  count  upon  building  battleships 
quicker  than  they  can.    As  soon  as  they 
see  that  it  is  economical  and  advantage- 
ous to  build  quickly,  I  think  it  will  be 
found  that  they  wiU  build  as  quickly  as 
we  can. 

I     have     laid   before   the  Committee 
the  doubts  that  I  am  compelled  to  feel  u^ 
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regard  to  the  policy  of  the  (jk>veininent. 
I  do  not  believe  for  an  instant  that  the 
coone  thej  are  pursuing  is  a  course  which 
will  conduce  to  peace.    I  believe  that 
peace  is  secured  by  making  those  countries 
that  are  in  the  nature  of  things  defensive 
countries  as  strong  as  possible.    We  do 
not  desire  to  interfere  with  the  rights  of 
other  people,but  I  hope  we  are  determined 
that  our  rights  shall  not  be  interfered 
with.    Let  any   man   look  aroimd  the 
world  at  the  present  time  and  say  whether 
all  the  symptoms  point  to  a  reign  of 
universal  peace.       If  anyone  imagines 
that  in  Ana,  Africa,  and  Europe  all  the 
symptoms  may  be  read  in  a  favourable 
light  and  sanguine  spirit,  I  confess  that  I 
am  unable  to  agree.    One  policy,  and  one 
policy  alone,  will  ensure  peace  as  &ir  as 
thii  country  is  concerned — ^namely,  the 
conviction  entertained  by  every  foreign 
statesman  that  it  is  dangerous  to  attack 
us.    So  long  as  that  is  the  belief  enter- 
tained on  the  Continent,  so  long  as  the 
policy   of   the   Secretary   of   State    for 
Foreign  Affairs  is  a  poUcy  consistent  with 
the  dignity  and  honour  of  the  country, 
so  long  will  he  be  able  to  maintain  a 
European  peace  which  in  every  respect  is 
consist^it  with  the  interests  of  this  coun- 
try. But  if  once  you  allow,either  on  philan- 
thropic or  other  grounds,  your  defensive 
forces  to  fall  to  such  a  point  as  that  you 
are  thought  to  be  a  possible  prey  to 
some  ambitious  nation,  then  I  say  that 
you  are  shaking  the  foundations  of  the 
peace    of    the    world ;    and    it    is    in 
the    interests    of    peace    I    urge    His 
Majesty's  (Government  to  put  no  pres- 
sure on  their  naval  advisers  to  modify 
opinions   at   which   they   have   deliber- 
ately   arrived.        I     earnestly     request 
them,  whatever  be  the  changes  which 
they  desire  to  introduce  either  in  the 
Army    or   the    Navy,     not     to    make 
changes  of  a   kind  which   will  weaken 
the    forces    which    undoubtedly    in    the 
past  have  conduced  to  peace  and  which 
will  perform  the  same  beneficent  function, 
if  properly  used,  in  the  future.     I  am 
therefore  obliged  to  declare  that,  after 
the  explanations  of  the  Government  as 
regards  the  new  programme,  so  far  it  is 
wholly   inadequate,    and   that   the   sus- 
picions with  which  it  has  been  naturally 
regarded    have   in   no    way    been     dis- 
sipated   by    the  representative    of    the 

Admiralty. 


Sir   H.   CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
I  think  he  will  believe  it,  that  we  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  those  who  share 
our  views  in  this  matter,  had  no   idea 
that  we  should  shake  the  foundations  of 
peace — ^peace  on  the  one  hand,  and  the 
British     Empire     on     the     other — ^by 
the  dropping  of  a    first-class     ironclad 
out  of  the  programme  of  the  year.    If  it 
had  that  efEect,  we  should  not  drop  the 
first-class    ironclad.       The   right   hon. 
Grentleman    divided    the    subject,    very 
naturally    and    conveniently,  into    two 
parts.    First  of  all,  there  was  the  ques- 
tion of  the  naval  poHcy  of  the  year  and 
the  relations  of  the  naval  advisers  of  the 
Government  to  the  policy ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  there  was  the   larger  and 
wider  question  of  the  prospect  of  a  general 
gradual  disarmament,  and  therefore  of 
some  improvement  in  the  prospects  of 
peace  and  goodwill  among  the  nations. 
As  to  the  relations  of  the  Government  to 
the  technical  advisers  of  the  Board  of 
Admiralty,  I  am  glad  to  reassure  the 
right  hon.    Gentleman    entirely,     it    is 
not  the  first  time  that  the  programme  of 
the  year  which  has  been  approved  by 
the  technical  naval  advisers  of  a  Govern- 
ment  has  been   afterwards    altered   by 
that    same    Government.     That    is    no 
extraordinary    thing.     Two    years    ago 
the  Government  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  was  the  head  dropped  out 
of  their  programme  one  of  four  armoured 
cruisers  and  thirteen  destroyers,  and  last 
year  there  was  also  an  armoured  cruiser 
dropped — that   is   to   say,    it   was    not 
ordered — and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  colleagues  on  that  occasion  forgot 
or  omitted  even  to  inform  the  House  of 
the  change.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  we  proposed  a  certain  ship- 
building policy  to  the  House  in  March. 
No,   sir,   we  guarded   ourselves  against 
doing  so.    We  came  into  power  after 
the  naval  policy  of  this  year  had  been 
nominally    fixed    by    our    predecessors. 
We  have  never  quite  ascertained  what 
was   the   reason   of  that   extraordinary 
departure  from  ordinary  procedure  when 
the    naval    programme    was    furnished 
before   the   change    of   Government   in 
December  or  before  the  general  election. 
When,  at  all  events,  we  came  into  office 
it  was  our  duty  then  to  take  a  calm  and 
deliberate  survey  of  the  situation,  and 
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for  the  purposes  of  the  Estimates  of 
this  year  we  adopted  the  proposals 
of  our  predecessors.  But  my  right  hon. 
friend  in  introducing  the  Estimates  said 
that  we  should  review  this  question  of 
the  shipbuilding  programme ;  and  later 
in  the  session  that  we  should  say  what 
our  mind  was  on  that  subject.  If 
anythine;  has  been  upset  it  is*  not  our 
proposals  of  building  great  ships,  but  the 
proposals  of  our  predecessors  born  out 
of  time. 

Then  what   about  the    course   taken 
in   this    matter    by    the   Sea    Lords  ? 
The  Sea  Lords  have  had  no  pressure  put 
upon  them  in  this  matter.     On  the  con- 
trary, taking  a  further  survey  of  the 
situation  as  it  now  presents  itself  to  them, 
they  ha\e  advised  us  that  "^hat  we  now 
propose  is  sufficient  to  maintain  all  the 
strength  ard  preserve  all  the  power  that 
is  required  for  the  Biitish  Navy.     Not 
only  so,  but  they  recommended  this  to  us, 
and  they  have  expressly  asked  that  the 
House  of  Commons  should  be  informed 
that  it  was  their  recommendation,  in  order 
I  suppose,  that  they  might  get  the  credit 
for  it.     Now  we  hear  put  forward  an 
extraordinary  theory.     When  the  Gov- 
ernment is  supposed  to  be  going  to  reduce 
the  Navy  Estimates  the  Party  newspapers 
are  ful  I  of  events  that  never  occurred. 
The  Sea  Lords  are  on  the  point  of  resign- 
ing, or  they  have  resigned  ;  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  has  tendered  his  resigna- 
tion ;  every  allusion  that  is  made  to  the 
subject  is  couched  in  that  tone  ;    and . 
then  we  are  told  that  it  is  very  improper 
to  bring  in  the  Naval  Lords  at  all.     But 
if  they  are  to  be  brought  in  for  the  purposes 
of  attack,  surely  it  is  perfectly  right  to 
bring  them  in  for  the  purposes  of  defence  ? 
I  think  with  m>  right  hon.  friend  that  the 
present   situation   is   entirely  abnormal 
and  exceptional,  because  it  has  happened 
that  the  same  Board  is  making  difierent 
recommendations  than  were  presumably 
mad  e  to  the  Government  of  last  year.    No 
one  knows  what  pressure  may  have  been 
brought  on   the   Sea   Lords   last  year. 
It  may  be,  for  all  we  know,  that  they  are 
now  able  to  find  a  happy  way  of  escape 
out  of  the  duress  in  which  the^  were  placed 
last  year.  Except  in  a  case  like  this,  where 
there  is  a  change  in  the  opinion  of  the  same 
technical  advisers,  I  am  not  in  favour  of 
adducing  the  authority  of  professional 
advisers  either  in  this  or  in  any  other 

Sir  H,  Campbell'Bamnerman. 


case.     It  puts  them  in  a  false  position.    It 
leads  to  this  very  line  of  thought  of  which 
I  have  been  speaking,  where  people  try  1>o 
discriminate  between  the  political  he^ds  of 
a  department  and  the  more  permanent 
and  professional  heads ;    and  these  are 
great  nxischiefs  in  the  administration  of 
the  country.    I  think  it  ought  not  to  be 
done  except  in  abnormal  cases,  but  this 
was  an  exceptional  case,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  my  right  hon.  friend  would  be 
justified  in  refusing  to  make  public  the 
statement  which  the  Naval  Lords  wished 
him  to  make.  Our  opinion  is  that  the  Naval 
Lords  are  right,  and  when  you  ta^lk  of  the 
two-Power  standard,  after  all  you  cannot 
quite  keep  out  of  your  mind  who  the  two 
Powers  are.    When  we  have  elaborate 
calculations  made  as  to  what  France  and 
Germany  are  building,  is  it  really  a  very 
likely   combination    that    France    and 
Germany  should  be  allied  and  should  go  to 
war  with  us  1    I  do  not  object  to  the  two- 
Power  standard  as  a  rough  guide,  but  this 
is   a   two-Power   standard   of   almost  a 
preposterous  kind.    When  we  come  to 
examine  the  details  of  that  two-Power 
standard,  we  find  that  the  figures  of  that 
combination  do  not  justify  any  extra- 
ordinary capacity   and   speed   in   ship- 
building in  this  country.     But  we  admit 
that  there  ought  to  be    some    progress 
made    with    these    huge    ships    of    oux 
invention,  and  accordingly  we  propose 
that  there  should  be  three  ships  laid 
down.   What  will  they  accomplish  for  us  "* 
Until  1909  we  shall  be  the  only  Power 
that  has  one  of  the  great ''  Dreadnought " 
class,  said  to  be  almost  incapable  of  defeat. 
Until  1909  we  shall  have  one  and  no 
other   Power   will   have   any ;  while   in 
1909  we  shall  have  four,  and  other  Powers 
will   only   have    two.    The    right   hon. 
Gentleman    controverts    the    idea    that 
we  have  any  advantage  in  speedy  build- 
ing. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No  necessary 
advantage. 

SiK  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

We  only  deal  with  things  as  we  find  them. 
What  Germany  or  France  or  Scandinavia 
or  any  other  country  may  do  in  the  way 
of  rapid  building  in  the  next  twenty 
years  we  cannot  tell.  We  make  our 
programmes  in  accordance  with  what  we 
know ;  and  as  we  know  these  countries. 
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neither  France  nor  Crermany,  nor  any 
other  country  can  equal  us  in  rate  or 
cheapness  of  shipbuilding.    And  cheap- 
ness after  all  does  come  in,  because  it 
enables  a  larger  number  of  these  great 
vessels  to  be  built  for  the  same  burden 
on  the  people.    I  do  not  know  that  I  need 
say  anything  more  regarding  the  action 
of  the  Naval  Lords.    We  think  it  to  be  a 
most  patriotic  action.    We  think  it  most 
sensible  and  plucky  of  them  to  admit 
that  they  had  rather  over-estimated  the 
necessities  a  few  months  ago,  and  they 
are  content  with  a  reduced  programme. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  we  are 
weakening    the    Fleet.    How    are    we 
weakening  the  Fleet  ?    That  is  the  old 
idea  that  by  piling  one  strength  upon 
another  strength  you  get  a  greater  result. 
The  man  who  has  had  an  ample  dinner, 
as  much  as  he  can  digest,  does  not  make 
himself    stronger    by    going    on    eating 
dinners  in  order  to  dazzle  other  people. 
After  all,  this  is  one  of  the  most  vital 
elements  of  this  branch  of  the  question — 
the   rivalry  of  grandeur  in  naval   and 
military  expenditure.    It  is  not  only  the 
actual  strength  but,  if  I  may  use  the 
word,  it  is  ti^e  swagger  as  to  having  the 
largest,   strongest,   and  most  numerous 
fleet,  or  the  biggest  and  most  powerful 
army  in  the  world.    We  didike  that  sort 
of  rivalry.    The  right  hon.   Gentleman 
said  a  thing  which  is  very  true.    He  said 
that  possibly  we  made  a  mistake  in  laying 
down  this  one  great  "  Dreadnought,"  be- 
cause it  has  undoubtedly  set  the  pace  for 
other  nations.    By  that  action  we  de- 
liberately encouraged   other'  nations   to 
go  on  in  this  unceasmg  rivalry.    I  daresay 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  right 
in  saying  that  we  might  have  been  better 
off  in  relative  strength  to-day  if  we  had 
not  built  this  vessel.    But  that  is  done. 
We  take  it  as  we  find  it;  and  we  wish 
to  maintain  the  strength  that  the  naval 
men  consider  adequate  for  the  discharge 
of  all  the  duties  that  fall  upon  the  Navy. 
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We  have  in  our  mind's  eye,  also,  the 
question  of  general  disarmament.  I  do 
not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
very  encouraging  to  The  Hague  Con- 
ference. It  may  be  difficult  to  realise  all 
the  things  that  are  attempted  or  thought 
of.  But  I  would  rather  be  one  of  those 
who  try  to  rea'ise  them  th.  n  o.ie  of  those 


but  difficulties.    Who  imagines  that  the 
Powers  going  to  The  Hague  Conference 
to  deal  with  disarmament  are  to  disarm 
themselves  entirely  and  present  them- 
selves   without    defence    among    their 
neighbours  ?    It  is  not  so.    We  desire  to 
stop  this  rivalry,  and  to  set  an  example  in 
stopping  it — we  who  can  do  it,  in  regard 
to  the  Navy,  with  greater  ease  than  any 
other   Power — ^in    order   that   we    may 
relieve  to  some  extent  the  burden  that 
presses  upon  the  people  of  all  countries. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  rather  implied 
that  we  should  wait  for  other  people  to  set 
the  example ;  and  the  late  Civil  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  said  that  we  should 
call  upon  other  nations  to  take  the  first 
step.     It  is  to  be  an  inverted  Pool  of 
Siloam.     Instead  of  all  the  people  rush- 
ing to  be  the  first  in  the  water,  they  are 
all  to  linger  on  the  brink  and  urge  their 
neighbours  to  go  in.    In  my  judgment 
we  are  the  country  above  all  others  upon 
whom  it  is  incumbent  to  show  a  willing- 
ness to  check  the  pace  with  which  these 
great  armaments  have  been  mounting 
up  of  late  years,   with  respect  to  the 
Navy  especially.    No  man  here  wishes 
the  Navy  to  be  weak  for  all  the  manifold 
duties  which  it  has  to  perform,  duties 
which  do  not  fall  upon  any  other  country 
in  the  world.     We  are  all  as  keen  as 
anyone  can  be  to  maintain  the  e&cienoy 
of  the  Navy,  but  extravagance  never  pro- 
cures efficiency.    You  get  efficiency  only 
when  expenditure  is  kept]  within  reason- 
able bounds.     But  on  these  grounds  we 
hope  that  the  Government,  having  the  op- 
portunity, will  have  the  support  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in  setting  a  very 
reasonable  and  moderate .  example — ^but 
still  a  very  obvious,  decided,  and  con- 
siderable example — ^in  the  direction  in 
which,  we  think,  all  the  nations  suffering 
from  this  burden  of  armaments  would  do 
well   to   follow.    We   shall  not  be   in- 
timidated by  any  fear  of  unpopularity. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  believe  it  to  be  a 
popular  policy;  but,  if  it  were  not,  I 
should  follow  it  all  the  same.    I  am  not 
one    who    ever   talks    of    mandates.     I 
never  use  the  word,  and  I  do  not  believe 
very  much  in  the  thing.     But  we  made 
no  secret  of  our  desire  to  reduce  military 
expenditure ;  we  went  to  the  country ; 
and  here  we  are.     If  we  had  not  taken 
the  steps  that  we  have  done,  m  regard 


who  run  them  down  and  point  out  nothing  I  both  to  the  Army  and  the  Navy,  and 
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endeavoured  to  the  best  of  our  belief  to 
show  to  the  countries  that  we  do  not 
believe  in  reckless  expenditure  in  this 
matter,  but  that  at  the  same  time  we 
are  anxious  to  maintain  the  necessary 
forces  to  defend  our  interests — ^if  we  had 
not  done  that,  and  if  we  did  not  now 
declare  our  intention  of  following  that 
policy  out,  we  should  not  be  worthy  to 
sit  on  this  Bench. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  said 
that  the  time  was  too  short  for  him  to 
make  a  statement  as  to  the  dockyard 
administration ;  but  he  proposed  to 
print  as  a  Parliamentary  Paper  the 
substance  of  what  he  had  to  say  and  have 
it  circulated  amongst  members  im- 
mediately. 

Mr.  JENKINS  (Chatham)  asked 
whether  hon.  Members  would  have  an 
opportunity  later  on  of  saying  something 
in  regard  to  the  proposal  to  build  one 
of  the  battleships  by  private  contract. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  said 
the  only  opportunity,  he  believed,  would 
be  on  the  Appropriation  Act. 

Sir  J.  BAKER  (Portsmouth):  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  Members 
representing  dockyard  towns  the  oppor- 
tunity of  an  interview  at  the  Admiralty 
on  the  statement  made  ? 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  :    Yes. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

2.  je2,827,200,  Shipbuilding,  Repairs, 
Maintenance,  etc. — Matdriel. 

3.  £8,588,400,  Shipbuilding,  Repairs, 
Maintenance,  etc. — Contract  Work. 

4.  £2,986,000,  Naval  Armaments. 

5.  £351,500,  Admiralty  Office. 
Resolutions  to  be  reported. 


to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  auring  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1907,  for 
Grants  towards  Expenditure  on  Public 
Elementary  Schools  in  England  and 
Wales." 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Question' 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress  ; 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr. 
Whiteley) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon 
Monday  next;  Committee  also  report 
Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 
next. 


civil  services  and  revenue  de- 
partme:nts  (Supplemkntary)  es- 
timates, 190&-7. 

CLASS  IV. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £200,000,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty, 

Sir  II,  CdWj  leU'Banverman, 


TRADE  DISPUTES  BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr,  Emmott  (Oldham)  in  the  Chair,  j 

Clause  1.  , 

♦Mr.  BOWLES,  in  moving  to  omit  the 
words  **  contemplation  or,"  said  the  pur- 
port of  the  Amendment  was  sufficiently 
clear  in  itself ;  its  object  was  to  narrow 
the  scope  of  the  clause.  It  would 
hardly  be  possible  to  consider  the  effect 
of  this  Amendment  unless  one  con- 
sidered the  whole  of  the  clause  itself. 
The  clause  removed  every  remedy  for 
certain  classes  of  damage  committed 
during  trade  disputes  if  they  were  done 
'**  in  contemplation  or  furtherance  "  of  a 
trade  dispute.  That  being  so,  hon. 
Members  would  see  that  it  was  necessary 
to  consider  with  some  care  the  exact 
nature  of  the  damage  which  was 
proposed  to  be  left  without  remedy. 
This  question  involved  directly  the  whole 
question  of  the  law  of  conspiracy  as 
applied  to  trade  disputes,  and  that  was 
a  question  which  could  only  be  properly 
dealt  with  by  lawyers.  Although  at  one 
time  he  committed  the  youthful  in- 
discretion of  being  called  to  the  Bar, 
he  was  not,  and  he  hoped  he  never 
would  be,  in  any  real  sense  a  lawyer.  He 
believed  he  was  right  in  saying  that  the 
law  upon  this  matter  at  the  present 
time  was  that  for  ordinary  persons 
andf^in  ordinary  circumstances  the  law 
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recognised  that  an  act  which  was  per- 
fectly harmless  if  done  by  one  person, 
became  altogether  altered  in  its  character 
and  might  be  extremely  formidable,  in 
&ot  so  formidable  as  to  inflict  provable 
legal  damage  if  committed  by  many  per- 
sons. The  law  provided  for  that  kind  of 
damage  two  remedies,  the  criminal  action 
for  conspiracy  and  the  civil  action.  Until 
the  year  1871  no  difference  was  made 
by  the  legislature  between  a  trade  dispute 
and  any  other  dispute.  A  man  who  suf- 
fered damage  as  the  result  of  a  conspiracy 
during  a  trade  dispute  had  his  remedy 
just  the  same  as  a  man  who  suffered 
similar  damage  in  any  other  kind  of 
dispute.  In  the  year  1871  an  Act  was 
passed  which  was  amplified  in  1875,  the 
result  of  which  was  to  take  away  criminal 
remedies  for  acts  committed  during  trade 
disputes,  so  long  as  they  would  not  have 
been  indictable  if  committed  by  one 
person.  Ever  since  the  year  1875,  trade 
disputes  had  been  differentiated  by  the 
law  from  all  other  disputes,  inasmuch 
as  criminal  action  &>r  conspiracy  was 
then  taken  away.  But  the  civil  remedy 
remained,  and  it  was  that  civil  remedy 
and  that  right  of  civil  action  which  it 
was  now  proposed  by  the  clause  before 
them  to  take  away.  The  clause  took  away 
that  right  from  any  person  who  suffered 
damage  done  by  an  act  in  pursuance  of 
an  agreement  or  combination  during  or 
in  contemplation  of  a  trade  dispute. 
It  also  took  away  from  that  person 
all  remedy  whatever  in  respect  of  the 
agreement  or  conspiracy.  That  was  the 
proposal  of  this  clause.  What  he  desired 
to  do  was  to  narrow  the  scope  of  the 
clause  to  what  seemed  to  him  to  be  its 
proper  function.  He  asked  the  Com- 
mittee to  consider  the  nature  of  the 
acts  for  which  no  remedy  at  all 
under  any  circumstances  was  to  be 
allowed  under  this  astonishing  new 
arrangement.  They  were  acts  which  by 
hjrpothesis  were  harmless  if  committed 
by  one  person,  but  nobody  would  deny 
ti^t,  although  harmless  when  committed 
by  one  person,  they  might  be  harmful 
in  the  highest  degree,  and  produce  in- 
tolerable wrong  and  injustice,  if  com- 
mitted by  many  persons.  And  yet  it 
was  the  essence  of  this  clause  that  the 
act  to  be  covered   by  the  clause   did 

produce  legal  and  provable  damage.    It 

was  the  essence  therefore  of  this  pro- 


posal that  a  man  who  had  suffered 
legal  undeniable  damage  which  he 
o(Hdd  prove  in  a  Court  of  Justice  was 
to  be  left  entirely  without  remedy. 
That  was  a  very  large  demand,  which,  in 
view  of  all  the  traditions  of  the  country, 
the  House  ought  to  view  with  con- 
siderable care,  and  he  did  think  that  it 
was  important  that  they  should  consider 
whether  the  words  which  he  moved  to 
leave  out  did  not  extend  the  operation  of 
the  clause  to  an  extent  to  which  the  House 
might  not  altogether  be  prepared  to  go. 
Now  what  was  the  kind  of  act  for  which 
this  clause  left  no  remedy  ?  One  might 
draw  upon  one's  imagination,  but  there 
was  no  need  to  do  so,  because  many 
cases  existed  similar  to  those  which  were 
contemplated  by  this  clause.  He  would 
cite  a  fairly  recent  case  decided  in 
1901,  with  which  hon.  Grentlemen  were 
no  doubt  perfectly  familiar.  The  case 
he  alluded  to  was  that  of  "  Quinn  v. 
Leathern."  There  lived  just  outside 
Belfast  in  the  year  1895  a  certain  grazing 
butcher,  named  Leathern.  [An  Hon 
Mbicbeb  :  That  is  ancient  history.] 
He  employed  a  foreman  and  a  certain 
number  of  assistants,  who  were  non- 
union men.  His  business  was  to  raise 
stock  and  sell  it  to  his  customers  in  Bel 
fast  and  the  most  important  of  his 
customers  was  a  butcher  named  Munce, 
who  employed  union  men  in  the  town 
of  Belfast.  There  was  no  dispute 
between  Mr.  Leathern  and  his  men,  or 
between  Leathem  and  Munce.  Everything 
was  being  carried  on  to  the  complete  satis- 
faction of  everybody  concerned,  and  one 
would  have  thought  that  those  two  busi- 
nesses might  have  been  left  to  rest  in  peace. 
But  it  was  quite  obvious  that  if  businesses 
were  allowed  to  be  conducted  quietly, 
the  more  militant  form  of  trade  unionism 
came  to  an  end.  These  two  butchers, 
Mr.  Leathem  and  Mr.  Munce,  conducted 
their  business  to  the  satisfaction  of  every« 
body  concerned.  Their  workmen  were 
satisfied  and  the  general  public  were 
satisfied.  But  the  representatives  of  the 
local  trade  union  were  not  satisfied,  and 
they  put  their  heads  together  to  see  what 
coidd  be  done  to  put  an  end  to  this  state 
of  things.  They  made  an  agreement 
as  contemplated  by  this  clause,  and  as  a 
result  they  committed  an  act  contem- 
plated by  this  clause.  They  wrote 
a  letter  to  Mr.  Leathem,  and   ^dtbout 
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preamble  oi  excuse  or  explanation, 
demanded  in  a  moat  categorical 
way  the  instant  dismissal  by  Mr. 
Leathem  of  his  foreman  and  all  his 
men. 

Mr.  clement  EDWARDS  (Denbigh 
District) :  The  hon.  Member  has  not 
stated  the  facts  correctly. 

♦Mr.  BOWLES  said  he  had  given  these 
facts  the  best! attention  of  which  he  was 
capable,  and  the  hon.  Member  would  find 
that  he  had  not  misstated  them.  The 
onion  demanded  the  instant  dismissal 
of  these  men,  and  Mr.  Leathem  naturally 
asked  upon  what  grounds.  He  said  if  the 
grounds  were  that  they  did  not  belong  to 
the  local  trade  union  he  was  quite 
ready  to  pay  their  entrance  fees  into  the 
union,  and  he  was  perfectly  willing  that 
they  should  enter  the  union.  That 
proposal  however,  was  rejected  by  the 
officials  of  the  union,  who  said  in  the 
plainest  possible  terms  that  their  object 
was  to  drive  these  men  out  of  employment 
to  walk  the  streets  of  Belfast  for  twelve 
months  without  any  employment.  That 
was  intended  as  a  punishment  to  them 
for  not  having  joined  the  union.  In 
other  words,  the  object  of  the  union 
was  not  to  get  these  men  to  join  the  union 
but  to  see  that  they  should  be  hounded 
about  the  streets  without  any  work  and 
reduce  them  to  something  which  hon. 
Members  below  the  gangway  knew 
perfectly  well  amounted  to  starvation. 
Having  made  that  intimation,  the  officials 
of  the  union  repeated  their  demand  for 
the  instant  dismissal  of  these  men.  That 
was  a  demand  which  certain  employers 
might  at  once  have  acceded  to.  But 
Mr.  Leatham  was  a  man  of  a  totally 
different  character.  He  said  he  did  not 
like  the  notion  of  men  who  had  served  him 
faithfully  for  many  years  being  sent  to 
starve  in  the  streets,  and  for  his  part,  he 
refused  to  dismiss  them.  Whereupon 
the  imion  committed  another  act ;  for 
they  induced  Mr.  Munce,  by  a  threat  to 
call  out  his  men,  to  refuse  to  take  Mr. 
Leathem's  meat,  which  he  was  purchasing 
to  the  extent  of  £30  a  week,  and  all  this 
simply  because  Mr.  Leathem  had  the 
courage  to  stand  between  his  men,  who 
were  free  labourers,  and  starvation  and 
the  union.  Consequently,  Mr.  Leathem 
suffered  a  palpable  and  undeniable  damage 

Mr.  Bowles. 


of  a  very  serious  character.    Those  acts 
committed    under    those    circumstances 
were  acts  which  were  precisely  covered 
by  the  clause  now  before  the  Committee, 
because  they  were  done  in  contemplation 
of  a  trade  dispute.    Thi     was  a   trade 
dispute,  not  indeed  between  an  employer 
and  his  workmen,  such  as  was  contem- 
plated in  the  Act  of  1875,  but  they  were 
acts  done  in  contemplation  of  a  trade 
dispute   between    the    imion    men    and 
the    non-union    men    of    the    district. 
And    it    was    an    act     which,    had    it 
been  done   without  any   agreement   or 
combination  by  one  man  acting  singly, 
would  not  have  been  actionable  for  a 
moment.    Therefore  he  thought  it  was  a 
question  worthy  of  grave   consideration 
whether  the  Committee  was  prepared  in 
cold  blood  and  upon  serious  reflection  to 
place  a  form  of  words  upon  the  Statute 
book  which  would  directly  and  expressly 
legalise  acts    of   that   description.     He 
asked    the     Committee    to    adopt    his 
suggestion  with  all  the  more  confidence 
because  he  understood  that  the  acts  of 
which  he  had  complained  were  repudiated 
by  every  trade  imion  leader  worthy  of 
the    name.    He   "understood    tha{t   hon. 
Gentlemen   below   the   gangway  shared 
the  disgust  which  was  felt  at  such  acts, 
and  repudiated  them.     But  in  spite  of 
their  repudiation  and  dislike  of  those  acts, 
the  fact  remained  that  such  acts  were 
committed,  and  he  could  not  for  the  life 
of  him  understand  how  hon.  Gentlemen 
came  down  to  ttiis  House  and,  supported 
the  Government  in  asking  for  a  clause 
which     would     expressly    legalise    acts 
which  everyone  who  toilowed  him  in  this 
debate    would   repudiate   and    disavow. 
For  his  part,  he  agreed  with  a  learned 
Judge  who  tried  this  case^-he  alluded  to 
Lord    Lindley — who    said    that   a    man 
might  resist  without  difficulty  the  wrong- 
ful act  of  an  individual  but  it  was  a  very 
different  thing  when  one  man  had  to  de- 
fend himself  against  a  combination  of 
men.    An  Act  committed  as  the  result 
of  such  a  combination  might  be  good  or 
bad.     But  it  was  inevitably  different  in 
quality  from  the  same  act  committed  with- 
out such  combination.    And  to  enact,  as 
this  clause  proposed  to  do,  that  such  acts 
were  the  same  if  committed  in  contempla- 
tion of  a  trade  dispute  was  to  enact  a  plain 

absurdity.    His  objec*^  was]  to  prevent 

that  kind  of  thing,  or  at  least,  his  point 
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was  tiiat  it  should  be  rigidly  confined 
to  times  of  indostrial  war,  and  not  to  times 
of  peace.  That  was  the  object  of  this 
Amendment.  In  the  course  of  a  former 
debate  upon  this  Bill,  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Glamorganshire  referred  to  a 
system  under  which  employers  conspired 
together  to  prevent  men  whom  they 
disliked  from  obtaining  emplo3rment, 
and  they  kept  a  black  list — a  list  of  men 
whom  the  employers  agreed  together 
to  refuse  to  employ.  If  that  was 
true,  he  thought  it  was  very  bad,  and  he 
should  be  very  glad,  so  far  as  he  was  able 
to  co-operate  with  hon.  Members  below 
the  gangway,  to  see  what  could  be  done 
to  bring  such  a  system  to  an  end.  But 
this  clause  made  that  state  of  things 
expressly  legal,  and  he  hoped  working 
men  generally  would  realise  that  the 
efforts  of  Labour  Members  in  this  House 
would,  if  successful,  result  in  making  such 
action  by  the  employers  definitely  legal. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest  of  Dean) :  I  submit,  Mr. 
Chairman,  on  a  point  of  order,  that  that 
argument  has  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  this  particular  Amendment. 

♦Mr.  BOWLES  :  My  object  is  to  show 
what  would  be  the  effect  when  the  Bill 
becomes  law,  of  leaving  out  the  words 
which  I  have  moved  to  omit  from  the 
clause. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
does  seem  to  have  argued  very  widely 
upon  this  Amendment.  Of  course,  he 
is  quite  entitled  to  argue  as  to  the  effect 
of  striking  out  the  words  in  the  Amend- 
ment, but  the  hon.  Member  appears  to 
me  to  have  gone  far  beyond  that,  and  he 
has  argued  a  good  deal  upon  the  question 
of  combination.  He  must  confine  him- 
self  to   the   Ammendmcnt. 

♦Mr«  BOWLES  said  his  object  was  to 
enable  the  Committee  to  consider  whether 
the  kind  of  acts  contemplated  by  this 
clause  were  acts  which  ought  to  be 
possible,  not  only  during,  and  in  further- 
ance of  a  trade  dispute,  but  also  in  contem- 
plation of  a  trade  dispute,  because  the 
term  ''  contemplation  '  was  exceedingly 
wide,  and  it  might  be  very  difficult  for  a 
Court  to  come  to  a  conclusion  upon  the 
^oint.    The  question  was  whether  those 


acts  should  be  allowed  in  contemplation, 
as  well  as  in  furtherance  of  a  trade  dis- 
pute. They  were  told  that  this  made  no 
real  change,  and  that  it  only  settled  in  law 
what  had  been  supposed  to  be  the  law 
for  thirty  years  or  more.  They  were 
also  told  that  they  ought  to  trust  the 
trade  union  leaders  in  this  matter.  He 
was  not  going  to  say  a  word  against  those 
representatives  of  trade  unionism  who 
had  the  advantage  of  sitting  in  this  House, 
nor  against  responsible  trade  union  leaders 
generally,  but  he  thought  they  ought  to 
remember  that  trade  imion  leaders  after 
all,  were  like  Cabinet  Ministers,  for  they 
only  led  on  terms.  They  only  led  so 
long  as  they  could  obtain  a  following, 
and  in  order  to  obtain  a  following,  what 
might  they  not  be  forced  to  do  1 
[Cries  of  **0h"  from  the  Labour 
Members.]  Hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
gangway  {were  always  contemplating 
some  trade  dispute.  [Cries  of  "  No, 
no.'*]  Well,  he  would  come  to  that 
point  in  a  moment.  They  might  be, 
as  Cabinet  Ministers  sometimes  were, 
driven  to  a  course  of  action  against 
their  own  better  judgment,  into  taking 
extreme  courses,  by  wild  followers 
behind  them,  and  be  forced  in  a 
few  weeks'  time  to  eat  their  own  words. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order.  That 
question  does  not  arise  on  the  Amend- 
ment. 

♦Mr.  BOWLES  said  he  was  endeavour- 
ing to  show  that  the  argument  that  they 
ought  to  trust  trade  union  leaders  to 
act  reasonably  in  contemplation  of 
trade  disputes  was  a  very  difficult  one 
to  admit.  What  was  the  object  of  the 
words  which  he  proposed  to  omit  ? 
They  were  directed,  it  seemed  to 
him,  not  against  the  employers,  nor 
were  they  designed  to  strengthen 
the  hands  of  trade  union  leaders 
in  respect  of  existing  trade  dis- 
putes, but  they  were  plainly  directed, 
and  this  was  his  objection  to  the  words, 
against  the  independence  of  non-union 
labour.  It  was  the  non-union  man 
who  was  the  real  enemy  -of  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  gangway.  It 
should  not  be  overlooked  that  the  vast 
majority  of  the  working  people  did  not 
belong  to  trade  unions,  and  did  not  believe 
in  them,  and,  in  fact,  did  not  want  to 
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Only  a  short  lime  ago  a  vessel  in 
whicli  the  hon.  Member  was  interested 
engaged  a  cre^,  and  one  of  the  conditions 
attached  to  the  emplojrment  of  those 
men  was  that  they  were  to  ]oin  a  com- 
bination. It  was  not,  however,  a  wt)rk- 
men's  organisation  which  they  were  called 
upon  to  join,  but  it  was  an  organisation 
known  as  the  *'  Shipping  Federation, 
Ltd."  If  those  men  had  not  become 
members  of  that  organisation,  then  they 
could  not  have  been  employed  upon  the 
hon.  Member's  vessel. 

*The  chairman  :  Order,  order. 
Unless  the  hon.  Member  can  show  that 
this  particular  federation  was  formed 
in  contemplation  of  a  trade  dispute,  he 
is  not  in  order  in  discussing  that  point. 

*Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  :  Certainly 
it  is  in  contemplation  of  a  trade  dispute, 
because  it  is  well  known  that  this  par- 
ticular organisation  exists  for  the  pur- 
pose of  destroying  trade  unions. 

♦The  chairman  :  But  that  is  not 
the  question.  An  organisation  to  destroy 
trade  unions  is  not  in  contemplation  of  a 
trade  dispute  as  suggested  in  this  clause. 

*Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  thought 
it  was,  and  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Norwood  had  made  so  much  out  of  the 
tyrannical  conduct  of  trade  unions  in 
compelling  men  against  their  will  to 
join  something  that  they  did  not  believe 
in,  it  was  only  right  that  he  should  be 
allowed  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Norwood  himself 
was  not  altogether  innocent  in  these 
matters;  therefore  he  ought  to  be 
the  last  man  to  cast  stones  at  trade 
unionists  when  he  himself  had  been 
doing  a  little  in  that  direction. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  (City 
of  London)  hoped  his  hon.  friend  would 
press  his  Amendment.  Although  not  a 
lawyer,  he  thought  the  words  *'  in  con- 
templation "  seemed  liable  to  cause  very 
serious  injury  not  only  to  employers  but 
also  to  trade  unionists.  He  regretted  the 
introduction  of  questions  as  to  whether 
trade  unions  were  good  or  bad  things, 
or  whether  federations  of  employers 
were  good  or  bad,   and  he  intended  to 

limit  his  remarks   to  what    seemed    to 
Mr.  Havelock  Wilson, 


him  as  a  layman  as  likely  to  take*^  place- 
under  the  provisions  of  this  clau8e.f.'  The 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney-Greneral^said^ 
and  this  was  the  duly  argument  he  ad- 
vanced   against   the    omission   of    these 
words,  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  decide 
when     a     trade     dispute     commenced- 
That    might    or    might     not     be    so^ 
but     still     as    a     layman     he     should 
have    thought    that    a    trade     dispute 
commenced  when  the  men  were  called  out 
by  the  union  or  when  the  masters  locked 
the  men   out.    [Labour  Cries  of  "No, 
No."]  Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
differed  frojn  him,  but  at  any  rate  that  wa« 
his  opinion,  and  if  hon.  Members  could 
show  him  that  he  was  wrong  he  would  be 
happy  to  Usten  to  them,  and  if  they  con- 
vinced him  on  that  point  he  would  not 
vote  for  the  Amendment  which  had  been 
moved  by  his  hon.   friend.     If  he  wast 
right  upon   this  point  he  thought   the 
Attorney-General  would  admit    that    it 
would  be  very  simple  to  find  out  when  a 
trade  dispute  commenced.     In  that  case^ 
those  words  covered  such  an  enormous 
ground  that  it  would  be  worth  while  to 
leave  them  out  in  order  to  safeguard  the 
interests  of  all  parties.     But  supposing 
an  act  which  up  to  the  present  time  had 
been  illegal  was  done,  if  this  clause  was  in; 
force  it  would  be  possible  for  the  persons 
doing  that  illegal  act,  whether  masters  or 
men,  to  declare  that  it  was  done  in  con- 
templation  of   a   trade   dispute.    What 
had  the  Attorney-General    adduced  [to* 
prove  that  it  was  not  done  in  contem- 
plation of  a  trade  dispute  ?     The  mere 
word  of  the  master  or  of  the  members 
of  the  trade  union  or  their  officials,  that 
the  act  was  done  in  contemplation  of  a 
trade  dispute  would,  under  this  clause, 
take  away    the    effect    of   their  wrong- 
doing.       He    would    not    go    into   the 
arguments  which  his  hon.    friends  had 
adduced,    because   he    thought    that    a 
good     many    of    them  were   applicable* 
more  to  the  clause  as  a  whole  than  to- 
this  Amendment,  and  as  he  had  a  Motion 
down  on  the  Paper  to  omit  the  clause  he 
would  reserve  any  further  remarks  for 
that  occasion.    He  thought,  however,  that 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  Forest  of  Dean,  said  that  the  RoyaF 
Commission  recommended  this  and  that 
it  ought  to  be  remembered  that  this  was- 
the  House  of  Commons  and  not  the  RoyaL 
Commission;  and  although  he  looked  with. 
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great  respect  upon  the  findings  of  Royal 
Commissions,  he  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Crentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  that  if  the  verdict  of  the  Royal 
Commission  was  to  be  taken  as  something 
which  was  unanswerable  then  they  must 
take  it  as  a  whole.  If  the  Government 
would  accept  the  findings  of  the  Royal 
Commission  as  a  whole  he  did  not  suppose 
there  would  be  much  objection.  With 
regard  to  the  statement  of  the  Labour 
Members  in  regard  to  the  late  Govern- 
ment's action  upon  this  question, 
he  would  Uke  to  say  that  many  Members 
of  the  Opposition  voted  against  this 
clause,  and  with  regard  to  those  who 
voted  for  it  he  did  not  know  whether  they 
did  so  in  contemplation  of  an  approaching 
election  or  whether  that  had  anything 
to  do  with  the  matter. 

Mr.  PAUL  (Northampton)  pointed  out 
that  an  act  done  in  contemplation  of  a 
trade  dispute  must  be  done  either  in 
futherance  or  hindrance  of  it  or  without 
any  reference  to  it.  If  the  act  was  done 
in  hindrance  or  without  reference  to  it 
it  was  clear  that  it  did  not  come  within 
the  scope  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  hills  (Durham)  considered  that 
this  Amendment  was  entirely  imneces* 
sary.  At  any  rate  it  was  incumbent 
upon  those  who  desired  to  cut  down  the 
clause  in  this  way,  to  show  that  the  clause 
as  a  whole  was  wrong.  He  reminded  the 
Committee  that  other  opportunities  would 
arise  for  discussing  the  clause  as  a  whole, 
but  as  it  did  not  change  but  tended  to 
clarify  the  law  upon  this  point  he  in- 
tended to  vote  against  the  Amendment. 

♦Mr.  PARKES  (Birmingham,  Central) 
said  that  in  his  opinion  the  words  **  in  con- 
templation or''  had  not  the  same  meaning 
in  the  present  Bill  as  in  the  Bill  which  had 
gone  before  it.  He  should  like  at  once 
to  dissociate  himself  from  any  remark 
made  by  the  Member  for  Norwood  with 
regard  to  trade  unionists,  and  he  hoped 
that  the  debate  would  be  conducted 
without  acrimony.  The  Attorney-General 


had  said  something  with  regard  to  the 
words  **  furtherance  "  and  *'  contempla- 
tion." The  word  "  furtherance  "  would 
in  his  opinion  include  **  contemplation," 
and  the  Attorney-General  himself  seemed 
to  indicate  that  in  his  remarks.  He  felt 
sure  that  all  working  men  would  desire 
that  the  area  of  dispute  should  be  kept 
as  small  as  possible.  They  wanted 
to  limit  trade  disputes  as  far  as 
possible,  and  if  the  words  **  in  con- 
templation or  "  could  be  left  out  with- 
out injuring  the  Bill  or  making  it  in- 
valid, and  without  injuring  the  main 
object  of  the  Bill,  he  thought  it  would  be 
a  very  good  thing.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  to  the  ordinary  mind  the  words 
"  in  contemplation  or  "  were  not  of  a 
character  which  was  well  understood. 
He  therefore  appealed  to  the  Attorney- 
General  to  agree  to  the  omission  of  the 
words  "  in  contemplation  or  "  if  he  could 
do  so  consistently  with  the  object  of  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  pike  pease  (DarUngton)  desired 
to  ask  if  "  in  contemplation  or  "  might  be 
taken  to  be  included  in  the  word  **  further- 
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ance. 

♦Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  his 
opinion  was  that  both  words  were  required 
for  this  reason,  that  they  might  have  a 
trade  dispute  which  either  had  arisen  or 
was  on  the  point  of  arising.  Therefore 
he  thought  it  was  necessary  to  include 
words  which  would  cover  that  which  was 
done  'Mn  contemplation"  or  arranging 
of  a  trade  dispute  and  that  which  war 
done  after  the  dispute  had  arisen. 

Mr.  BOWLES  said  he  did  not  desire 
under  the  circumstances  to  force  this 
Amendment  to  a  division.  In  order  to 
save  the  time  of  the  Committee  he  asked 
leave  to  withdraw  his  Amendment 

Leave  to  withdraw  refused. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  319 ; 
Noes,  48.    (Division  List  No.  279.) 


Abrahaiii,WilUam(Cork,N.  E. ) 
Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 
Aclandy  Fraoois  Dylre 


AYES. 

AdkinB,  W.  RyUad  D. 
Agnew,  George  William 
Ainsworth,  John  Stirling 

E2 


Alden,  Percy 

Alien,  A.Aolaad(Chri8tohttroh) 

AUen,  Charles  P  (Stroad) 
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Ambrose,  Robert 

Ahq  iuth,Rt.  Hn.  HerbertHenry 

ABtbury*  John  Meir 

Atherley -Jones,  L. 

Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 

Baker,  Joseph  A.  (Finsbury,  E.) 

Balfour,  Robert  (Lanark) 

Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Barlow,JohnEmmott(Somer8et 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  £.  B. 

Barnes,  G.  N. 

Barry,  E.  (Cork,S.) 

Beale,  W.  P.      . 

Beauchamp,  E. 

BeanmoD  t,  HubertjEas  tbourne 

Beaumont,  W.  C.  B.  (Hexham) 

Bell,  Richard 

Bellairs,  Carlyon 

Benn,  SirJ.Williams(Devonp'rt 

Bethell,  J.  H.  (E8sez,Romford) 

Bethell,  T.  R.  (Essex,  Maldon) 

Birrell.  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 

Black,  Arthur  W.  (Bedfordshire 

Boland,  John 

Bolton,  T.  D.  (DerbyBhire,N.K 

Boulton,  A.  C.  F.  (Ramsey) 

Brace,  William 

Bramsdon,  T.  A. 

Brigg,  John 

Bro^ehurst,  W.  B. 

Brodie,  H.  C. 

Brooke,  Stopford 

Brunner,  J.F.L.  (Lancs.,Leiffh) 

Bryce,  J.  A.  (Inyemess  Burghs) 

Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum) 

Buckmaster,  Stanley  0. 

Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Buxton,  Rt.  Hn.  Sydney  C!has. 

Cairns,  Thomas 

Oampbell-Bannerman,  Sir  H. 

Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 

Oauston,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight 

Chance,  Frederick  William 

Cheetham,  John  Frederick 

Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 

Churchill,  Winston  Spencer 

Cleland,  J.  W. 

dough,  W. 

dynes,  J.  R. 

Coats,  Sir  T.  Glen(Renfrew,W.) 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 

Cogan,  Denis  J. 

CoUins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 

Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 

Corbett,aH.(SuBsex,E.Grin8t*d 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 

Cowan,  W.  H. 

Cox,  Harold 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 

Crean,  Eugene 

Crook',  William 

Croefiekl,  A.  H. 

Cullinan,  J. 

Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 

Delany,  William 

Dewar,  Arthur  (E<Ufiburgb,S.) 

Dickinson,  W.  H.  (St.  Pancras,N. 

Dilke.  Kt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Dobson,  Thomas  W. 
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Dolan,  Charles  Joseph 

Duckworth,  James 

DuflEy,  William  J. 

Duncan,  C.  (Barrow-in-Furness 

Duncan,  J.  H.  (York,  Otley) 

Duncan,  Robert(LanarK,Uovan 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Dunne,  Major E.Martin( Walsall 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 

Edwards,  Frank  (Radnor) 

Elibank,  Master  of 

Esiiionde,  Sir  Tiiomas 

Essex,  R.  W. 

Farrell,  James  Patrick 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ferens,  T.  R. 

Ffroncii,  Peter 

Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 

Findlay,  Alexander 

Flynn,  James  Christopher 

Fowler,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Henry 

Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 

Fullerton,  Hugh 

Gardner,  CoL  Alan(Hereford,S. 

Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 

Gill,  A.  H. 

Ginnell,  L. 

Glad''tone,RtHn.  HerbertJohn 

Glover,  Thomas 

Groddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Gooch,  Cfeorge  Peabody 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterlxirough) 

Grey,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward 

Gulland,  John  W 

Gurdon,  Sir  W.  Brampton 

Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 

Hall,  Frederick 

Halpin,  J. 

Hainniond,  John 

Harcourt,  Rt.  Hon.  Lewis 

Hardie,  J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 

Han'ington,  Timothy 

Hart- Davies,  T. 

Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 

Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 

Hazleton,  Richard 

Hedges,  A.  Paget 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hills,  J.  W. 

Hobart,  Sir  Robert 

Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 

Hodge,  John 

Hogan«  Michael 

Homiman,  Emslie  John] 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hutton,  Alfred  Eddison 

Hyde,  Clarendon 

DUngworth,  Percy  H. 

Isaacs,  Ru^  D^oiel 

Jackson,  R.  S. 

Jacoby,  James  Alfred 

Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jone8,SirD.Brynmor(Swan8ea) 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jones,  William  (Carnarvonshire 

Jowett>  F.  W. 


Disputes  Bill, 


136 


Joyce,  Michael 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Kelley,  George  D. 

Kennedy,  Vincent  Paul 

King,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lambert,  George 

Lam  bton,  Hon.  Frederick Wnu 

Lamont,  Norman 

Law,  Hush  A  .(Donegal,  W.) 

Layland-Bari-att,  Francis 

Lever,  A.  Levy(£8sex,Harwioh 

Levy,  Maurice 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

Lupton,  Arnold 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macdonald,  J.M.(Falkirk  B'ghs 

Maclean,  Donald 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S) 

M  ac  Veigh,  Charlea(Donegal,E. 

M*Callum,  John  M. 

M*Hugh,  Patrick  A. 

M'Kean,  John 

M'Killop,  W. 

McLaren,  Sir  C.  B.  (Leicester) 

McLaren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 

M*Micking,  Major  G. 

Maddison,  Frederick 

Mallet,  Charles  B. 

Manfield,  Harry  (Nurthanta; 

Biarks,  G.  Croydon(LaunceBt(m 

Mamham,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 

Massie,  J. 

Master  man,  C.  F.  G. 

Micklem,  Nathaniel 

Mond,  A. 

Montagu,  E.  S. 

Mooney,  J.  J. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

Morgan,  J.  Uoyd  (Carmarthen) 

M<»rTey,  Rt.  Hx)n.  John 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cfleophaa 

Mumaghan,  George 

Murhpy,  John 

Murray,  James 

Myer,  Horatio 

Nicholson,  Chas.  N.  (Doncastk- 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norman,  Henry 

Norton,  Capt.  (5eoil  William 

Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 

Nuttall,  Harry 

O'Brien,  Kendal(TipperaryMid) 

O'Connor,  John  (Kuoare,  N. 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 

O'Doherty,  Philip 

O'Donnelt  C  J.  (Walworth) 

O'Donnell,  T.  (Kerry,  W.) 

O'Dowd,  John 

O'Grad,  J. 

O'Hare,  Patrick 

O'Kelly,  Jame8(Ro8commontN 

O'Malley,  William 

O'Shaughneesy,  P.  J. 

Parker,  James  (Halifax) 

Partington,  Oswald 

Paul,  Herbert 
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PlAalton,  Jamee  Mellor 
Pb«rce»  Robert  (Staffs.  Leek) 
Philipps,  Col.Iv  'r(S'thainpton 
Philipps,  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 
PiokengOl,  Edward  Hare 
Pirie,  Ihmoan  V. 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Fbwer»  Patrick  Joseph 
Price,  C.  K  (£dinb*gh.  Central) 
Radford,  G.  H. 
Rainy,  A.  RoUand 
Raphael,  Herbert  H 
Redmond,.  John  £.  (Waterford) 
Richards,  T  J*.  ( Wolyerh'mpt'n 
Richardson,  A. 
Riokett,  J.  Compton 
Ridsdale,  E.  A. 

Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Robertson,  Sir  G.Scott(Bradf  d 
Robertsoxi,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 
Robeon,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 
Rose,  CSiarles  Bay 
Rowlands,  J. 
Rtinoiman,  Walter 
Russell,  T.  W. 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
Schwann,  C  Duncan  (Hyde) 
Schwann,  SirC.E.  (Manchester) 
Sears,  J.  £. 
Searems,  J.  H. 
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Seddon,  J. 

Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Shaw,  Rt  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B. 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Simon,  John  Allsebrook 
Sinclair,  Kt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smyth,  Thomas  F.(Leitrim,S.) 
Snowden,  P. 
Soares,  Ernest  J. 
Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanger,  H.  Y. 
Stanley,  Hn.A.Lyulph(Che8h.) 
Steadman,  W.  C. 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith,  D.  (Kendal) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edwaid 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Summerbell,  T. 
Sutherland,  J.  £. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (Glamorgan,  E. 
Thompson,  J.W.H.(Somer8etE. 
Thome,  William 
Torrance,  Sir  A.  ISL 
Toulmin,  George 
Ure,  Alexander 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 
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Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walsh,  Stephen 
Walters,  John  Tudor 
Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leeds,  S.) 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Ward,  John  (Stoke  upon  Ttent) 
Ward,  W.  Dtidley(Southamptn 
Wardle,  GJeorge  J.  -  >• 

Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Watt,  H.  Anderfton 
Weir,  Jame»  Galloway 
Whitbread,  Howard 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshirp^ 
White,  Luke  (York,  E.  R. 
Wliite,  Patrick  (Meath,  North 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (HaUfax) 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Wilson,  Henry  J.(York,W.R. 
Wilson,  J. H.  (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  PancraisS.) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 
Woodhouse,  SirJT.(HudderBf  d 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellers  fob  the  Ayes — Mr. 
Whiteley  and  Mr.  J.  A. 
Pease. 


^hley,  W.  W. 

Aubrey-Fletoher,Rt.  Hn.  Sir  H. 
Balcazree,  Lord 

Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Bairie,  H.  T.  (Londonderry,  N. ) 
Beach,  Hn.  Michael  HughHicks 
Beckett,  Hon.  Gervase 
Bridgenian,  W.  <^Hve 
Campbell,  Rt.  Hn.  J.  H  M. 
OttsoQ,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cave,  George 

CbveDdish,*Rt.  Hn.  Victor  a  W. 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Ceoil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Craig,  Chas.  Curtis  (Antrim,  S.) 
Doug^,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Fabv»  George  Denison  (York) 


NOES. 

Fell,  Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugb,  Godfrey 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
Fletcher,  J.  S: 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Haddock,  George  R. 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Hervey,  F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm'ds 
Hill,  Sir  Clement-(SFiiewsbury) 
Hill,  Henry  Staveley  (Staff'sh. 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Dulwich) 
Lockwood,  Rt.Hn.Lt.-CoLA.R. 
Long,  Rt.Hn. Walter  (Dublin^. 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Mason,  James  F.  (Windsor) 
Meysey*Thompson,  E.  C. 


Morpeth,  Viscount 
Mimtz,  Sir  Philip  A. 
Nicholson,  Wm.G.(Peter8field 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Roberts,S.  (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 
Smith,  F.E.  (Liverpool,Waltan> 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf  dUniv. 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Wilson,  A.  Stanley(York,  E.R.) 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  B.  Stuart- 

Tellers  for  the  Noes — 
Lord  Robert  Cecil  and  Mr. 
Bowles. 


♦Mb.  clavell  SALTER  (Hants, 
Basingstoke)  said  he  wished  to  insert  after 
the  word  "dispute  "  the  words  "  between 
employers  and  workmen."  He  thought 
it  possible  that  on  consideration  all  parts 
of  the  Committee,  including  the  leaders  of 
the  Independent  Labour  Party,  would  be 
disposed  to  think  the  words  he  pro- 
posed to  insert  were  necessary.  If 
this  Bill  was  ever  to  become  part  of  the 
law  and  to  be  operative  there  would  have 
to  be  some  thing  to  define  what  a  trade 
dispute  was.  It  contained  no  definition 
clause  in  regard  to  trade  disputes,  and  in 


the  absence  of  a  definition  clause  he  asked 
the  Committee  to  say  that  it  was  necessary 
to  define  what  a  trade  dispute  really  was. 
This  was  a  Bill  that  would,  rightly  or 
wrongly,  license  conspiracy ;  it  would 
license  interference  with  businesses  and 
with  a  man's  right  to  work  when  and 
where  he  pleased.  Having  regard  to  the 
great  importance  of  the  change  which 
this  Bill  would  make  in  thej  law 
and  the  great  number  of  people 
who  would  be  affected  by  it,  he 
considered  that  it  was  desirable  to 
define  the  position  if  it  could  be  done. 
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Wherever    this    Bill    applied    it    would 
deprive  those  who  came  under  its  opera- 
tion of  many   of  their   rights  and  that 
personal   freedom   and   immunity   from 
interference    which    had    hitherto    been 
considered  to  be  of  great  importance. 
That  would  be  generally  agreed.    Every- 
body had  ^issumed  that  "  trafle  disputes  " 
in  this  Bill  would  be  limited  as  he  pro- 
posed to  limit  it  by  this  Amendment,  but 
these  changes  in  the  law  had  nothing  to  do 
with  trade  unions.    Trade  unions  were 
not  mentioned  in  the  first  part,  which  had 
nothing  to  do  with  employers  or  with  the 
relations  between  employers  and  their 
workmen.     The  proposed  changes  were 
not  restricted  to  those  who  would  be 
parties  to  the  dispute.    They  were  not 
80  restricted  as  regards  the  attackers  or  the 
attacked.    As  soon  as  they  brought  them- 
tielves  within  the  operation  of  this  Bill  by 
saying   they  were  furthering    or    con- 
templating a  trade  dispute  they  would 
stand  in  a  different  position  from  the  rest 
•of  their  fellow  subjects  as  to  what  they 
might  or  might  not  do. 

The  deputy  CHAIRMAN  said  the 
bon.  Member  appeared  to  be  discussing 
the  clause.  He  must  confine  his  ob- 
servations to  the  Amendment. 

,  ♦Mr.  CLAVELL  SALTER  said  he  had 
said  all  he  intended  to  say  on  that  point. 
"What  was  a  trade  dispute?  If  he  had  a  differ- 
«noe  with  his  butcher  because  he  said  that 
liis  bill  was  not  paid  and  threatened  to 
take  proceedings,  that  was  a  trade  dis- 
pute. ["Oh,  oh."]  Yes,  that  was  a 
matter  which  had  to  be  faced.  These 
questions  would  soon  come  up  if  the 
Bill  passed  into  law.  Suppose  a  dis- 
pute arose  between  members  of  a  trade 
who  formed  rings  to  exclude  a  member 
or  to  cause  injury  to  another  branch 
of  trade.  Nobody  could  deny  that 
that  would  be  a  trade  dispute.  It  did 
not  affect  trade  unions  and  workpeople 
in  any  sort  of  way,  but  nobody  would 
deny  that  it  was  a  trade  dispute.  A 
dispute  between  two  railway  companies 
was  a  trade  dispute,  and  under  this  Bill 
they  would  be  able  to  picket  each  other's 
stations  to  any  extent  and  would  be 
allowed  to  do  anything  they  liked  to 
impair  the  trade  of  each  other  and  injure 
other  people.  A  trade  dispute  was  an 
evil    which   in   itself   might   injure  and 

Mr.  ClavfiU  Salter. 
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cause  suffering  to  persons  who  w^re  not 
parties  to  the  dispute.  His  object  in 
moving  this  Amendment  was  to  define 
what  a  trade  dispute  was  in  the  con- 
templation of  this  Bill.  It  must  be 
defined.  As  the  Committee  knew, 
if  this  clause  passed  it  would  find  a 
place  in  the  Conspiracy  and  Pro- 
erty  Protection  Act  of  1875  and 
e  was  appealing  to  the  Committee 
to  make  a  workmanlike  job  of  it.  If  it 
was  passed  into  law  as  it  stood  without 
the  change  he  desired  to  make,  the  Judge 
who  had  to  construe  this  section  would 
be  bound  to  construe  it  in  a  wider  sense 
than  as  a  dispute  between  employers  and 
workmen.  It  would  be  impossible  for  this 
clause  to  be  so  limited  if  the  words  proposed 
were  not  inserted.  He  claimed  the  support 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attomey-Gkneral 
when  he  said  that  in  making  any  addition 
to  an  Act  of  Parliament  they  must  follow 
the  words  of  the  Act.  He  did  not  think 
any  Member  of  the  Committee  could 
allege  any  particular  reason  for  not 
maHng  the  limitation  he  suggested,  and 
he  asserted  that  if  they  did  not  make 
this  limitation  they  would  do  enormous 
harm  to  great  masses  of  people  in  the 
country  who  had  no  interest  in  these 
disputes.  All  he  asked  was  that  they  should 
assimilate  the  law  of  civil  and  criminal 
responsibility.    He  moved. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  page  1,  line  10,  after  the  word '  dispute,' 
to  insert  the  words  *  between  employers  and 
workmen.*"— (Afr.  ScUter,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

'^SiR  JOHN  WALTON  thought  there 
was  some  point  in  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  when  he  pointed 
out  that  there  should  be  some  definition  of 
the  words  "  trade  disputes,"  and  he 
would  consider  that  point,  and  endeavour 
to  find  a  definition.  B  ut  th  b  Amendment 
^ent  a  great  deal  further.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  pointed  out 
that  these  words  appeared  in  the  Act  of 
1875.  In  that  Act  they  had  had  a  judicial 
construction  placed  upon  them  which  if 
it  were  extended  to  this  clause  would 
greatly  limit  the  operation  of  the  clause. 
The  words  "  disputes  between  em- 
ployers and  workmen  "  bad  been  held  to 
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.mean  a  dispute  between  an  employer 
and  his  workmen,  and  that  would  limit 
~die  operation  of  this  clause  to  what  were 
called  primary  strikes  which  were  strike3 
between  one  employer  and  his  workmen. 
The  clause  would  have  no  operation 
whatever  in  what  were  termed  secondary 
strikes,  which  were  due  not  to  a  grievance 
between  an  employer  and  his  workmen, 
but  were  due  to  men  abstaining  from 
work  in  sjrmpathy  with  other  workmen 
who  for  some  cause  had  struck.  The 
"principle  raised  by  the  Amendment  was 
•a  very  wide  one,  because  the  whole 
policy  of  this  Bill  was  founded  on  the 
eetabUshed  right  of  workmen  for  any 
.reason  which  they  in  their  judgment 
^thought  sufficient  to  abstain  from  work. 
They  had  a  right  to  abstain  from  work  if 
they  had  a  grievance ;  or  because  they 
objected  to  some  action  on  the  part  of 
their  employer  in  refusing  to  support 
the  action  of  the  men.  His  hon. 
And  learned  friend  proposeil  by  his 
Amendment  that  this  clause  should 
be  limited  in  its  operation  to  disputes 
between  an  employer  and  his  workmen, 
«nd  that  being  so  the  workmen  who  ab- 
stained from  work  out  of  sjnnpathy  with 
:their  fellows  in  the  employment  of  others 
W6uld  not  come  under  the  operation  of  the 
clause.  But  if  a  number  of  men  employed 
by  an  employer  struck  work  and  that 
•employer  decUned  to  meet  the  case  of 
the  union,  the  men  of  that  union  em- 
ployed by  other  employers  had  a 
perfect  right  to  say  that  they  would 
abstain  from  working  imless  the  terms 
of  the  union  were  conceded.  Sis 
lion  friend  had  called  attention  to  the 
Tery  important  passage  in  the  Report 
of  the  Royal  Commission  as  to  their 
reason  for  omitting  after  the  words 
"'  trade  dispute  "  the  words  **  between 
•employers  and  workmen.^'  In  that 
passage  the  Royal  Commission  reported 
that  it  was  impossible  to  draw  a  distinc- 
tion between  a  primary  and  secondary 
strike. 

Sot  B.  CARSON  said  the  point 
made  hj  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  hardly  bore  out  his 
contention,  because  if  he  looked  again  at 
the  report  he  would  see  that  what  the 
^mmisiion  recommended  was  that  the 
tcriminal  {law  laid  down  by  the  Act  of 
IL875  should  be  amsnded.     He  thought 


the  Commission  were  right.  The  one 
thing  this  Bill  did  not  propose  to  do  was 
to  amend  the  criminal  law.  The  Com- 
mittee were  not  here  dealing  with  the 
case  of  civil  liability  at  all.  He  agreed 
with  every  word  the  Attorney- GJeneral 
said  with  reference  to  sympathetic  strikes 
in  relation  to  the  criminal  law,  and  he 
really  did  not  think  the  question  would 
arise  in  reference  to  a  small  action.  By 
eliminating  the  words  with  regard  to 
civil  liabiUties  they  would  be  able  to 
prosecute  a  man  for  something  for  which 
they  could  not  bring  a  civil  action  against 
him.  That  was  a  very  strange  result. 
He  should  have  thought  that  the  real 
thing  the^  wanted  to  do  by  this  Act 
was  to  amend  the  criminal  law  as  sug- 
gested by  the  Commission.  What  the 
House  would  have  liked  to  have  heard 
from  the  Attomey-G^eneral  was  what 
he  meant  by  a  trade  dispute,  and  how 
far  it  went.  Did  it  go  far  beyond  the 
questions  between  workmen  and  em- 
ployers, whether  they  took  it  as  a  pri- 
mary, secondary  or  sympathetic  strike  ? 
If  it  did,  he  thought  the  Attomey-Qeneral 
ought  to  have  told  the  Committee 
whether  he  meant  it  to  go  as  far  as 
employers,  merchants,  dealers,  or  traders 
wishing,  for  instance,  to  make  a  ring  and 
run  up  prices.  Did  the  hon.  and  learned 
(Gentleman  mean  that  in  those  cases  they 
were  to  employ  any  of  the  men  allowed 
by  this  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
that  out  ? 

Mr.  RUFUS  ISAACS  (Reading) :  They 
can  do  it  now.  ^j 

Sib  E.  CARSON  said  they  might  be 
able  to  do  it  in  certain  circumstances,  but 
it  entirely  depended  on  the  methods  they 
employed.  But  he  understood  tliat  the 
Attorney-General  did  not  mean  that. 
At  any  rate,  trade  disputes  ought  to  be 
defined,  and  he  understood  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  underaken  to 
put  in  a  definition. 

♦Sib  JOHN  WALTON  said  it  was  pretty 
clear  and  perfectly  underdt3od  that  the 
term  "  trade  dispute,"  related  mainly 
A  not  s  )iely  to  disputes  arising  from  the 
exercise  by  trade  unions  of  their  f  anctioas. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  said  it  might  be  thit 
\  they  all  knew  what  they  meait  to  convey. 
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but  the  matter  had  to  be  stated  in  words 
which  would  bear  out  that  meaning  in  law. 
Might  he  point  out  another  dUSculty, 
namely,  that  this  Act  might  be  cited  as 
the  Trade  Disputes  Act,  1906,  and  the 
Trade  Union  Acts,  1871  and  1876,  and 
together  as  the  Trade  Union  Acts,  1871 
to  1906.  What  would  be  the  effect  of 
that  ?  Would  they  read  "  trade  dis- 
pute" as  something  different  in  each 
of  those  Acts,  or  would  they  read  it  as 
haying  one  meaning  as  regarded  them 
all.  If  so,  what  was  to  be  that  meaning  ? 
The  matter  certainly  required  lookmg 
into  and  clearing  up,  and  he  eamestlv 
hoped  the  Attomey-Greneral  would  not 
leave  the  words  as  they  stood,  in  the 
hope  that  the  Courts  would  thoroughly 
understand  what  the  House  of  Conmions 
intended. 

i/i&.  LYTTELTON  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over-square) said  that  there  ought  to  be 
some  more  exact  definition  oi  ''  tiade 
dispute."  He  claimed  some  right  to 
speak  on  this  matter,  because  some  years 
ago  he  wrote  a  pamphlet  on  the  subject 
of  trade  disputes,  which  for  a  long  time 
slept,  until  a  discussion  arose  three  or 
four  years  ago,  when  he  believed  he  was 
claimed  by  the  trade  unions  as  an  ally 
and  as  having  written  to  the  best  of  his 
ability  in  order  to  secure  them  equality 
of  play  with  the  federation  of  employers. 
Therefore,  he  trusted  that  from  anything 
he  might  say  now  it  would  not  be  con- 
sidered that  he  had  in  any  way  altered 
his  opinion  as  to  perfect  equality  between 
the  federation  of  employers  and  the 
trade  unions.  He  asked  both  sides 
of  the  Committee  to  consider  whether 
they  were  really  aware  of  the  very 
wide  scope  of  this  clause.  In  its 
present  form  it  would  enable  the  utmost 
tyranny  to  be  used  by  a  combination  of 
employers  against  a  competitor,  or  by 
trade  unions  against  workmen  who  did 
not  belong  to  a  union.  There  was  a 
remedy  for  small  employers  against 
combinations.  There  ought  to  be  re- 
medies when  measures  were  taken  by 
a  powerful  trade  union  to  coerce  the 
freedom  of  those  outside  who  did  not 
wish  to^ belong  to  the  union.  Did  hon. 
Members  below  the  gangway  desire 
legislation  giving  them  privileges  and 
immunities  in  cases  where  there  was  no 
question    of   a    strike  ?    .  He    appealed 

Sir  E.  Carsoi- 


to  them  to  say  why  they  should  be- 
absolved  from  many  acts  which  would 
otherwise  be  illegal.  He  thought 
the  Committee  ought  to  learn  from  the 
real  authors  of  the  Bill  what  their 
intention  was  in  regard  to  this  matter. 
Did  the  Leaders  of  the  Labour  Party 
desire  when  a  conflict  arose  between 
great  rings  of  employers,  that  those 
employers  should  have  the  privileges  of 
this  Act  and  the  immunities  granted  by 
this  Act  in  order  to  assist  them  in 
fighting  to  crush  out  competition  among; 
themselves  ? 

Mr.  LAMBTON  (Durham,  S.E.> 
thought  there  ought  to  be  some  defini^ 
tion  of  a  trade  dispute.  It  was- 
no  use  simply  replying  that  they  were- 
laying  down  words  that  had  been  in- 
serted in  an  Act  abeady  in  existence^ 
Obviously,  it  was  necessary  that  the- 
Attorney-General  should  give  a  defini- 
tion  in  the  Act  itself  of  the  term 
"  trade  disputes." 

♦Mr.  EUFUS  ISAACS  (Reading)  said  ii> 
answer  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dublin 
University,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
first  thing  the  Committee  had  to  do 
was  to  make  up  its  mind  what  was  in- 
tended,  and  then  see  that  the  words  used 
would  carry  out  that  intention.  There- 
had  been  considerable  discussion  upoi^ 
this  matter,  and  some  forcible  observa- 
tions  had  been  made  by  the  right: 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  with  regard? 
to  the  possible  operation  of  this  Bill 
in  reference  to  nngs  and  trusts  and 
organisations  of  that  character.  As  he- 
understood  the  Bill,  there  was  no  such 
intention  entertained  by  its  framers^ 
No  one  had  contemplated  that  the* 
trade  dispute  referred  to  should  be  a 
trade  dispute  of  the  character  knowni 
as  trade  competition.  They  knew  that 
the  law  on  this  subject  had  been  clear 
since  the  MogiU  case,  and  in  any  event 
it  was  rot  necessary  to  have  any  con- 
troversy as  to  what  the  law  was  in  rela- 
tion  to  that  question,  because  it  was  not 
intended  that  this  Bill  should  in  any  way 
change  the  law  applicable  |to  this* 
subject.  After  what  had  fallen  from 
the  learned  Attorney-Creneral,  |it  seemed! 
to    him     quite    unnecessary   that    the^p- 
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should  discuss  this  point  at  ail,  be- 
eause  the  Attorney-General  had  said 
that  he  would  consider  some  words 
to  prevent  the  application  of  this 
section  to  that  class  of  competition. 
Therefore,  he  thought  that  it  would 
be  better  if  those  who  had  raised  this 
point  would  agree  to  leave  the  con- 
sideration of  the  question  for  the 
present  and  deal  with  it  when  the 
Uniting  words  which  had  been  promised 
were  brought  up  on  the  Report  stage,  if 
the  words  now  in  the  clause  were  not 
considered  sufficiently  strong.    The  real 

Question  was,  did  they  intend  that  the 
(ill  should  be  so  drafted  and  so  worked 
as  to  protect  those  who  had  come  out 
in  a  secondary  or  sympathetic  strike. 
That  was  the  real  question.  The 
limiting  words  introduced  under  the 
Amendment  would  have  the  effect, 
particularly  when  read  in  conjunction 
with  such  observations  as  had  been 
made  in  the  case  of  *'  Quinn  v.  Leathern," 
of  limiting  the  operation  of  this  clause 
to  a  dispute  between  an  employer  and  his 
workmen.  If  there  was  no  dispute 
' between  an  employer  and  his  worlonen 
and  the  men  had  gone  out  on  strike  in 
sympathy  with  the  workmen  of  other 
employers,  in  order  to  ameliorate  the 
condition  of  those  engaged  in  a  particular 
trade,  that  would  constitute  a  sym- 
pathetic strike,  and  if  they  did 
not  apply  this  clause  to  sympathetic 
strikes,  they  would  be  taking  away  one 
of  the  main  advantages  of  the  Bill. 
They  ought  to  devote  their  attention 
to  ascertaining  whether  these  words 
amounted  to  preventing  the  operation  of 
this  clause  to  secondary  strikes.  His 
rif^t  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  had  told  them  that, 
under  tiie  Act  of  1875,  from  what  had 
been  stated  in  the  case  of  *'  Quinn  v. 
Leathern,"  the  words  "employer  and 
worionen/'  would  be  understood  and 
defined  by  Judges  as  meaning  an 
employer  and  his  workmen,  and  there- 
fore it  was  understood  that  if  there  was  a 
prosecution  under  the  'Act  of  1875 
against  those  who  had  come  out  under  a 
^rmpat^etic  or  secondary  strike,  they 
woold  not  be  protected  from  a  criminal 
prosecution  by  virtue  of  the  Act  of  1875. 
The  Bill  made  this  difference,  that  it 
omitted  the  words  "  employer  and  work- 


men "  because  of  the  dangerous  meaning^ 
which  had  been  given  to  those  words. 

Sir    E.    CARSON  said  it  was   quite 
true  that  they    left  out    those    words, 
but  the  section  they  were  discussing  did 
not  mean  the  criminal  law,  but  merely  the- 
civil  law. 

♦Mr.  RUFUS  ISAACS  said  he  agreed 
entirely,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
observations  were  strong  arguments   in 
&t vour  of  having  the  clause  as  they  had  now 
got  it.    If  the  criminal  law  was  to  be  inter-^ 
preted  as  limiting  the  immunity  to  men 
who  struck  because  of  a  dispute  between 
them  and  their  employer,  it  was  high  time 
that  it  was  amended.    He  thought  they 
were  in  complete  agreement  that  this  law 
ought  not  to  operate  so  as  to  make  those 
who  took  part  in  a  sympathetic  strike 
liable  to  a  criminal  prosecution.    They 
were  seeking  to  assimilate  the  civil  law 
to  the  criminal  law,  and  if  his  right  hon.. 
friend  said  he  did  not  desire  that  there 
should  be  the  limitation  in  the  criminal 
law  upon  those  words  which  the  Law 
Lords  had   indicated    might   be   placed! 
upon  them,  it  must  follow  if  they  were- 
seeking  to  bring  the  civil  law  into  har- 
mony with  the  criminal  law  of  conspiracy 
they    must    equally    apply    the    same- 
reasoning  to  the  civil  law.    He  did  not 
expect  that  his  right  hon.  and  learned' 
friend  would  agree  with  that,  because  he 
had  already  stated* that  he  was  opposed 
to  extending  the  immunity  from  prose- 
cution   under    the     criminal     law     to* 
immimity  from  any  action  under  the 
civil  law.     He  quite  imderstood  that  that 
was  so,  but  it  was  on  this  point  that  they 
were    in    absolute    disagreement,    and. 
his   view  was  that  they   should    place 
the   civil    law  upon  the   same   footing^ 
as    the    criminal    law    in     regard    to- 
conspiracy.    That  was  to  say,  that  the- 
inmiunity    in    reference    to    conspiracy- 
should  be  the  same  under  the  criminal 
as  under  the  civil  law.    If  they  were- 
right    in    that    view,    it    must    follow 
from  what  had  been  said  that  they  were 
consistent,  and  justified  in  the  contention, 
that  they   must  leave    out   the    words 
which    were   sought   to   be   introduced! 
and     which    would     have    a    limiting^ 
effect.    Speaking  with  some   little   ex- 
perience and  knowledge  of  the  difficulties- 
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Murnaghan,  George 

Murray,  James 

Myer,  Horatio 

Nicholson,Charles  N.(Doiioa8t*9 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norman,  Henry 

Norton,  Capt.  Ceoil  William 

Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 

Nuttail,  Harnr 

0*Brien,Kenclal  (inpperaryMidI 

O'Connor, James  (Wioklow,W.>' 

0'Ck}nnor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 

O'Doherty,  Philip 

O'Donnell,  C.  J.  (Walworth)- 

O'Donnell,  T.  (Kerry,  W.) 

O'Dowd,  Jdin 

O'Grady,  J. 

O'Hare,  Patrick 

O'Malley,  William 

O'Mara,  James 

O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 

Parker,  James  (Halifait)) 

Partington,  Oswald 

Paul,  Herbert  > 

Panlton,  James  Mellon 
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PMrpe,  Robert  (Stafb.  Leek) 
PhUipp6,Col.  I  vor(Southainton 
Philipps,  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 
.Fiokmgill,  Edward  Hare 
Ptrie,  Dunoao  V. 
Pollard,  Dr. 

Powell,  Sir  FrancU  Sharp 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Piioe,  a  B.  (Edinb*gh  Central 
Radford,  O.H. 
.Raphael,  Herbert  H. 
Reddy,  M. 

^Redmond,  John  E.  ( Waterford) 
Itedmond,  William  (Clare) 
lUchards,  T.  F.(Wolyerh'mpt*n 
'Richardaon,  A. 
Riokett,  J.  Compton 
Ridadale,  B.  A. 
iioberts,  Charlee  H.  (Lincoln) 
Itoberts,  Q.  H.  (Norwich) 
lU)bert8on,Sir  G.Scott(Bradfrd 
Jtobertson,  J.  1£.  (Tyneeide) 
Jlobeon,  Sir  William  Snowoon 
Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 
lUMe,  Charles  Day 
Roidands,  J. 
tRonoinian,  Walter 
Samnel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
■Schwann,  C  Duncan  (Hyde) 
Schwann,  SirC.E.  (Manchester) 
:8ear8,J.E. 
•SeaTema,  J.  H. 
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Seddon,  J. 

Shackleton,  Dayid  James 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.T.(Hawick,B.) 
Sheefaan,  Daniel  Daniel 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  Q. 
Simon,  John  Allsebrook 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smyth,  Thomas  F.(Leitrim,  S.) 
Snowden,  P. 
Soares,  Ernest  J. 
Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanger,  H.  Y. 
Stanley,  Hn.  A.  Lyulph  (Chesh. 
Steadman,  W.  C. 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith,  D.  (Kendal) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Stranss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Sulliran,  Donal 
Summerbell,  T. 
Sutherland,  J.  E. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (Glamorgan,  E.) 
Thomasson,  Franklin 
Thompson,J.W.H.  (Somerset  E. 
Thome,  William 
Torrance,  Sir  A.  M. 
Toulmin,  George 
Ure,  Alexander 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
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Vivian,  Henry 
Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leioester) 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walnh,  Stephen 
Walters,  Jonn  Tudor 
Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leeds,  S.) 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Ward,  John  (Stoke  upon  Trent 
Ward,W.  Dudley  (Southamp'tn 
Wardle,  CJeorge  J. 
Warner,  Thomas  Cburtenay  T. 
\Vason,John  Cathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 
Watt,  H.  Anderson 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
White,  Luke  (York,  E.R.) 
White,  Patrick  (Meath,North 
Whitehead,    Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Wiles,  Tnomas 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Wil8on,Heni7  J.(York,  W.  R.) 
Wilson,  J.  H.  (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Huddersfd 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellers  for  the  Noes— 
Mr.  Whiteley  and  Mr. 
J.  A.  Pease. 


Lord  R.  CECIL  (Marylebone,  E.)  said 
he  desirea  to  move  an  Amendment  with 
a  view  t*.:  seourtng  thac  the  clause  should 
not  be  used  to  protect  those  who  under  the 
guise  of  a  trade  dispute  would  be  really 
trying  to  secure  some  other  indirect  object. 
He  thought  he  would  at  any  rate  have  the 
support  of  the  hon.  Member  for  tho 
Denbigh  District  in  making  this  pro- 
position. Indeed  he  had  some  hope 
that  he  would  act  as  teller  with  him  in 
i;he  Lobby,  because  the  hon.  Member 
had  said  more  than  once  that  what 
he  desired  in  this  Bill  was  that 
trade  unionists  should  not  be  placed 
in  an  advantageous  position  as  compared 
with  other  workmen,  but  in  the  same 
T)osition  as  everybody  else  in  regard  to 
.i»ae  law  of  conspiracy.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Denbigh  District  upon  a  former 
occasion  said  that  what  trade  imions 
were  asking  for  was  that  the  law  as  laid 
down  in  the  Mogul  case  should  be  the 
law* applied  to  trade  unionists  in  trade 
disputes.  Now  the  words  of  the  Amend- 
ment which  he  had  to  propose  were  taken 
•  om  the  judgment  given  in  the  Mogul 
case.  His  Amendment  would  made  the 
clause  read — 

"  An  act  done  in  pursuance  of  an  agreement 
or  combination  hy  two  or  more  pei'sons  shall, 
if  dona  in  contemplatinn  or  furtherance  of  a 


trade  dispute  for  the  purpose  of  lawful  gain  or 
the  enjoyment  of  lawful  rights,  not  be  action* 
able  utiles  the  act,  if  done  without  any  such 
agreement  or  combination,  would  be  actionable 
as  a  tort." 

It  had  abeady  been  pointed  out  that 
they  had  no  clear  definition  of  a  trade 
dispute  and  the  words  used  in  thu 
Conspiracy  Act  of  1875  extended  far 
beyond  any  disputes  between  trade 
unions  and  employers,  because  there  was 
nothing  about  trade  unions  in  the 
Conspiracy  Act  of  1875.  This  Bill  was 
an  Ajnendment  of  the  Conspiracy  Act  of 
1875.  Therefore,  a  trade  dispute  when 
it  came  to  be  discussed  in  the  Law 
Courts  would  have  to  be  defined  by  the 
Judges  and  they  would  have  to  say  what 
they  conceived  the  words  to  mean  in 
their  ordinary  acceptation.  He  could 
see  nothing  in  this  Bill  to  limit  them  to 
any  commercial  dispute  having  for  its 
main  purpose  and  object  some  trade 
advantage  or  some  trade  object.  He 
thought  these  words  would  quite  clearly 
apply  to  such  disputes,  and  he  thought 
everybody  intended  that  the  clause 
should  apply  to  the  action  of  employers 
and  employees  with  reference  to  their 
work.  Any  combination  of  employers 
would  be  protected  under  this  clause 
in  their  action  against  workmen,  and  he 
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He  asked  the  Attorney-Greneral  if  he 
could  assuie  him  that  the  Courts  of  law 
•did  not  know  what  a  lawful  thing  was, 
and,  if  he  could  do  that,  he  was  not  sure 
that  he  should  vote  for  the  Amendment. 
He  could  not  help  thinking,  as  a  layman, 
that  it  was  perfectly  evident  the  Courts  of 
law  must  kiow  what  a  lawful  thing  was, 
and,  if  he  was  right  in  thinking  that,  he 
should  support  the  noble  Lord  if  he 
went  to  a  division.  Allusion  had  been 
made  to  words  used  by  hon.  Members 
above  the  gangway  towards  trade 
I  unionists,  but  there  was  only  one  hon. 
Member  who  had  said  anything  which 
might  be  taken  as  offensive.  He  was 
sure  all  the  hon.  Members  above  the 
gangway,  including  himself,  had  no  wish 
to  say  anjrthing  ofiensive  to  trade 
uniomsts;  they  wished  to  conduct 
the  debate  in  an  amicable  way.  They 
had,  however,  the  right  to  their  feelings 
and  the  right  to  express  them,  but  he 
i  hoped  they  would  do  so  in  a  proper 
manner.  He  beUeved  his  hon.  friend 
who  made  use  of  the  expression  only  did 
so  on  the  spur  of  the  moment. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said,  in  asking 
leave  to  withdraw  his  Amendment, 
he  would  only  say  that  no  answer 
whatever  had  been  made  to  the  sub- 
-  stance  of  the  argument  he  had  ventured 
to  address  to  the  Committee.  [Cries  of 
'*  Oh,  oh !  "]  Then  hon.  Members  opposite 
•did  not  attach  the  same  meaning  to  the 
English  language  as  he  did.  It  had 
been  said  with  a  great  deal  of  force  that 
these  words  were  vague,  and  that  they 
were  imsatisfaotory  because  they  were 
vague.  The  hon.  Member  for  Denbigh 
said  that  tersely  and  the  Attorney- 
General  said  it  at  greater  length.  He 
admitted  it  was  hard  to  draw  the 
line  between  the  kind  of  combination 
it  was  desired  to  admit  and  the  kind  of 
combination  which  would  be  a  great 
danger  to  the  State.  But  in  the  form 
of  the  clause  they  were  legalising  all 
combination  which  could  not  possibly 
be  said  to  have  a  trade  object.  He  was 
sure,  in  the  form  in  which  the  clause 
was  drafted,  it  would  be  made  use  of  in  a 
serious  way  injurious  to  the  State,  and 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  gangway 
and  opposite  would  not  be  the  last  to 
complain  of  it.  He  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Sir  Frederick  Banbury. 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


Sir  FRE  ERICK  BANBURY  pro- 
posed to  insert  the  words,  "as  to 
wages  or  other  conditions  of  labour** 
after  the  word  "  dispute.'*  That  could 
not  be  characterised  as  vague,  and  there- 
fore would  not  be  open  to  the  objections 
raised  by  the  Attorney-General  to  the 
last  Amendment.  His  object  was,  as 
far  as  possible,  to  de&ne  to  what  extent 
an  authorised  combination  of  workmen 
or  other  persons  could  be  pursued.  He 
thought  it  was  very  necessary  that 
some  de&nition  should  be  put  in. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
reoently  said  that  this  Bill  was  confined 
to  trade  unions,  and  was  intended  to 
deal  with  them,  but  aocoriing  to  the  title 
it  was  a  Bill  to  provide  for  the  regula- 
tion of  trade  unions  and  trade  di^ 
putes,  and  in  Clause  5  it  said,  "  this  Act 
may  be  cited  as  the  Trade  Disputes  Act» 
1906,  and  the  Trade  Union  Acts,  1871  to 
1876,  and  these  Acts  may  be  cited  to- 
gether as  the  Trade  Union  Acts,  1871 
and  1906.  Therefore  it  was  very  evident 
that  a  definition  such  as  this  should  be 
inserted  unless  it  was  intended  that  it 
should  apply  to  every  dispute  in  any  trade 
of  any  sort  or  kind.  One  of  the  chief 
objects  of  the  Amendment  was  to  prevent 
non-unionists  being  deprived  of  work.  He 
did  not  think  anyone  would  say  that  a 
man  was  not  entitled  to  work  because  he 
was  not  a  member  of  a  trade  union.  Trade 
unionists  themselves  said  that  unless  the 
employer  dismissed  any  non-union  men 
he  might  have  in  his  employ  and  replaced 
them  with  union  men,  other  persons  with 
whom  he  dealt  would  have  men  witii- 
drawn  from  their  work.  That  was  a  ver/ 
serious  thing.  He  believed  if,  when  this 
Bill  was  passed,  such  a  thing  as  that  were 
done  it  would  arouse  such  feeling  in  the 
country  that  the  result  would  be  very 
different  from  what  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  gangway  anticipated.  He  thought 
they  would  have  Pinkerton  men,  a  type 
well-known  in  l^e  United  States,  brought 
over  here.  [A  Labour  Member  :  They 
would  soon  go  back.]  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man evidently  thought  the  power  behind 
trade  unions  so  strong — and  he  presumed 
he  meant  that  they  would  not  be  very 
particular  as  to  the  means  they  used — 
that  these  people  would  go  back,  but  he 
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could  not  be  bo  sure.  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  employers  and  employed 
both  oame  from  tiie  same  stock.  They 
were  both  Englishmen  as  a  rule,  and  they 
had  the  same  feelings.  He  hoped  his 
Amendment  would  be  accepted  if  only  for 
that  reason.  He  pointed  out  that  there 
might  be,  through  no  fault  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Qentleman,  no  Beport  stage. 
The  first  thing  to  do  to  make  sure  of  a 
Report  stage  was  to  accept  an  Amendment. 
He  asked  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  to 
accept  his,  and  if  he  did  not  like  it  when 
the  Report  stage  was  reached,  he  could 
move  to  omit  it. 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  page  1,  line  10,  after  the  word  '  dispute,' 
to  insert  the  words  'a3  to  wages  or  other 
conditions  of  labour.'" — {Sir  Frederick  Ban- 
bury.) 

♦8m  JOHN  WALTON  said  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  made  such  a  winning 
appeal  to  him  that  if  he  could  have 
done  so  he  should  have  quite  cordially 
accepted  his  Amendment,  but  the  objec- 
tions to  it  were  twofold.  In  the  first 
place,  it  restricted  the  operation  of  this 
clause  within  very  narrow  limits,  because 
it  only  legalised  combinations  which 
had  for  their  object  the  improvement 
of  the  conditions  of  labour  or  the 
rabing  of  wages,  and  shut  out 
altogether  other  combination^  which 
trade  unionists  might  consider  essential 
to  their  interests  or  the  advancement 
or  extension  of  their  organisations 
which  did  not  involve  any  broach 
of  the  law.  The  second  objection 
was  that  it  infringed  the  whole 
principle  of  the  clause,  because  the 
object  of  the  clause  was  to  make  it  free 
to  trade  unionists  to  decide  upon  the 
policy  which  they  should  pursue.  They 
were  the  best  judges  of  that.  The 
object  of  the  clause  was  to  give  perfect 
freedom,  with  the  one  restriction  that 
the  conduct  they  decided  upon  must  be 
lawful  conduct  if  it  were  the  conduct 
of  an  individual. 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  (Sheffield, 
Hallam)  said  the  remarkable  thing  about 
the  Amendment  was  that  it  would  not 
carry  out  the  object  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  in  view.  It  would  not 
exclude  conduct  which  had  for  its  ob- 
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ject  the  shutting  out  of  non-union  men. 
It  was  none  the  less  interesting  and 
necessary  to  point  out  that,  although 
it  had  been  most  forcibly  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  Government,  the 
clause  as  it  stood  went  far  beyond  their 
avowed  object,  viz.,  the  legalising  of  the 
application  of  the  process  of  combination 
to  all  legitimate  objects  pursued  by 
the  employed.  It  could  be  shown  to 
legalise  combinations  of  a  totally  different 
kind  and  which,  whilst  it  might  not  be 
possible  to  call  them  unlawfid,  were  yet 
most  undesirable.  Although  this  was  the 
second  opportunity  offered  to  the 
Attorney-General,  he  had  not  shown  the 
slightest  desire  to  exclude  these  other 
poUtical  and  trade  combinations  from  the 
very  odious  privilege  of  this  clause, 
which  would  probably  be  forced  upon  the 
House  by  the  Government  majority 
and  would  legalise  combinations  which 
nobody  by  the  widest  possible  stretch 
of  imagination  could  describe  as  desir- 
able. 

♦Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  he  really 
did  not  understand  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  had  said  he  would 
consider  the  desirability  of  giving  such  4 
definition  of  "  trade  disputes"  as  to 
shut  out  disputes  between  traders  and 
disputes  not  connected  with  the  relations 
between  employers  and  their  workmen. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  th^  last  phrase  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  showed  that 
they  had  not  yet  been  able  to  make 
quite  clear  the  point  he  had  pressed 
upon  him.  The  very  disputes  he 
referred  to  were  disputes  between 
employers  and  workmen,  and  they 
showed  that  they  had  a  very  real 
danger,  which  existed  in  a  number  of 
countries  all  over  Europe  and  in  America, 
to  fear. 

♦Sir  JOHN  WALTON :  That  is  quite 
a  different  thing. 

'  Lord  B.  CECIL  said  it  was  not. 
They  must  have  some  limitation  of 
"  trade  disputes "  which  would  ex- 
clude those  kinds  of  combinations  and 
their  actions  which  they  had  already 
alluded  to  and  which  formed  a  serious 
danger.  Although  the  Attorney-General 
might  not  like  their  wor  Is,  it  woul  1  have 
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been  more  satisfactory  if  he  had  shown 
an  appreciation  of  the  arguments  they 
had  submitted  and  had  made  some 
attempt  to  deal  with  them. 


Question  put. 


The  Committee  divided : — Ares,  ^30  : 
Noes,  289.     (Division  List  No.  281.) 


Balcairee,  Lord 
Baring,  Hon.  Guy  (Wincheater) 
Hartie,  H.  T.(Lon<londerrv,N.) 
Beach,  Hn.MichaelHaghHicks 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Carfton,  Rt  Hn.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Ck>rbett,  A.  Cameron  (OlaBgow) 
Craig,  Chas.  Curtis  (Antrim,  S.) 
Douglai4,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Faber,  George  Denison  (York) 
Fell,  Arthur 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 


AYES. 

Foniter,  Henry  William 
Hervey.F.W.F.(BurvS.Edm*dfl 
Hill,  Sir  Clement  (Shrewsbury) 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Dulwich 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hn.  Alfred 
Mason,  James  F.  (Windsor) 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Nield,  Herbert 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pea8e,HerbertPike(  Darlington 
Rawlinson,  John  FMleriok  P. 


Salter,  Artliar  ClaTeU 
Smith,F.E.(Liv6rpool,W  alron ) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn  J.(i.(Oxf  dUoiv 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Williams,  Col.  R-  (Dornet.  W. ) 
Wortloy,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  G.  Stuart - 

Tbixbbs  for  thb  Atbs — Sir 
Frederick  Banbury  and 
Lord  Robert  Cecil. 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,  N.E.) 
Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 
Acland,  Francis  Dyke 
Adkins,  W.  Ryland  D. 

Xw,  George  William 
1,  Percy 
Astbury,  John  Meir 
Atherley-Jone8,L. 
Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth 
Baker,  Joseph  A.  (Finsbnry,E.) 
Balfour,  Robert   (Lanark) 
Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
BarlowHJohnEmmott(Somerset 
Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 
Barnard,  E.  B. 
Barnes,  G.  N. 
Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 
Beaumont,  Hubert(Eastboume 
Beaumont,  W.  C.  B.  r  Hexham) 
Bell,  Richard 
Bellairs,  Carlyon 
Benn,  SirJ.William8(Devonp'rt 
Benn,  W.(Tw'rHamlots, S.Geo. 
Berridge,  T.  H.  D. 
Bethell,  J.  H.  (Essex, Romford) 
Bethell,  T.  R.  (Essex,  Maidon) 
Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 
Black,Arthur  W.  (Bedfordshire) 
Boland,  John 

Bolton,  T.  D.  (Derbyshire,  N.E. 
Boulton,  A.  C.  P.  (Ramsey) 
Brace,  William 
Bramsdon,  T.  A. 
Brigg,  John 
Brodie,  H.  a 
Brooke,  Stopford 
Brunner,  J.F.L.  (Lanes.,  Leish) 
Bryoe,  J.  A.  (Inverness  Burghi) 
Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Buxton,  Rt.  Hn.  Svdney  Chai. 
Byles,  William  Pollard 
Cairns,  Thomas 
Carr-Ckmun,  H.  W. 
Cberry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 
Qancy,  John  Joseph 
Clarke,  C  Goddard 
Cleland,  J.  W. 
Clough,  W. 


NOES. 

Clynes,  J.  R. 

Coats,  Sir  T.  Glen(Renfrew,W.) 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thornley 

Cogan,  Denis  J. 

CoUins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 

Collin8,SirWm.J.(S.Pancras,W. 
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Steadman,  W.  C. 

Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock^ 

Straohey,  Sir  Edward 
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Sullivan,  Donal 
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TflLLSaS  POB  TUB  NoBS — Mr. 
Whiteley  aid  Mr.  J.  A. 
Pease 


Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  moved 
to  insert  in  line  10,  after  the  word  "  ac- 
tionable "  the  words  "  unless  damage 
had  been  caused  or."  The  object  of 
his  Amendment  was  to  endeavour  to 
safeguard  the  trade  of  the  country, 
because  if  this  clause  would  permit 
damage  to  be  caused  to  the  trade  of  the 
country  it  would  be  a  very  serious 
thing  at  the  (present  time.  We  were 
in  very  keen  competition  with  foreign 
countries,  and  he  did  think  it  would  be 
a  very  serious  thing  if,  because  some 
provision  of  this  sort  was  not  put  in,the 
'trade  of  the  country  was  to  be  injured. 
There  were  several  reasons  in  the  Report 
of  the  Royal  Commission  why  something 
to  this  effect  should  be  introduced.    He 


admitted  Lord  Lindley  signed  the 
minority  Report,  but  he  remembered 
on  very  many  occasions  being  in  a 
minority  in  the  House,  and  he  was  not 
at  all  sure  that  a  Report,  because  it  was 
a  minority  Report,  was  not  to  be  received, 
sometimes,  with  great  consideration 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Member  must  please  speak  to  bis 
Amendment. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  said 
he  wished  to  put  in  words  to  limit  what 
might  be  done  to  actions  which  should  not 
cause  damage.  The  Attorney-Generars 
argument  was  that  this  clause  was  not 
likely  to  cause  any  damage,  because  it 
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only  emphasised  the  law  as  it  regarded 
one  man,  and  that  therefore  damage 
could  not  ensue  ;  but  he  was  endeavour- 
ing to  point  out  that  unless  "  damage  " 
was  inserted  a  great  deal  of  harm  would 
result. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
must  really  limit  himself  to  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  said  he 
was  endeavouring  to  prove  that  it  would 
be  possible  unless  these  words  were 
inserted  to  have  damage  caused  which 
would  be  a  very  serious  thing  to  the 
country,  because  a  large  combination  of 
men  could  cause  damage  which  could  not 
be  done  by  one  person.  It  was  very  evi- 
dent that  a  body  of  men  might  do  a  great 
deal  perhaps  in  the  heat  of  the  moment 
which  they  would  not  do  in  their 
calmer  moments.  They  might  do  all 
sorts  of  violence  and  prevent  people 
carrying  on  their  business,  and  so  cause 
them  a  great  amount  of  damage.  It 
was  evident  if  a  large  number  of  people 
collected  outside  a  man's  dwelling,  they 
could  cause  him  considerable  damage, 
whereas,  if  there  was  only  one  man,  he 
would  cause  no  damage.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  hoped  the  Committee 
would  accept  the  Amendment.  He  could 
not  see  that  it  was  in  any  way  likely  to 
injure  the  desires  of  trade  unions,  because 
it  did  not  prevent  them  taking  any 
action  unless  by  so  doing  they  caused 
damage.  He  dad  not  suppose  it  was 
their  desire  to  cause  damage  to  anyone 
in  this  country. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  1,  line  10,  after  the  word  *  action- 
able/ to  insert  the  words  *  unless  damage  has 
been  caused  or.' " — {Sir  Frederick  Banbury,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
bo  there  inserted." 

Sir  JOHN  WALTON  thought  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  under  a  little  mis- 
apprehension with  regard  to  the  clause. 
There  must  be  damage  to  constitute  a 
cause  of  action.  They  must  show  some 
damage  in  order  to  prosecute. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  said  he  should  like 
to     emphasise    what    the  'clause    was 

Sir  Frederick  Banbury. 


doing.  They  were  going  to  lay  down 
by  the  legal  declaration  of  the  House 
that  damage  might  be  lawfully  caoBed 
by  combination,  and  there  was  to 
be  no  remedy.  That  was  what  the 
House  meant  to  lay  down,  and  he  thought 
it  was  well  that  the  Committee  and 
country  should  understand  it.  They 
were  going  to  give  immunity,  although  a 
conspiracy  had  been  entered  into,  and 
although  damage  in  pursuance  of  that  had 
arisen. 

Mr.  BOWLES  said  he  rose  for  two 
purposes :  first  of  all  to  support,  as  far 
as  he  was  able,  the  Amendment, 
and,  secondly,  for  the  more  important 
purpose  of  making  one  personal  ex- 
planation. During  the  speech  which  he 
had  made  earlier  in  the  evening  with 
regard  to  this  Bill  he  had  been  betrayed 
into  using  an  expression  which  was,  now 
that  he  had  come  to  look  at  it,  obviously 
improper.  He  believed  it  was  referred  to 
during  his  absence,  and  he  desired  to  say 
he  did  not  in  the  least  intend  to  make  the 
reflection  which  that  expression  would 
suggest.  He  thought  the  reflection 
was  totally  unwarranted,  totally  un- 
necessary and  untrue,  and,  in  so  far  as 
the  expression  conveyed  those  impres- 
sions, he  desired  unreservedly  to  withdraw 
it.  With  regard  to  the  Amendment 
before  the  Committee,  he  recognised 
that  it  was  impossible  to  expect 
the  learned  Attorney-General  to  accept 
it.  The  Amendment  went  to  the  root 
of  the  clause,  and,  if  it  were  accepted, 
would  make  the  clause  meaningless. 
He  could  not  bring  himself  to  agree  to  a 
proposal  which  undoubtedly  would  lead 
to  real  damage  without  there  being  any 
remedy,  and  upon  that  broad  and  general 
ground  if  bis  hon.  friend  went  to  a  divi- 
sion he  should  support  him. 

Mr.  SHACKLETON  (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe)  said  on  behalf  of  himself  and 
his  friends  that  they  accepted  the  with- 
drawal the  hon.  Member  had  made  of 
his  previous  statement. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

♦Mr.  ATHERLEYJONES  (Durham, 
N.W.)  moved  "to  leave  out  the  words 
*  actionable  as  a  tort,'  in  line  12,  and  to 
insert  in  their  place  the  words  *  a  criminal 
oflence  *." 
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He  thought  his  hon.  friends  opposite  and 
on  that  side  of  the  House  would  agree 
with  him  that  there  had  been  no  action 
more  fruitful  of  disaster  to  trade  unions 
than  those  actions  which  had  been 
founded  upon  molestation,  coercion,  or 
intimidation.  His  hon.  friends  opposite 
would  also  agree  with  him  that  the  words 
"  molestation,  coercion,  and  intimidation" 
were  words  of  a  singularly  ambiguous 
character.  He  need  only  say  that  his 
experience  of  trade  union  cases  satisfied 
him  that  in  the  vast  majority  of  them 
adverse  verdicts  had  been  founded  and 
successfully  maintained  on  the  basis  of  the 
legal  meaning  of  the  words  *'  intimidation 
and  coercion,"  and  he  might  add  to  that 
observation  that  trade  unions  and  trade 
unionists  suffered  no  greater  hardship 
under  the  existing  law  than  the  hard- 
ship suffered  under  the  law  relating  to 
intimidation  and  coercion.  The  result  of 
his  amendment  would  be  to  relieve 
trade  unions  entirely  from  the  legal  con- 
sequences of  intimidation  of  the  character 
already  indicated  and  which  had  hitherto 
been  successfully  enforced  against  them. 
He  proposed  to  limit  the  responsibility  of 
members  of  trade  unions  in  respect  of 
intimidation  to  intimidation  when  that 
intimidation  was  only  of  a  criminal  char- 
acter. Hon.  Members  would  understand 
that  the  words  *'  only  of  a  criminal 
character "  meant  when  there  was  a 
threat  of  personal  violence — violence  to 
person  or  property.  Trade  unions  were 
contented  to  be  liable  for  any  intimida- 
tion which  partook  of  a  criminal  char- 
acter and  that  was  the  object  of  his 
Amendment.  The  clause,  as  it  at  present 
stood,  was  absolutely  useless.  He  said 
that  with  a  full  seiBe  of  his  responsibility 
as  a  lawyer.  It  afforded  no  protection 
whatever  to  trade  unions.  The  clause 
as  it  stood  was  that  the  conspiracy  to  do 
an  act  should  not  be  actionable  unless 
that  act  was  actionable  when  committed 
without  conspiracy.  That  was  the  pro- 
posal put  into  plain  English.  Molestation, 
intimidation,  and  coercion  of  the  kind  he 
had  indicated  was  an  actionable  wrong, 
whether  it  was  the  result  of  a  conspiracy 
or  the  act  of  one  man  without  conspiracy 
or  conbination  with  others,  and  he 
ventured  with  great  respect  to  point  out  to 
those  responsible  for  the  Bill  that  a  civil 
action  for  conspiracy  would  only  lie  in 
respect  to  unlawful  acts ;    that  was  to 


say,  unlawful  means  to  follow  out  a 
lawful  object  or  lawful  means  to 
follow  out  an  unlawful  object.  He 
wished  to  point  out  to  hon.  Members 
opposite  that  if  they  amended  the  clause 
in  the  direction  he  suggested,  they  got  rid 
of  the  most  dangerous  weapon  used 
against  trade  unions.  It  was  perfectly 
true  that  the  value  of  the  clause  wjnld 
be  much  impaired,  because,  of  course, 
if  the  new  Clause  4  were  passed  employers 
of  labour  were  hardly  Ukely  to  bring 
an  action  against  trade  unionists,  either 
officials  or  members,  because  they  were  not 
likely  to  get  damages.  For  his  part 
he  said  although  the  value  of  the  clause 
would  be  much  impaired  by  the  new 
clause,  which  rendered  trade  unions 
immime,  still  at  the  same  time  there  were 
the  officials  and  members  of  unions 
liable  to  be  shot  at.  He  proposed  that 
if  it  was  a  criminal  act  it  ought  to  be 
actionable.  The  Attorney-General  might 
say,  "  But  why  draw  this  distinction 
between  crime  and  tort  ?  "  His  reason 
for  that  was  this.  They  were  wise  to 
provide  exceptional  legislation  for  trade 
unions,  because  having  regard  to  the 
nature  of  the  operations  they  had  to 
conduct,  they  and  their  members  were 
exceptionally  exposed  to  the  danger  of 
transgressing  a  law  so  ambiguous  and 
elastic  as  that  which  related  to  con- 
spiracy, associated  with  "intimidation" 
"  coercion,"  and  "  molestation."  He  urged 
upon  hon.  Members  the  vital  importance 
of  insisting  upon  relieving  the  trade 
unions  from  what  he  could  not  help 
describing  as  the  most  disastrous  effect  of 
the  present  law  with  regard  to  actions  of 
this  character.  Trade  unions  had  suffered 
more  from  that  law  than  anything  else. 
It  was  a  judge-made  law.  It  was  a  law 
which  had  grown  up  in  the  old  days  when 
penal  measures  were  ruthlessly  enforced. 

Amendment    proposed — 

**  In  page  1,  line  12,  to  leave  out  the  words 

*  actionable  as  a  tort,  »nd  to  insert  the  words 
*a  criminal  offence.'"— (ilfr.  Atherley-Jon^s.) 

Question   proposed,  "That  the   word 

*  actionable '  stand  part  of   the   clause." 

♦Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  he  under- 
stood that  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 
desired  that  civil  action  should  not  lie 
in  regard  to  what  he  characterised  as 
coercion,  intimidation,  or  molestation. 
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Mr.  ATHERLEY-JONES  :  Unless  it 
is  criminal. 

Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  he  under- 
stood that  was  his  great  object.  Were 
the  terms  he  had  \is^  terms  of  law  or  of 
rhetoric  ?  An  action  at  tort  which  was 
ckssified  as  coercion  or  intimidation  or 
molestation. 

Mr.  ATHERLEY-JONES  said  in  the 
first  place  the  word  "  intimidation " 
was  enshrined  in  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  in  the  second  place  the  word  "in- 
timidation "  had  a  clear  and  definite 
meaning  in   law. 

=*  Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  he  was  bound 
to  acknowledge  the  truth  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend's  remark  that  these  words 
were  enshrined  in  a  Statute.  That  made 
them  a  crime,  and  therefore  so  far  from 
relieving  the  trades  unions  from  this 
class  of  action  the  only  result  would 
be  that  they  would  have  to  find  what  was 
meant  by  these  words  "intimidation," 
"coercion,"  and  "molestation."  and 
they  would  discover  it  in  the  Act  of  1875. 
If  they  looked  at  that  Act  they  would 
see  that  defined  the  acts  of  coercion, 
intimidation,  and  molestation.  The 
marginal  note  of  that  classification  was 
in  these  terms — 


"  Penalty  for  intimidation  or  annoyance  by 
violence  or  otherwise." 

Therefore  they  had  a  class  of  acts  which 
were  catalogued  as  crimes,  and  therefore 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  friend  would 
not  accomplish  the  object  he  had  in  view. 
All  the  acts  enumerated  in  Clause  7  of  the 
Act  of  1875  were  crimes,  and  therefore  for 
any  of  those  acts  an  action  could  be 
brought  such  as  :  (1)  Uses  violence  to  or 
intimidates  such  other  person  or  his  wife 
or  children,  or  injures  his  property ;  or 
(2)  Persistently  follows  such  other  person 
about  from  place  to  place ;  or  (3)  Hides 
any  tools,  clothes,  or  other  property 
owned  or  used  by  such  other  person,  or 
deprives  him  of  or  hinders  him  in  the  use 
thereof ;  or  (4)  Watches  or  besets  the 
house  or  other  place  where  such  other 
person  resides,  or  works,  or  carries  on 
business  or  happens  to  be,  or  the  approach 
to  such  house  or  place ;  or  (5)  Follows 
such  other  person  with  two  or  more  other 
persons  in  a  disorderly  manner  in  or 


through  any  street  or  road.  All  those 
acts  were  crimes,  and  therefore  the 
Amendment  would  not  prevent  an  action 
being  brought  in  respect  of  them. 

*Mr.  HILLS  said  the  Amendment 
would  produce  the  absurd  result  that  an 
act  which  was  wrong,  if  done  by  one  man 
would  not  be  wrong  if  done  by  a  hundred 
men. 


Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  BOWLES  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  insert  at  end  of  line  12  ;  "  Pro- 
vided always  that  nothing  in  this  section 
^hall  prevent  an  action  being  brought  in 
respect  of  an  act  done  in  pursuance  of  a 
malicious  intention  to  injure  another  per- 
son." The  object  was  to  leave  a  remedy 
for  any  person  who  could  prove  he  had  been 
damaged  by  an  act  as  the  result  of  an 
agreement  among  two  or  more  persons  in 
respect  of  a  trade  dispute,  which  was 
done  in  pursuance  of  a  really  malicious 
intention  to  injure.  He  did  not  know 
that  there  was  any  better  way  of  laying 
before  the  Committee  what  the  intention 
and  the  effect  of  this  Amendment  would 
be,  as  he  understood  it,  than  to  detail 
the  kind  of  acts  which  he  had  in  his  mind. 
Among  the  many  cases  there  was  the 
case,  he  believed  a  well  known  one,  of 
Carr  against  the  Amalgamated  Society 
of  Painters.  In  that  case  what  happened 
was  extremely  simple.  A  certain  painter 
he  believed,  in  Manchester,  employed  a 
foreman,  and  that  foreman  for  one  reason 
or  another  persistently  refused  to  join 
the  local  trade  union.  The  executive 
committee  of  the  union  by  a  resolution 
gave  authority  to  call  out  the  men 
who  were  working  with  that  foreman  in 
the  employ  of  the  painter  in  order  that 
they  should  not  work  with  a  non-union 
man.  In  pursuance  of  this  agreement, 
conspiracy,  or  whatever  they  chose  to 
call  it,  the  men  were  thereupon  called 
out,  and  did  in  fact  leave  their  work. 
The  painter,  left  with  his  foreman,  tried 
thereafter  to  get  contracts  of  various 
kinds  for  painting,  and  the  contractors 
to  whom  this  painter  applied  were 
approached  by  officers  of  the  trade 
union  in  question,  and  informed  that 
if  they  gave  any  contract  to  Mr.  Carr 
their  men  would  all  be  called  out  as  a 
protest,  and  the  effect  of  that  was  that 
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the  painter  lost  not  only  one  particular 
contract  but  many  contracts,  and  he 
sustained  obviously  great  loss.  It  was 
found  by  the  Jury  in  that  case  that  the 
officials  of  the  trade  union  did  maliciously 
and  in  order  to  injure  the  plaintiff,  con- 
spire to  obstruct,  and  did,  in  fact,  ob- 
struct, the  plaintiff  in  carrpng  on  his 
trade  as  a  painter.  That  was  a  case  of 
a  real  malicious  intention — ^he  used  the 
word  in  the  legal  sense — to  injure  this 
particular  person.  The  only  object  of  this 
Amendment  was  to  elicit  a  statement 
horn,  the  Government  so  that  they  might 
know  exactly  what  their  intentions  were 
as  regarded  the  effect  of  this  clause  upon 
acts  of  that  kind.  Of  course,  if  the 
Grovernment  said  they  meant  such  acts 
should  be  really  left  without  remedy, 
and  if  in  contemplation  or  in  furtherance 
of  a  trade  dispute  any  number  of  persons 
might  combine  to  do  malicious  damage 
without  any  remedy,  then  he  supposed  the 
matter  must  be  left  there,  but  he  could  not 
believe  that  the  Attorney- G^eneral  desired 
that.  He  did  not  believe  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  gangway  regarded 
that  as  a  necessary  part  of  the  activities 
of  real  trade  unionism,  and  he  thought 
if  there  were  any  objection  to  his  amend- 
ment it  was  an  objection  that  this  was 
in  attempt  to  define  things  that  were 
to  be  done  and  things  that  were  not  to 
be  done,  and  that  as  this  was  unusual 
legislation  for  a  particular  set  of  circum- 
stances, while  resulting  in  good  upon 
the  one  hand,  it  might  result  in  hardship 
on  the  other.  The  question  was  a  short 
one ;  it  was  whether  the  Government 
desired,  whether  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  gangway  desired  that  malicious  acts 
done  in  pursuance  of  a  malicious  inten- 
tion to  injure  a  person  should  be  left 
entirely  without  remedy,  and  it  was  with 
a  view  to  getting  an  answer  to  that 
question  that  he  begged  leave  to  move 
the  Amendment  standing  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

*'Id  page  1,  line  12,  at  eud,  to  insert  the 
words  '  provided  always  that  nothing  in  this 
section  shall  prevent  an  action  being  brought 
in  respect  of  an  act  done  in  pnrsnance  of  a 
roaliaous  intention  to  injure  another  person." 
{Mr,  Bawlet.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 


^SiR  JOHN  WALTON  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  proceed  with  this 
Amendment.  It  was  quite  impossible 
to  impose  the  test  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber proposed. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
That  Clause  1  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 


(( 


Lord  R.  CECIL  said  that,  owing  to  an 
unfortunate  accident,  he  was  not  in  the 
House  to  move  the  Amendment  standing 
in  his  name  to  leave  out  the  words  "  as  a 
tort."  He  could  not  move  it  now,  but  he 
could  object  to  the  passing  of  the  clause 
in  order  to  ask  the  Attorney-General 
what  was  the  meaning  of  the  words  at 
the  end.    The  clause  ran  in  this  way — 

**  An  act  done  in  pursuance  of  an  agreement 
or  combination  by  two  or  more  persons  shall, 
if  done  in  contemplation  or  furtherance  of  a 
trade  dispute,  not  be  actionable  unless  the  act, 
if  done  without  any  such  agreement  or  com- 
bination, would  be  actionable  as  a  tort." 

He  asked  the  Committee  to  conceive  quite 
a  common  case — an  agreement  among 
certain  people  that  they  would  all  on  a 
certain  day  break  their  contracts.  That 
would  be  an  agreement  between  two  or 
more  persons,  and  if  in  consequence  of 
the  agreement  they  did  break  their 
contracts,  that  would  be  an  act  done 
in  pursuance  of  an  agreement,  and  it 
would  not  be  actionable.  It  would  be 
merely  an  agreement  among  certain 
people  to  break  their  contracts.  It 
would  not  be  an  actionable  tort.  He 
knew  that  the  Attorney- General  would 
correct  him  if  he  was  wrong.  In  an 
action  for  a  tort  one  must  either  pursue  a 
man  for  breaking  his  contract  or  for  a 
wrong  suffered  independently  of  con- 
tract. That  was  the  whole  theory  of 
civil  litigation.  What  this  clause  said 
was  that  an  act  done  in  pursuance  of  an 
agreement  was  not  to  be  actionable 
unless  the  act,  if  done  without  any  such 
agreement,  would  be  actionable  as  a 
tort.  He  dared  say  that  the  hon.and  learned 
Gentleman  had  a  simple  and  easy  explana- 
tion of  the  words  of  the  clause.  It  seemed 
to  birn  clearly  wrong,  and  that  it  should 
stop  at  the  word  "  actionable."  It  was 
just  possible  that  they  arose  from  too 
slavishly  following  the  words  in  Section 
3  of  the  Conspiracy  and  Protection  of 
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Property  Act  of  1875.  He  could  not  con- 
ceive what  was  the  meaning  of  the  words 
**  as  a  tort,"  and  he  ventured  to  ask  the 
Attorney-General  whether  he  would  in- 
troduce something  in  the  clause  to  make 
the  meaning  clear. 

♦Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  the  noble 
Lord  misapprehended  the  intention  of 
the  Bill.  It  did  not  contemplate  an 
action  for  conspiracy  being  brought 
against  three  or  more  workmen 
who  might  break  their  contracts.  The 
clause  meant  that  an  action  for  conspir- 
acy should  not  lie  where  there  was  a 
simultaneous  breach  of  contract  on  the 
part  of  a  number  of  men.  Where  there 
was  a  breach  of  contract  on  the  part  of 
men  in  contemplation  or  in  the  course 
of  a  trade  dispute,  there  was  invariably  a 
simultaneous  act ;  and  if  labour  acted 
together  and  in  the  course  of  acting 
together  there  was  a  breach  of  the  con- 
tract of  service, there  were  all  the  elements 
of  an  action  for  conspiracy  at  common 
law.  There  was  a  combination  to  break 
a  contract,  and  therefore  undoubtedly  an 
action  for  conspiracy  would  lie.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  clause  was  not  to  allow  such  an 
action  to  be  brought,  because,  in  the  view 
of  the  Governmentjit  would  be  oppressive. 
They  did  not  free  men  from  responsibility, 
who,  in  the  course  of  a  trade  dispute,  left 
their  work  without  serving  out  the  whole 
time  of  their  notice.  They  remained  re- 
sponsible imder  their  contracts  and  their 
ordinary  liabilities  were  not  removed. 
What  the  Government  said  was  that  it 
was  not  their  policy  as  part  of  legislation 
of  this  class  to  make  these  men  as  a  body 
subject  to  an  action  for  conspiracy 
where  the  act  committed  was  not  tor- 
tious per  #e.  Let  the  Committee  suppose 
that  an  employer  introduced  a  body  of 
200  or  300  under  contract  for  three  or  six 
months.  Let  them  suppose  these  men  were 
engaged  in  Holland,  Belgium,  Germany,  or 
elsewhere.  They  could  not  leave  their 
work  for  the  period  of  their  engage- 
ment without  a  breach  of  contract. 
What  was  the  position  of  these  men  ? 
They  found  out  possibly  that  they 
had  been  engaged  under  misrepre- 
sentations. They  found  out  that  they 
had  been  given  a  fallacious  view  of 
the  dispute  which  had  taken  place  in 
this  country.  They  found  out  after 
experience  that  in  their  view  the  con- 

Lord  R,  Cecil. 


ditions  of  employment  were  intolerable 
and  they  declined  to  go  on  because  they 
felt  that  they  ought  not  to  go  on.  If 
they  did  not  go  on  they  would  be  liable 
for  actions  for  breach  of  contract  and  the 
employers  had  all  those  remedies  in  their 
hands,  and  all  that  was  said  here  was 
that  they  should  hot  under  those 
circumstances  subject  these  men  to 
an  action  for  conspiracy  in  addition  to 
their  liability  to  pay  damages  for  breach 
of  contract.  In  his  view  the  liability  to 
pay  damages  was  quite  sufficient  sanction 
to  enforce  those  contracts.  He  thought 
for  those  reasons  the  words  "  as  a  tort," 
not  having  been  included  without  due 
consideration,  should  stand. 


.-  J 


Mr.  RAWLINSON  (Cambridge  Uni- 
versity) said  he  did  not  wish  to  intervene 
in  the  merits  of  the  dispute,  but  he 
ventured  to  submit  to  the  Attorney- 
General  that  he  had  absolutely  mis- 
apprehended his  hon.  friend's  point  on 
this  matter.  The  Attorney-General  had 
said  that  he  had  no  intention  of  taking 
away  from  an  employer  his  right  of  action 
against  a  single  employee.  But  this  section 
went  far  farther  than  that.  Might  he  give 
a  concrete  instance  of  what  he  meant  ? 
Assuming  there  was  a  trade  dispute  and 
assuming  that  there  was  a  contract  that 
an  employer  should  supply  a  large 
quantity  of  iron,  of  flour,  or  provisions, 
or  anything  of  that  sort,  anyone 
could  break  that  contract  in  pursuance 
of  that  dispute;  and  so  carelessly 
was  this  section  drawn  that  no  action 
could  be  brought  against  any  of  them. 
He  was  not  dealing  with  the  merits  of 
the  case,  but  with  the  slovenly  drafting 
of  the  section.  If  the  Attorney-General 
would  read  the  section  again  he  would  see 
what  was  meant.  There  was  no  question 
of  an  action  for  conspiracy  at  all.  It  was 
simply  this.  This  section  was  drawn  in 
such  a  way  that  what  it  said  was  that 
any  act  done  in  pursuance  of  an  agree- 
ment by  two  or  more  persons  should, 
if  done  in  furtherance  of  a  trade  dispute, 
not  be  actionable  unless  the  act  if  done 
without  any  sudi  agreement  or  com- 
bination would  be  actionable  as  a  tort. 
Therefore  if  it  was  simply  actionable 
as  a  contract  they  could  bring  no  action 
as  a  tort.  Under  that  section  the  em- 
ployer had  no  remedy  against  a  single 
servant  who  broke  his  contract  after  three 
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months  employment.  Supposing  there 
were  three  people  under  contract  to  deliver 
flour  and  those  three  people  did  not  de- 
liver the  flour  because  they  had  agreed 
to  break  their  contracts  to  deliver  it. 
The  section  said  an  act  if  done  in  con- 
tomplation  of  a  trade  dispute  would  not 
be  actionable  unless  the  act  so  done 
would  be  actionable  as  a  tort.  That 
would  not  be  actionable  here  as  a  tort 
but  as  a  contract.  It  was  merely  a 
question  of  drafting.  This  section  as  it 
stood  would  prevent  a  person  bringing  an 
action  for  breach  of  contract  against 
those  millers  who  declined  to  deliver  flour. 
He  was  not  convinced  that  the  omission 
of  the  words  "  as  a  tort "  would  be  the 
best  means  of  carrying  out  the  intention 
of  the  Committee,  and  he  suggested  that 
the  clause  required  redrafting  in  order  to 
carry  out  what  he  gathered  to  be  the  full 
intention  of  the  Committee  in  this 
matter. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  said 
two  reasons  had  been  advanced  for 
this  clause.  The  first  was  that  the 
law  had  been  altered  by  the  decisions 
in  the  TafE  Vale  case  and  in  the  case 
of  Quinn  v,  Leathem.  Those  decisions 
were  not  in  contemplation  when  the 
Act  was  passed  in  1875  and  therefore, 
as  the  law  required  a  new  interpretation, 
it  must  be  amended.  The  next  reason 
was  that  there  really  was  not  much  in  it. 
The  reason  given  by  the  Attomey-Greneral 
was  because  an  action  which  was  done  by 
a  number  of  people  would  still  be  liable 
to  civil  or  criminal  prosecution  it  was 
illegal  if  done  by  one  person.  In  regard 
to  the  next  point  that  this  clause  was 
necessary  in  order  to  alter  a  misconception 
in  the  Act  of  1875,  he  pointed  out  that 
three  Commissioners  in  the  Report  did 
not  take  that  view.  They  said  tiey  were 
satisfied  that  the  law  laid  down  by  the 
House  of  Lords  involved  no  new  principle 
and  was  not  inconsistent  with  the  legisla- 
tion of  1871.  It  was  indeed  true,  they 
proceeded,  that  that  statute  did  not 
declare  nor  had  any  other  statute  declared 
that  trade  xmions  should  be  liable  to  an 
action  in  tort^  and  before  the  Taff  Vale 
case  there  was  not  on  record  any  case  in 
'which  the  question  of  the  liability  of  a 
trade  union  was  distinctly  raised  and  in 
which  a  Court  of  Law  pronounced  a  trade 
uniop  liable.  But  this  did  not  prove  the 


trade  unions  as  such  possessed  any 
special  exemption  from  actions  of  tort. 
On  the  contrary  it  could  not  be  disputed » 
the  Commissioners  pointed  out,  that 
theoretically  the  funds  of  trade  unions 
had  all  along  through  their  members  been 
subject  to  the  general  law  of  liability. 
The  Conmiissioners  went  on  to  say  that — 

''  An  action  to  recover  damages  in  respect  of 
a  tort  con  Id  be  instituted  only  in  the  Goarts 
of  Common  Law,  and  those  Courts,  although 
they  did  not  allow  the  non-joinder  of  defen- 
dants to  be  pleaded  in  such  an  action  either  in 
bar  or  in  abatement,  adopted  a  rigid  rule  that 
judgment  could  not  be  recovered  against  any 
person  or  persons  not  named  as  defendants  in 
the  action.  From  this  it  followed  that  no 
property  could  be  taken  in  execution  which 
was  not  the  property  of  the  named  defendants. 
If,  therefore,  an  association  consisted  of  ho 
lar<;e  a  number  of  persons  that  it  was  imprac- 
ticable to  ascertain  the  names  of  all  of  them  or 
to  make  them  all  defendants,  tlie  property  of 
the  association  as  distinguished  from  that  of 
the  individual  members  could  not  be  taken  in 
execution  in  a  Common  Law  action." 

The  same  Commission  had  also  stated 
that  on  the  grounds  of  justice  and  equity 
the  law  as  laid  down  in  the  Taff  Vale  case 
appeared  insurmountable. 

"  Tliat  vast  and  powerful  institutions,  '* 

they  said — 

"  should  be  permanently  licensed  to  apply  the 
funds  they  possess  to  do  wrong  to  others  and 
by  that  wrong  inflict  upon  them  damage  per- 
haps to  the  amount  of  many  thousand  pounds 
and  yet  not  be  liable  to  make  redress  out  of 
those  funds  would  be  a  state  of  things  opposed 
tthe  very  idea  of  law  and  order  and  justice.'' 

Those  words  appeared  to  him  to  be 
extremely  true.  They  were  laid  down  by 
three  Commissioners,  and  he  had  never 
heard  in  the  course  of  the  debate  a  single 
argument  which  would  go  to  prove  that 
the  conclusion  they  then  arrived  at  was 
wrong.  With  the  single  exception  of  an 
hon.  Member  below  the  gangway  on  the 
opposite  side  no  Member  of  the  Labour 
Party  had  got  up  and  attempted  to 
justify  this  clause.  The  justification 
which  was  used  by  the  Attorney-Greneral 
to  the  effect  that  the  remedy  would  be 
that  if  the  action  done  by  one  individual 
was  illegal  it  would  apply  to  this  combina- 
tion was  dealt  with  by  Sir  William 
Lewis,  who  made  some  forcible  quota- 
tions from  some  of  the  learned  judges 
of  the  land.  Sir  William  T.  Lewis  at 
page  130  of  his  minority  Report  quoted 
Lord  Macnaghten  who  said — 

"  A  man  may  resist  with  much  difficulty  the 
wrongful  acts  of  an  individual     .      .     .     but 
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it  is  a  very  different  thing  when  one  man  has 
to  defend  himself  against  many  combined  to  do 
him  wrong." 

Sir  William  Lewis  also  quoted  Lord 
Lindley,  who  said — 

"  My  Lords,  it  is  said  that  the  conduct  which 
is  not  actionable  on  the  part  of  one  person 
cannot  be  actionable  if  it  is  that  of  several 
acting  in  concert.  This  may  be  so  where  many 
do  no  more  than  one  is  supposed  to  do.  But 
numbers  may  annoy  and  coerce  where  one  may 
not.  Annoyance  and  coercion  by  many  may  be 
so  intolerable  as  to  become  actionable  and  pro- 
duce a  result  which  one  alone  could  not 
produce.  But  there  are  many  ways  short  of 
violence,  or  the  threat  of  it,  of  compelling 
persons  to  act  in  a  way  which  they  do  not 
like." 

He  thought  that  under  this  clause  the 
damage  that  would  result,  not  only  to 
trade  unions,  but  to  employers  and 
those  possessed  of  capital  must  recoil 
upon  the  workmen.  That  damage 
would,  in  his  judgment,  be  irretrievable. 
It  would  put  power  into  the  hands  of 
people,  honestly  actuated  no  doubt  by 
motives  which  were  wrong  and  of  which 
they  did  not  perceive  the  effect,  who 
ought  not  to  be  entrusted  with  it.  It 
would  allow  them  to  do  illegal  acts  from 
which  misery  and  suffering  would  flow 
to  other  persons.  He  thought  he  had 
shown  that,  according,  to  the  opinion  of 
three  of  the  Commissioners  who  were 
gentlemen  of  great  ability  and  impar- 
tiality, there  was  an  error  in  saying  or 
believing  that  the  decision  in  the  Taff 
Vale  case  or  in  the  case  of  Quinn  v. 
Leathern  was  not  absolutely  right.  They 
had  shown  that  that  was  the  law  although 
people  might  not  have  generally  known 
that  it  was  the  law.  He  had  quoted 
opinions  which  showed  that  this  clause 
could  not  be  rendered  harmless  because 
the  tort  of  one  person  was  shared  by 
many.  He  had  shown  that  that  was  an 
illusion.  He  had  shown  that  the  clause 
gave  the  power  to  persons  to  combine 
for  a  perfectly  illegitimate  purpose  for 


the  doing,  of  which  they  should  be 
prosecuted,  and  that  if  the  clause  were 
agreed  to  great  injury  would  be  cast 
upon  the  trade  and  industries  of  this 
country.  The  trade  and  industry  of 
this  country  were  not  in  too  good  a 
state  now. 

The     deputy  -  CHAIRMAN    (Mr 
Caldwell,   Lanarkshire,  Mid.)  pointed 
out   that  the  hon.    Member   must    not 
make    a    Second    Reading   speech    in 
Committee. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  said  he 
was  only  talking  about  the  right  of  people 
to  combine  for  an  illegitimate  purpose.  If 
he  was  making  a  Second  Reading  speech 
he  should  be  entitled  to  refer  to  any 
other  clause  of  the  Bill  that  he  wished. 
He  ventured  to  affirm  that  there  was  not 
a  single  Member  present  who  would 
get  up  and  prove  that  what  he  said  was 
wrong. 

Mr.  LYTTELTON  said  he  had  Ustened 
to  this  debate  with  great  attention,and  he 
thought  the  question  raised  by  his  noble 
friend  was  an  absolutely  sound  one. 
If  the  intentions  of  the  Grovemment  a^ 
he  understood  them  were  put  into 
force,  it  would  still  be  possible  for  50  J 
or  600  miners  in  a  particular  colliery 
to  leave  their  work  without  warning,  with 
the  result  that  if  the  coUiery  became 
flooded,  and  £10,000  worth  of  damage  was 
done,  the  collierv  owner  would  have 
no  effective  renjedy.  Surely  it  would  be 
a  farce  to  suggest  to  bim  that  his  remedy 
was  to  sue  separately  500  or  600  colliers 
for  breach  of  contract. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided — ^Ayes,  313  ; 
Noes,  33.    (Division  List  No.  282.) 


Abraham,  William  (Cork.  N.E.) 

Abraham,  William  (Bhondda) 

Acland,  Francis  Dyke 

Adkins,  W.  Ryland  D. 

A^new,  George  William 

Alden,  Percy 

Allen,  A.  Acland  (Christchurch) 

Allen,  Charles  P.  (Stroud) 

Astbury,  John  Meir 

Atherley-Jooes,  L. 

Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 

Sir  Frederick  Bamhury. 


AYES. 

Baker,  Joseph  A(Finsbury,  £.) 
Balfour,  Robert  (Lanark) 
Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
Barlow,  J.  Emmott  (Somerset) 
Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 
Bamazd,£.B. 
Barnes,  G.  N. 
Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 
Barry,  E.  (Cork,  8.) 
Beaumont,Hubert(£aBtboume 
Beaumont,  W.  C.  B.  (Hexhsm) 


Bell,  Richard 

Bellairs,  CarWon 

Benn,Sir  J.  Williams  (Devonp't 

Benn.  W.(TVrHamlets,8.Geo. 

Berridfie,  T.  H.  D. 

Bethel^  J.  H.  (Essex,  Romford) 

Bethell,  T.  R.  (Essex,  Maldon) 

Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 

Black,Arthur  W.  (Bedfordshire) 

Boland,  John 

BoltonT.  D.  (Derbyshire,  N.E. 
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BoqHoI^  a.  a  F.  (fUniBey) 

Braoe,  William 

BrAmsdon,  T.  A. 

Brigff,  Jolm 

Bright,  J.  A. 

Brooklehunt,  W.  B. 

Brodie,H.C. 

Brooke,  Stopford 

Bmnner,  J.K  L.(Lacir8.f  Leigh 

Bniniier,  Sir  John  T.  (Cheshire) 

Bryoe^J.  A.  (Xnveriiess  Burghs) 

Buckmaster,  Stanley  O. 

Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Buxton,  Rt.Hn.SydneyGharle8 

Byles,  William  PoUard 

Cairns,  Thomas 

Cameron,  Robert 

CarrOomm.  H.  W. 

Chance,  Fcederiok  William 

Cheetham,  John  Frederick 

Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 

Clancy,  John  Joseph 

Clarke,  C.  Goddard 

Clcland,  J.  W. 

Clongh,  W. 

Clynes,  J.  R. 

Coats,  Sir  T.  Glen  (Renfrew,  W.) 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 

Cogan,  Denis  J. 

Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 

CoUin8,SirWm.J.tS.Pancras,W. 

C^per,  G.  J. 

CorbettfA.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 

Corbett,C.H.(Snssex,E.Grinst'd 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 

Cowan,  W.  H. 

Cox,  Harold 

Oean,  Engene 

Oemer,  William  Randal 

Crooks,  William 

Croftfield,  A.  H. 

Collinan,  J. 

Dalziel,  James  Henry 

Dayies,  Timothy  (Fmham) 

Delany,  William 

Dewar,  Arthur  (Edinburgh,  S.) 

Dickinson,W.H.(St.Panoras,N. 

Dilke,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Dobson,  Thomas  W. 

Dolan,  Charles  Joseph 

Duckworth,  James 

DuncAn,C.(  Barrow-in-Furness) 

Duncan,  J.  H.  (York,  Otley) 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Dunne,  MajorE.Martin(Wal8al] 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 

Edwards,  Frank  (Radnor) 

Klibank,  Master  of 

Esmonde,  Sir  Thomas 

Essex,  R.  W. 

Eve,  Harry  Trelawney 

FarreU,  James  Patoiok 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ferens,  T.  R. 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Findlay,  Alexander 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Flynn,  James  Christoi^ier 

Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
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Fullerton,  Hugh 

Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 

Gill,  A.  H. 

Ginnell,L. 

Gladstone,RtHn.HerbertJo  hn 

Glover,  Thomas 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Gooch,  George  Peabody 

Grant,  Corrie 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 

Gulland,  John  W. 

Hall,  Frederi<^k 

Halpin,  J. 

Hammond,  John 

Harcourt,  Rt.  Hon.  Lewis 

Hardie  J.Keir(Merthyr  IVdvil) 

Hardy,  George  A.  (SufiFolk) 

Hardy,  Laurence(Kent,Ashford 

Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.(Worc'r) 

Harrington,  Timothy 

Hart-Davies,  T. 

Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 

Haslam.  James  (Derbyshire) 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 

Hazleton,  Richard 

Hedges,  A.  Paget 

Henderson,  Arthu  r  (Durham) 

Heary,  Charles  S. 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hills,  J.  W. 

Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 

Hoidge,  John 

Hogan,  Michael 

Homen,  E.  Hopkinson 

Homiman,  Emslie  John 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hutton,  Alfred  Eddison 

Hyde.  Clarendon 
Illingworth,  Percy  H. 

Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 

Jackson,  R.  S. 

Jacoby,  James  Alfred 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gkteshead) 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jones.SirD.  Brynnior(Swansea) 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jones, William  (Carnarvonshire 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 

Kelley,  George  D. 

Kennedy,  Vincent  Paul 

King,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lambert,  George 

Lament,  Norman 

Layland-Barratt,  Francis 

Lever,  A.  Levy  ( E88ex,Harwich 

Levy,  Maurice 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macdonald,J.M.(FalkirkB*ghs 

Maclean,  DNDuald 

BiacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 

MacVeigh,Cbarles(Donegal,E. 

M'Callum,  John  M. 
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M*Laren,  8ir  C.  B.  (Lcicenter) 

McLaren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 

M'Micking,  Bfajor  G. 

Maddison,  Frederick 

Mallet,  Charles  £. 

Manfield,  Harry  (Northants) 

MarkSjG .  Croydon(Launce8t  on 

Mamham,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 

Massie,  J. 

Masterroan,  C.  F.  G. 

Meagher,  Michael 

Meehan,  Patrick  A. 

Micklem,  Nathaniel 

Mond,  A. 

Montagu,  £.  S. 

Montgomery,  H.  G. 

Mooney,  J.  J. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

Morgan,  J.  Lloy  d(Carmarthen) 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Mumaghan,  George 

Murphy,  John 

Murray,  James 

Myer,  Horatio 

Nichol6on,CharlesN.f  ^>ancaBt*r 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norman,  Henry 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 

NuttaU,  Harry 

0*Brien,Kendal(TipperaryMid 

O'Connor ,James(Wicklow,  W.) 

O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N. ) 

O'Donnell,  C.  J.  ( iValworlh) 

O'Donnell,  T.  (Kerry,  W.) 

O'Dowd,  John 
0*Grady  J. 
0*Hare,  Patrick 
O'Malley,  William 
0*Mara,  James 
0*Shaughnessy,  P. «,. 
Parker,  James  (Halifax) 
Partington,  Oswald 
Paul,  Herbert 
Paulton,  James  Mellor 
Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs.  Leek) 
Philipps,Col  Ivor  (S*thampton) 
Philipps,  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
PoUard,  Dr. 

Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Price,  C.E.(Edinb*gh,Central) 
Radford,  G.  H. 
Raphael,  Herbert  H. 
Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 
Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  William  (Clare) 
Richards,  T.F.(Wolverh*mpt*n 
Richardson,  A. 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberta,  Chas.  H.  (Lincoln) 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Robertson,  Sir  G.Scott(Br8drd 
Robertson,  J.  BiL  (Tyneside) 
Rob^on,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 
Roee,  (Charles  Day 
Rowlands.  J. 

Runciman,  Walter 
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Russell,  T.  W. 

Rutharford,  V.  H.(Breiitf<»d) 

Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 

S  ch  wann,SirC.  E.  (Manchester) 

S  cott,  A.H.  ( AshtonunderLyne 

Sears,  J.  £. 

Seavems,  J.  H. 

Se(l<)on,  J. 

Seely,  Major  J.  B. 

Shackleton,  David  James 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.(Hawick,B.) 

Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 

Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 

Simon,  John  Allsebrook 

Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 

Smyth,Thoma9  F.  (Leitrim,  S.) 

Snowden,  P. 

Soares,  Emast  J. 

Spicer,  Sir  Albert 

Stanger,  H.  Y. 

S  tanley,Hn.  A.  Ly  ttlph(C!he8h. ) 

Steadman,  W.  C. 


{COMMONS} 

Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 

Straohey,  Sir  Edward 

Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 

Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 

Sullivan,  Donal 

Summerbell,  T. 

Sutherland,  J.  E. 

Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 

Thomas,Sir  A.  (Glamorgan,E. ) 

Thomasson,  Franklin 

Thorne,  William 

Toulmin,  George  • 

Tumour,  Viscount 

Ure,  Alexander 

Vemey,  F.  W. 

Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 

Wallace,  Robert 

Walsh,  St-ephen 

Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leec^s,  S.) 

Welton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 

Ward,  John  (Stoke  upon  Trent) 
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Ward,WDudley(Southampton 
Wardle,  George  J. 
Warner,  Thomas  Ck>urtenay  T. 
Wason,  JohnCs  thci^rt(  Orkney) 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 
Watt,  H.  Anderson 
White,  J.  D.  (Dunbartonshire) 
White,  Luke  (York.  E.R.) 
White,  Patrick  (Meath,  North) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Wil**8,  Thomas 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  Henry  J.(York.  W.R.) 
Wilson,  J.  H,  (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 
Woodhou8e,SirJ.T(Hudder8f'd 

Tellebs  fob  thb  Ayes — 
Mr.  Whiteley  and  Mr.  J.  A. 
Pease. 


NOES. 


Balcarres,  Lord 
Baring,  Hon.  Guy  (Winchester 
Barrie,  H.  T.  (Londonderry, N.) 
Beach,  Hn.  Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Bridgeman,  W.  Glive 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Castlereagh,  Viscount 
Cavendi8h,Rt.  Hn.  Victor  C.W. 
Gecil,  Eveljm  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joioey- 
Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  E.) 
Ciaig,  Chas. Curtis  (Antrim,  S.) 


Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Fell,  Arthur 

Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Hervey,F.W.F.  (BuryS.Edm'ds 
Hill,  Sir  Clement  (Shrewsbury) 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Dnhvich) 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Mason,  James  F.  (Windsor) 
Nicholson,  Wm.  G.  (Petersfield ) 
Parkes,  Ebenezer    ^ 


Pease,Herbert  Pike  (Darlington 
Roberts,  S.  (Sheffield,Ecole6all) 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 
Smith,F.  E.  (Liverpool, Walton 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Williams,  CoL'R.  (Dorset,  W.) 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  B.  Stuart- 

Tellebs  fob  the  NoES-^ir 
Frederick  Banbury  and  Mr. 
Rawlinson. 


♦Mr.  BOWLES  said  he  rose  to  move  the 

Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name  to 

insert  "  not  exceeding  three  "  after  the 

word  "  persons."      The  clause  would  then 

read —  "^^ 

"  It  shall  be  lawful  for  one  or  more  persons, 
not  exceeding  three,  acting  on  their  own  be- 
half or  on  behalf  of  a  trade  union  in  contem- 
plation or  furtherance  of  a  trade  dispute,  to 
attend,  peaceably  and  in  a  reasonable  manner, 
at  or  near  a  house  or  place  where  a  person 
resides  or  works  or  carries  on  business  or 
happens  to  be,  if  they  so  attend  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  or  communicating  in- 
formation, or  of  persuading  any  person  to 
work  or  abstain  from  working.'* 

The  effect  of  that  Amendment  was 
sufficiently  clear  on  general  grounds  as 
it  stood,  but  he  hoped  the  Committee 
would  allow  him  to  suggest  shortly  one 
or  two  considerations  which  did  not 
appear  upon  the  surface,  but  which  ought 
to  influence  the  Committee  in  considering 
whether  this  Amendment  should  be 
adopted.  Hon.  Members  were  no  doubt 
well  aware  that  by  Section  7  of  the  Act 
of  1875  it  was  already  possible  for  any 


number  of  persons  acting  on  their  own 
behalf  or  on  behalf  of  a  trade  union 
during  a  trade  dispute  to  attend  at  the 
various  places  mentioned  in  the  clause 
if  they  did  so  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
or  communicating  information.  But  it 
was  not  legal  so  to  attend  in  order 
to  persuade  anybody  to  work  or  not 
to  work  whether  peaceably  or  not. 
The  purpose  of  this  clause  was  to  allow 
peaceable  persuasion  in  that  way.  Now 
the  Committee  would  perceive  that  this 
procedure  which  was  to  be  legalised 
was  to  take  place,  in  the  words  of  the 
clause  itself,  "  peaceably  and  in  a  reason- 
able manner,"  and  he  submitted  this 
Amendment  to  the  Committee  on  the  sole 
ground  that  it  or  something  like  it  was 
absolutely  necessary,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
in  order  that  there  should  be  some 
security,  at  any  rate,  by  the  insertion  of  a 
provision  in  this  clause  which  woald 
make  it  operate  in  a  "  peaceable  and 
reasonable  manner.'*  What  were  these 
persons   to   do?     They   were   to   obtain 
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and  commiinicate  information  and  they 
-were  to  peaceably  persuade  persons  to 
-work  or  to  abitain  from  working.  What 
earthly  reason  could  there  be  for  a  large 
crowd  if  these  things  were  to  be  done 
in  a  peaceable  and  reasonable  manner  ? 
What  was  the  need  of  great  numbers  of 
persons  ?  Was  it  to  be  asserted  that 
two  or  three  men  of  the  highest  intelli- 
gence, because  they  were  the  men  who 
would  be  chosen,  were  incapable  of 
obtaining  or  imparting  information  in 
connection  with  a  trade  dispute  ? 
Could  it  be  really  suggested  that  three 
persons  were  an  insufficient  number  to 
persuade  a  man  either  to  abstain  from 
working  or  to  work  so  long  as  that  per- 
suasion wasreally  to  be  peaceable  1  He 
did  not  believe  thart;  any  hon.  Member 
would  suggest  that  three  persons  were 
not  amply  sufficient  for  either  of 
these  things.  He  had  endeavoured, 
but  was  unable  to  be  convinced  by  the 
arguments  that  would  probably  be  used 
against  him.  In  the  first  place  it  would 
be  said  that  if  the  number  of  men  who  were 
to  be  allowed  to  picket  was  limited,  they 
would  get  into  the  difficulty  of 
whether  these  men  were  to  be  allowed 
to  attend  in  many  places  at  the  same 
time.  [Laughter.]  Hon.  Grentlemen 
laughed,  but  what  he  said  was  dis- 
tinctly what  he  meant ;  whether  these 
groups  of  two  or  three  persons  were  or 
were  not  to  be  allowed  to  attend  at  more 
than  one  place  at  the  same  moment. 
Whether  they  were  to  have  groups  of  two 
or  three  in  many  places  at  one  time,  or 
whether  there  were  to  be  confined  to  one 
place.  That  was  said  to  be  one  objection, 
but  there  was  really  nothing  in  that 
argument.  If  the  intention  of  this 
clause  was  that  these  two  or  three 
persons  might  not  go  alone  to  one  place, 
but  that  they  might  go  to  a  man's 
house  or  any  where  else  that  he  hap- 
pened to  tbe  at ;  that  if  they  could  not 
find  him  at  one  moment  they  might  have 
every  security  of  being  able  to  find  him  the 
next ;  then  there  was  no  limit  to  what 
they  might  do.  The  only  object  of 
limiting  the  number  of  persons  to  two  or 
three  was  to  ensure  that  what  was  really 
meant  should  be  carried  out,  and  that 
this  clause  should  not  be  a  tolerable 
pretence,  and  that  such  information  as 
was  imparted  might  be  imparted  in  a 

really  peaceable  and  reasonable  manner. 


Then  again  it  was  said  or  might  be  said 
that  this  Amendment  was  not  necessary 
because  any  proceeding  which  was  not 
peaceable  or  reasonable  was  already 
dealt  with  by  the  law.  He  earnestly 
wish  that  he  could  take  that  view.  He 
did  not  believe  any  hon.  Gentleman  on 
either  side  of  the  House  would  uphold  the 
land  of  thing  which  was,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  done — ^there  was  nobody  in  the 
House  who  would  defend  many  things 
whioh  had  been  done  in  the  past.  Though 
he  was  sure  that  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  gangway  would  do  all  they  could  to 
prevent  such  things  being  done,  there  was 
no  security  that  such  things  would  not  be 
done  again.  Take  an  instance  at  random. 
There  was  a  man  in  connection  with  the 
TafE  Yale  case,  a  man  named  Berry.  He 
started  for  work  on  August  20th  and 
he  was  met  by  four  pickets.  He  was 
told  not  to  go  to  work ;  that  nobody  else 
was  at  work;  and  that  more  pickets 
were  waiting  for  him  at  the  Rhymney 
Gate,  and  he  was  afraid  and  went  home. 
He  put  it  to  the  Committee,  did  any  hon. 
Member  assert  that  things  should  go  on 
in  this  way  ?  If  they  did  he  had  nothing 
more  to  say,  but  if  they  did  not  let  them 
take  the  only  possible  course  and  accept 
his  Amendment  or  something  of  the  kind. 
The  truth  was  that  if  they  allowed 
indeterminate  numbers  of  men  to  attend 
at  any  place — at  a  man's  house,  or 
wherever  he  happened  to  be,  at  the 
entrance  of  works,  or  anywhere  else,  the 
mere  fact  that  they  did  attend  in  con- 
siderable numbers  was  in  itself  unreason- 
able and  likely  to  result,  without  anv 
overt  act,  in  intimidation.  He  himself 
would  have  been  profoundly  intimidated 
if  he  had  been  met  by  such  pickets,  and 
men  would  be  intimidated  if  other  men 
were  given  these  large  powers  to  be  used 
on  other  men  without  the  proper  control 
which  hon.  Members  below  the  gangway 
desired  to  exercise  and  who  really 
desired  that,  in  future,  picketing 
should  be  carried  out  in  a  peaceable  and 
reasonable  manner.  It  was  in  those 
circumstances  that  he  earnestly  sub- 
mitted that  such  an  Amendment  as  he 
suggested  was  really  necessary.  He 
begged  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  pa^  1,  line  1.3,  after  the  word  *  per- 
sons,' to  insert  the  words  *  not  exceeding 
three."— (if r.  Bowles.) 
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Question  proposed  **That  those  words 
be  inserted." 

*8iR  JOHN  WALTON  said  the  hon. 
Member  had  expressed  what  he  was  sure 
was  the  desire  of  all.  He  was  anxious 
that  the  right  of  picketing,  which  was 
exercised  under  this  Bill,  should  not  be 
exercised  in  such  a  way  as  to  inspire 
terror  in  any  class  of  workpeople,  who 
might  not  agree  with  the  strike.  He 
had  suggested  that  that  object  would 
be  obtained  by  limiting  the  number  in 
a  way  most  likely  to  obtain  it,  and 
that  some  fixed  figure  mentioned  in 
the  Act  would  be  the  most  effectual 
limit  by  which  he  could  regulate  the 
number  of  the  picket.  The  answer  to 
the  hon.  Member's  argument  seemed  to 
be  that  any  figure  upon  which  the  Com- 
mittee might  decide  would  be  sure  to  be 
inapplicable  to  some  conditions  which 
might  arise.  Let  them  take  his  maximum 
figure  of  three.  That  figure  certainly 
would  be  an  excessive  one  if  they  were 
dealing  with  a  very  small  works  with  a 
single  entrance,  in  which  case,  one  or 
certainly  two  men  would  be  amply 
sufficient*  On  the  other  hand,  if  they 
were  dealing  with  such  works  as  Arm- 
strongs, where  several  thousand  men  were 
employed,  and  where  there  wer:  several 
entrances  to  the  works,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  limit  the  figure  of  the 
picket,  and  say  they  must  not  employ 
more  than  three.  It  was  for  that  reason 
that  instead  of  employing  a  figure  the 
Government  sought  to  find  some  ex- 
pression which  would  restrict  this  right 
so  that  there  should  be  no  abuse,  and 
they  had  put  in  the  words  "  peaceable 
and  reasonable."  If  the  right  was  to  be 
exercised  in  a  peaceable  and  reasonable 
manner,  a  reasonable  number  of  men  had 
to  be  employed  having  regard  to  the 
particular  case,  and  in  that  way  the  hon. 
Member's  purpose  was  served  in  a  better 
way  than  it  would  be  by  his  proposal  of 
three.  He  could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment 

VisoouNT  TURNOUR  said  he  had 
come  down  with  a  fairly  open  mind 
on  this  question,  having  something  like 
100,000  trade  unionists  in  his  division. 
Therefore,  he  was  not  biassed  in  any  way. 
Though  he  frankly  admitted  he  was  not 
very  familiar  with  the  Bill,  it  did  seem  to 


him  that  this  Amendment  which  had 
been  moved  by  his  hon.  friend  was  entitled 
to  some  consideration  and  deliberation. 
A  person  approaching  the  Bill  with  an 
absolutely  open  mind  would  wonder  why 
there  was  any  objection  to  including  this 
Amendment  in  it.     The  clause  read  thus  : 

*^  It  shall  he  lawful  for  one  or  more  persons, 
acting  on  their  own  behalf  or  on  behalf  of  the 
trades  union,  in  contemplation  or  furtherance 
of  a  trades  dispute,  to  attend  peaceably  and  in 
a  reasonable  manner  at  or  near  a  house  or 
place  where  a  person  ref^ides  or  works  or 
carries  on  business  or  happens  to  be,  if  they  so 
attend  merely  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  or 
communicating  information  or  of  |>er8uaiTin>; 
any  person  to  work  or  abstain  from  working.' 

Approaching  that  with  an  open  mind 
one  would  like  to  ask  why,  if  the  clause 
allowed  persons  to  attend  peaceably  and 
in  a  reasonable  manner,  one  or  at  most 
two  should  not  be  able  to  do  that.  There 
seemed  to  be  no  possible  reason  why 
more  than  that  number  should  be 
allowed.  It  could  not  be  maintained 
that  eight  or  ten  persons  would  be  any 
more  capable  of  communicating  or  im- 
parting information  or  persuac&ng  any 
person  to  work  or  abstain  from  working 
than  two,  and  that  if  more  than  two  or 
three  attended  they  were  going  to  prevent 
by  some  force,  which  was  expressly 
against  the  meaning  of  the  clause. 
It  appeared  to  him  nothing  short  of 
monstrous  for  any  Bill  to  be  passed 
containing  any  clause  which  gave  power 
to  any  number  of  persons  to  attend  at  a 
person's  house  for  the  purpose  of  annoy- 
ing him  in  any  possible  way,  and  a 
considerable  number  of  people  attending 
the  house  would  be  an  annoyance.  If  they 
were  going  to  allow  fifty  persons  to  be 
employed  for  the  purpose  of  picketing, 
the  chance  of  injury  being  done  to 
property  and  persons  was  infinitely 
greater  than  if  they  allowed  only  one  or 
two  to  attend.  He  could  not  conceive 
in  what  way  this  Amendment  was  against 
the  spirit  or  intention  of  the  Bill. 
It  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  most  admirable 
Amendment,  and  if  the  hon.  Member  went 
to  a  division  he  should  support  him  and  in 
saying  that  he  said  he  was  representing  the 
views  of  98  per  cent,  of  those  in  his 
constituency. 

*Mr.  PARKES  said  that  while  it  might 
be  possible  that  picketing  was  in  order 
until  it  became  intimidation  one  could 
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quite  understand  that   when   100  men 
were  gathered  round  a  man's  house  that 
that    amounted    to    intimidation,    and 
nothing    less.      The     case     which     the 
Attorney-General   took    of   Armstrongs' 
works  was  a  very  extreme  case,  but  there 
were  any  number  of  cases  in  which  men 
would  be  intimidated  for  all  practical 
purposes    by     such    a     gathering.     He 
could    quite   conceive   a    man   who    on 
leaving  his  house  in  the  morning  found 
it  surroimded  by  a  crowd  of  100  persons 
being  intimidated.     As    he    understood, 
besetting  and  watching  was  not    legal. 
Now  would  an  action  like  that  be  besetting 
and  watching  ?     Because  they  had  here 
a  very  narrow  margin  between  peaceful 
persuasion  and  besetting  and  watching. 
As  the  Bill  now  stood  any  number  of 
persons  might  attend  whether  they  were 
connected  or  whether  they  were  imcon- 
nected  with  the  dispute,  and  they  could 
attend  on  their  own  behalf  or  anybody 
else's  behalf  at  the  house  where  a  person 
resided  or  at  his  place  of  business,  whether 
he  was  in  the  house  or  at  work  or  on  his 
way  to  work.  It  seemed  to  be  a  very  drastic 
provision  that  a  man  should  be  followed 
wherever  he  m'ghtgo  and  that  he  might  be 
followed  for  days  and  weeks  and  perhaps 
for  months  during  the  period  of  a  strike. 
He  put  it  to  hon.  Members  if  they  were  in 
t  e  position  of  a  man  baing  watched  in 
t!  is  way  whether  they  i^ould  say  it  was 
a  position  that  should  be  allowed.     If 
t:i^t  was  the  case  it  carried  its  own  con- 
demnation  with   it.     It   was   only  right 
to  set  some  limitation  on  the  number  of 
men  who  should  be  allowed  to  watch 
any  man  and  follow  him  about  in  this 
way.     He    thought   the   clause    in    tliis 
form  was  one  of  the  strongest  objections 
one  could  have  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  F.  E.  SMITH  said  that  after  listen- 
iug  to  the  Amendment  and  having  given 
the  best  attention  he  could  to  the  observa- 
tions made  upon  it  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney-General,  he  would  say 
that  if  this  clause  had  dealt  and  dealt 
only  with  the  trade  unions — if  it  was  an 
exercise  of  these  powers,  though  its  defects 
were  great,  to  carry  out  peaceful 
picketing  at  a  man's  place  of  business 
where  he  was  to  be  subjected  to  the  pro- 
cess known  as  '*  peaceful  picketing," 
he  should  have  been  the  first  to  recognise 
the  weight  of  the  argument  of  the  learned 


Attorney  -  (General,  that  if  the  pla?e  of 
buiness  had  as  many  as  twenty  or  thirty 
places  of  entrance  and  as  many  exits, 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  friend  would 
be  futile  and  inoperative.  If  that  had 
been  the  fact  then  indeed  he  would  say 
the  fault  was  not  that  of  the  Amend- 
ment proposed,  but  of  the  looseness  and 
the  comprehensiveness  of  the  clause  for 
which  the  Government  had  made  them- 
selves responsible.  They  had  neither 
introduced  nor  proposed  to  introduce  any 
words  to  make  any  distinction  whatever 
between  peaceful  picketing  at  a  place 
of  business  and  the  peaceful  picketing 
of  a  place  of  residence  which  was  in  every 
conceivable  sense  objectionable.  The 
clause  for  which  the  Government  had 
made  themselves  responsible  permitted 
a  picket,  the  numbers  of  which  were 
unlimited,  not  only  to  wait  outside  the 
numerous  exits  and  entrances  of  a 
place  of  business,  but  also  allowed  any 
number  of  men  bound  on  peaceful 
persuasion. 

*SiR  JOHN  WALTON  :  Any  number 
of  men  would  not  be  reasonable. 

Mr.  F.  E.  SMITH  said  he  would  like  to 
test  that  problem  a  little  further.  He 
did  not  quite  appreciate  it.  The  proposi- 
tion was,  as  he  understood  it,  that  a 
number  of  men  were  desirous  of  working 
and  that  a  number  of  other  men  were 
desirous  that  they  should  not  be  per- 
mitted to  work.  He  submitted  that  ten 
men  might  be  a  reasonable  number  of 
men  peacefully  to  persuade  men  who 
were  desirous  of  working  to  abstain  from 
working — a  hundred  men  would  not  be  a 
reasonable  number.  What  they  wanted 
in  this  case  was  not  a  statement  made 
in  debate  which  they  could  not  bringbefore 
a  \\xry.  What  they  wanted  was  some 
legislative  signification,  some  legislative 
guarantee  introduced  into  the  Bill  that 
this  should  not  be  made  a  brutal  violation 
of  the  elementary  rights  of  those  who 
claimed — and,  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Opposition  rightly  claimed — to  be  able 
to  sell  their  labour  in  the  best  market 
they  could  find  in  this  country.  When 
he  said  that  this  clause  as  introduced 
and  supported  by  the  Government  was 
a  brutal  violation  of  that  claim,  he  was 
not  confining  himself  to  the  a  priori 
argument.     There  was  the  evi  ience  which 
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was  given  before  the  Commission — a 
Commission  the  constitution  of  which 
had  not  been,  and  could  not  be,  im- 
peached in  this  House.  He  knew  per- 
fectly well  the  gravamen  of  the  objection 
advanced  below  the  Gangway.  It  was 
that  no  Labour  Member  sat  on  that 
Commission. 

The  chairman  said  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  not  be  entitled 
to  go  into  that  question. 

Mr.  F.  E.  smith  said  the  argument  he 
was  attempting  to  develop  was  that  sgme 
numerical  qualification  was  necessary 
to  the  right  of  peaceful  picketing,  and 
he  was  abomt  to  support  that  contention 
by  arguments  from  evidence.  That  evi- 
dence had  never  been  challeneged,  and 
it  illustrated  the  beautiful  process  of 
"  peaceful "  persuasion  that  would  be 
applied  under  the  provisions  of  this  clause 
if  there  was  no  such  limitation.  An 
instance  was  afforded  in  the  case  of  the 
strike  at  Aberamen  on  2nd  July,  1904, 
reported  on  page  125  of  the  Minutes  of 
Evidence  before  the  Royal  Commission. 

The  chairman  asked  the  hon. 
Member  how  he  connected  his  quotations 
with  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  F.  E.  smith  said  the  quotations 
went  to  show  that  in  fact  "  peaceful 
picketing"  was  pursued  by  a  larger 
number  of  men  than  the  limit  proposed. 
According  to  the  South  Wales  Daily  News 
of  10th  August  1904— 

"A  noD-union  man  was  tamed  out  of  hia 
lodgings  and  was  followed  by  a  good-hamonred 
crowd  as  far  as  Ferndale  just  in  time  to  meet 
the  men  there  ^ing  home  from  work,  and 
upon  the  non-unionist  being  recognised,  the 
chase  was  taken  up  by  the  Ferndale  men.  The 
non-unionist,  however,  made  good  his  escape." 

Mr.  crooks  rose  to  order.  This 
was  not  a  case  of  picketing. 

The  chairman  ruled  that  the 
quotation  was  not  irrelevant. 

Mr.  F.  E.  smith  said  that  although 
he  fully  understood  the  objection  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  below  the  Gangway  to 
hear  the  evidence  that  was  called  before 
the  Commission,  he  proposed  to  remind 
him  of  it  in  even  greater  detail  so  long 

Mr.  F.  E.  Smith. 


as  he  kept  within  the  ruling  of  the  Chair. 
The  nest  case  was  the  Thamas  Steam 
Company  strike  in  1900.  The  evidence 
in  that  case  would  commiid  its-Ai  to 
those  who  still  believed  in  the  possibility 
of  peaceful  persuasion  when  exercised  by 
large  numbers  of  persons  at  the  expense 
of  small  numbers  of  persons.  He  under- 
stood from  the  position  that  was  taken  up 
below  the  gangway  that  it  was  suggested 
that  if  authorised  members  of  a  trade 
union  approached  a  man  and  reasoned  with 
him  on  the  basis  that  he  was  a  blackleg, 
that  was  peaceful  picketing.  In  the 
case  he  was  quoting  a  man  who  desired 
to  continue  his  work  was  met  by  mem- 
bers of  the  union  at  a  public-house  at 
Shadwell  and  called  a  "  blackleg." 

Mr.  J.  WARD  suggested  that  the  case 
to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  referring  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question  of  picketing.  It  was  a  mere 
pothouse  squabble. 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  (Sheffield, 
Hallam)  asked  whether  it  was  not 
relevant  to  the  words  "at  or  near  a 
house  where  a  person  resides  or  works  or 
carries  on  business  or  happens  to  be  t " 


The  chairman  said  he  did  not 
think  he  could  rule  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  remarks  out  of  order 

Mr.  p.  E.  smith  ventured  to  think 
that  the  words  where  a  man  "happens 
to  be "  which  the  (Jovemment  had 
introduced  into  their  Bill,  in  the  im- 
perfect state  of  modern  society,  were 
not  unlikely  to  mean  a  public-house. 
He  could  give  evidence  to  that  effect 
if  necessary  if  any  of  the  cases  he  had 
quoted  were  challenged  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway.  The  efEeot  of 
the  evidence  referred  to  was  that 
wherever  there  had  been  a  strong  at- 
tempt on  behalf  of  trade  unionists  to 
prevent  non-union  men  working,  this 
form  of  picketing  had  been  a  form  of 
persuasion  which  had  natuarally  led  to 
violence,  and  therefore  he  thought  it 
would  be  extremely  unwise  of  this 
Committee  to  allow  men  in  future  to 
exercise  their  powers  of  persuasion  in 
that  way.  It  was  not  merely  as  if  the 
proposal  were  confined  to  the  place  of 
bumness  in  which  the  man  affected  was 
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working.    If  that  were  so  there  might 
be  a  great  deal  to  be  said  for  it,  but  it 
was    a    uumerical    limitation.    No  one 
familiar    with    the    working   classes    of 
this  country    would    refuse    to     accept 
this  general  proposition  that  they  were 
not  giving  a  man  a  fair  chance  of  exer- 
cising an  independent  judgment  as  to 
whether  he   would   work   or   not  at   a 
particular   place   when   they  entitled  a 
crowd  of  men  numbering  between  100 
and  150  to  proceed  to  violence  when  their 
object  had  not  been  immediately  satis- 
fied.   No  member  of  this  House  would 
say  that  they  were   taking   a    step    in 
the    direction    of    individual    choice    or 
the  freedom   of  judgment  of  the  work- 
ing  men     of    this  country    as   to    the 
market  in  which  they  should  sell  their 
labour    by    authorising    by   law     men, 
whose     interests    were    not   necessarily 
the  interests  of  the  whole  of  the  working 
classes  and  whose  only  object  was  to 
force  as  many  men  as  thby  could  into 
the  ranks  of  organised  labour  as  contrasted 
with  unorganised  labour  to  indulge  in, 
violence  of  this  kind.     This  clause  would 
allow  a  crowd  of  men  to  go  not  only  to  a 
workman's  place. of  business  but  to  his 
house,  where  his  wife  and  children  were, 
in  order  to  induce  him  by  acts  of  this  kind 
to  cease  working  at  the  place  where  he 
was  earning  his  livelihood.     During  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  introduced  by 
an  hon.  Member  below  the  gangway  it  was 
stated  that  trades  unionists  had  not  enough 
men  to  go  in  such  large,  numbers  in  order 
to  enforce  peaceful  persuasion.     The  hon. 
Member    said    they    would    only    have 
perhaps  two  or  three  or  four  or  five  men 
for    this    purpose,    and    ridiculed    the 
assumption     that     they     might     have 
100  men  at  their  disposal  to  attempt  to 
enforce   peaceful   persuasion.    The   evi- 
dence given  before  the  Royal  Commission 
showed  that  over  and  over  again  not  only 
had  large  and  inordinate  numbers  of  men 
gone  to  the  places  of  business  at  which 
non-union  men  were  working,  but  large 
numbers  had  gone  to  the  houses  at  which 
non-union  men  resided  and  had  exercised 
the  most  brutal  intimidation  in  order  to 
get  those  men  to  leave  their  employment. 

Mr.  SHACKLETON  said  he  could 
not  regard  the  statements  which  had 
just  been  made  by  the  hon.  and 
Itfiriind  Ibmber  for  Liverpool  as  facts. 

[Fourth  Series.] 


The  Attomey-Qeneral  had  really  shown 
that  any  such  limitation  of  numbers  was 
an    absurdity.    To    suggest   that   three 
could  peacefully  picket  was  an  absurdity, 
and  the  hon.  Member  himself  had  ad- 
mitted that  three  would  be  out  of  the 
question  to  picket  peaceably  in  hundreds 
of    cases    in    this    country.    He    could 
understand  the  anxiety  of  hon.  Members 
sitting  on   the  Opposition  side   of  the 
House  if  all  these  cases  had  to  be  settled 
by  a  bench  of  magistrates  composed  of 
Labour  men  or  of  judges  belonging  to  the 
labouring  class,  but  when  all  these  points 
had  to  be  settled  by  men  who  were  far 
removed    from    the  workmen's  position 
surely  hon.  Members  could  place  suffi- 
cient trust  in  them  to  decide  what  was 
peaceful  and    reasonable  when    dealing 
with    trade   disputes.  The    Courts  were 
composed  of  men  of  their  own  class,  and 
it  was  entirely  unnecessary  to  insert  any 
further  restriction    in  the  clause.    The 
statement  that  they  had  the  right  of 
cross-examination  in  regard  to  the  evi- 
dence was  as  far  from  the  truth  as  it 
could  possibly  be.    On  the  contrary  the 
Labour  Party  asked  for  that  right  and 
repeatedly     asked     for    it,      and    were 
refused    it.      On  the    other   hand    the 
employers  were  granted  that  right  by 
having  one  of  their  own    class   placed 
upon    the    Commission.    Therefore    the 
statement  that  they  had  a  right  to  cross- 
examine    witnesses    was    absurd.    The 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  had  quoted  a 
host   of   cases   of   what   he   had   called 
peaceful   persuasion   in   which   violence 
was  used,  but  there  was  not  a  single 
instance  which  it  would  not  be  illegal  to 
do  if  this  Bill  were  passed.     That  was 
his  answer  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool's  charge  that  Labour 
Members    wanted    peaceful    persuasion 
in  anything  like  the  terms  which  he  had 
put  before  the  House.     It  would  be  a 
deplorable  thing  when  they  had  got  to 
that  point  to  engage  in  such  proceedings 
without   running   the   risk  of  the   con- 
sequences of  their  own  actions.    If  one 
man  chose  of  his  own  free  will  to  assist 
three  of  his  colleagues  to  picket,  to  say 
they  should  be  in  the  clutches  of  the  law 
was    absurd.    They    knew    why    that 
number    was    put    there.     They    could 
appoint  three  men  as  a  trade  union,  but 
they  had  no  control  whatever  over  the 
employer,  who  might  send  another  three 
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men.  He  knew  cases  where  this  had  been 
done,  and  therefore  they  were  not  going 
to  have  any  limitation  of  this  character. 
They  trusted  to  the  reasonable  action 
of  the  men,  and  they  left  it  to  those  in 
charge  of  the  administration  of  the  Uw 
to  say  whether  they  had  broken  the  law 
or  not.  He  hoped  there  would  be  no 
attempt  made  to  fasten  upon  them  any- 
thing like  a  limitation  of  this  description. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  said  there  was 
no  desire  that  anything  should  be 
legalised  in  the  shape  of  intimidation. 
What  had  been  said  by  the  learned 
Attorney- General  might  be  so  in  the 
case  of  certain  strikes,  but  he  would 
like  to  call  to  mind  the  case  of  the  dock 
strike.  .  In  that  case  he  could  quite 
imagine  that  the  limitation  of  the 
pickets  to  the  number  of  three  would  be 
quite  impracticable,  but  if  they  agreed 
that  there  ought  to  be  no  limitation 
except  such  as  would  prevent  intimida- 
tion surely  they  ought  to  be  able  to 
frame  words  to  make  that  perfectly 
clear  before  the  Committee,  and  what 
he  had  intervened  for  was  to  ask 
whether  the  Attorney  -  G^eneral  was 
prepared  to  accept  an  Amendment 
upon  this  point  which  stood  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Maidstone, 
which  proposed  to  insert  in  line  16,  after 
the  word  "  manner  "  the  words,  "  and 
in  such  manner  as  are  not  calculated  to 
cause  intimidation."  That  seemed  to 
him  to  be  exactly  what  everybody 
appeared  to  desire,  and  that  would  leave 
it  open  to  any  person  carrying  on  the 
strike  to  add  any  number  they  liked  so 
long  as  those  numbers,  pet  sc,  were  not 
calculated  to  cause  intimidation.  That 
was  the  way  in  which  they  ought  to 
limit  this  enactment,  and  it  would  be  in 
the  direction  of  the  views  expressed 
during  this  debate.  Therefore,  he  asked 
the  learned  Attornev-General  whether  he 
considered  what  he  had  suggested  a 
reasonable  wav  out  of  the  difficultv. 

^Mr  EVELYN  CECIL  (Aston  Manor) 
said  he  understood  the  Attorney-General 
to  say  that  he  considered  the  numbers 
would  be  necessarily  reasonable  because 
the  word  reasonable  had  been  intro- 
duced. He  gathered  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney-General  was  of  opinion 

Mr,  Sharl'tehm, 


that  he  did  not  wish  in  this  Bill  that  any 
numbers  should  be  employed  which 
tended  in  the  direction  of  intimidation. 
He  questioned  whether,  owing  to  the  loose 
drafting  of  this  clause,  his  intention 
would  be  carried  out  because  the  words 
of  the  Bill  were — 

"  It  shall  be  lawful  for  one  or  more 
persons,  acting  on  their  own  behalf  or  on 
behalf  of  a  trade  union,  in  contemplation 
or  furtherance  of  a  trade  dispute,  to 
attend,  peaceably  and  in  a  reasonable 
manner." 

He  did  not  think  that  the  words  "  in  a 
reasonable  manner  "  necessarily  applied 
to  the  number  at  all,  but  they  applied  to 
the  manner  of  behaviour.  At  any  rate 
it  was  a  doubtful  point  and  open  to 
that  interpretation.  That  being  so 
it  was  most  desirable  to  introduce 
some  such  words  as  those  which  stood 
in  the  name  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Maidstone.  He  hoped  the 
learned  Attorney- General  would  clearlv 
explain  to  the  Committee  exactly  what 
he  considered  was  the  meaning  of  the 
words  "  in  a  reasonable  manner' ' 

♦Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  he  did 
not    assume    that    such    extraordinary 

m 

things  as  those  which  had  been 
put  forward  could  possibly  occur.  This 
was  a  right  to  be  exercised  by  trade 
unions  and  it  was  for  all  the  unions 
to  persuade  men  to  join  their  ranks  in  a 
reasonable  manner.  It  therefore  con 
templated  the  collective  action  of  the 
union,  and  that  collective  action  must  be 
peaceably  and  reasonably  exercised.  He 
had  no  objection  to  say  that  the  right 
should  be  exercised  in  a  reasonable  man- 
ner and  by  a  reasonable  number.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  expression  added  to  the 
strength  of  the  clause,  because  in  his 
opinion  the  words  "  reasonable  manner  " 
also  governed  the  question  of  numbers, 
but  he  did  not  at  the  moment  see  any 
objection  to  saying  that  it  should  also  be 
by  *'  a  reasonable  number,"  and  he 
would  certainly  consider  that  point. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  thought  the  stat<j- 
ment  that  the  Attomey-G^eneral  had 
made  was  a  very  fair  one,  and  so  f&t 
as  he  was  concerned  he  should  advise  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Amendment. 
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Mr.  F.  £.  SMITH,  as  a  personal  ex- 
planation, said  he  should  just  like  to  say 
a  word  in  reference  to  what  was  said  by 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  efEect  that  the 
Labour  Members  had  the  power  of  cross- 
examination  before  the  Commission.  He 
was  very  sorry  that  it  had  been  thought 
that  he  somewhat  misled  the  Committee. 
[Cries  of  "  No,  no !"]  He  should  Uke 
to  say  what  was  in  my  mind  at  the  time. 

*The  CHAIRMAN :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  allow  that.  The  whole  question 
is  entirely  out  of  order.  In  fact  the 
hon.  Member's  first  reference  to  it  was 
also  out  of  order. 


Ma.  BOWLES  said  that  after  the  very 
83rmpathetic  manner  in  which  this  Amend- 
ment had  been  received  by  tHe  Attorney- 
General  and  in  view  of  his  promise  to 
meet  them  upon  the  Report  stage,  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  give  him 
permission  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Leave  to  •  withdraw  the  Amendment 
was  refused. 


Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  (Merthyr  Tydvil)  I 
hoped  the  Attorney-General  would  con- ' 
aider  this  matter  very  seriously  before 
making  any  further  concession.  [Oppo- 
sition cries  of  "  Oh,  oh  "  and  laughter.] 
This  might  be  a  matter  for  amusement 
with  some  hon.  Members,  but  it  was 
not  a  matter  of  amusement  with  them. 
The  clause  as  drafted  was  already 
an  exceedingly  dangerous  one  from 
the  point  of  view  of  those  who  desired 
to  conduct  picketing  in  a  perfectly 
reasonable  manner.  They  had  had  ex- 
perience to  show  that  any  loophole  of 
the  kind  provided  by  the  words  "  peace- 
able and  reasonable  manner"  was  used 
to  make  picketing  impossible  altogether. 
He  only  rose  to  say  that  they  objected, 
not  because  they  desired  picketing 
which  was  either  unreasonable  or  not 
peaceable,  but  because  they  objected 
to  the  proposal  as  it  stood,  and  their 
objection  to  the  present  words  would  be 
very  much  strengthened  if  the  clause 
was  to  be  further  weakened  in  the 
way  suggested  by  the  learned  Attorney- 
General.  Therefore  he  hoped  that 
the     hon.      and      learned      Gentleman 


would  not  too  readily  either  give  a 
promise  or  agree  to  the  insertion  of 
words  which  would  make  picketing  even 
more  difficult  in  the  future  than  it  was 
at  the  present  moment. 

♦Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  he  did 
not  wish  to  be  misunderstood  upon  this 
point.  What  he  said  was  that  accord- 
ing to  his  view  at  present  the  words 
"reasonable  manner"  must  have  regard 
to  the  number  of  men  employed,  but  he 
stated  that  he  would  consider  between 
this  and  the  Report  stage  whether  the 
introduction  of  a  limit  of  number  into 
the  construction  of  reasonableness  would 
strengthen  the  clause,  and  if  so  he  would 
prepare  and  introduce  words  for  that 
purpose.  It  must  be  understood,  how- 
ever, that  he  did  not  give  any  explicit 
pledge. 


Sir  E.  CARSON  said  the  Attorney- 
General  had  now  stated  what  he  intended 
to  say  and  he  accepted  what  he  had  said. 
He  had  told  them  that  reasonable  num* 
bers  would  avoid  intimidation  and  he 
had  promised  that  even  if  his  own  view 
was  right  and  was  included  in  "  reasonable 
manner"  he  would  not  object  to  make 
it  perfectly  clear  by  the  insertion  of  the 
words     "  reasonable    number."     Those 
words  were  the  words  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Maidstone,  and  it  was 
the  Attorney-General  himself  who  sug- 
gested "  reasonable  number."    Of  course 
he  could  not  now  go  behind  what  the 
Attorney-General  said,  but  he  hoped  he 
would  see  his  way  to  make  the  matter 
perfectly  clear  by  putting  into  the  Bill 
what   he    said    was    his    own    intention 
that  this  great  power  should  only  be 
exercised  by  a   reasonable ,  number.    It 
must  be  apparent  to  the  whole  Committeo 
that  no  matter  in  what  manner  the  power 
was  given  if  100  men  went  in  a  perfectly 
peaceable  way  smoking  round  the  door 
of  the  house  of  one  man  that    per   se 
was       intimidation.      He      hoped      the 
Attorney-Greneral  in  consequence  of  the 
speech  which  had  been  made  from  below 
the    gangway    would    not    in  any  way 
detract  from  what  he  had  already  said, 
but  would  really  put  in  those  words.    He 
was  sure  he  wished  to   act  impartially 
between  the  parties  concerned  upon  this 
woint. 
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Tbllbbs  fob  thb  Aybs — Mr. 
Whiteley  and  Bfr.  J.  A. 
Peasa 


NOES. 


Aubrey- Fletcher,  Rt.  Hn.  SirH. 
Balcarres,  Lord 

Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Baring,  Hon.  Guy  (Winchester) 
Barrie,  H.  T.  (Londonderry,N.) 
Beach,  Hn.MichaelHugh  Hicks 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Bridgeman,  W.  Clive 
Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 
Carson,  Bt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Castlereagh,  Viscount 
Cave,  George 

Cavendish,Rt.Hon. Victor  C.W 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
Cecil,  LordR.  (Marylebone,  E.) 
Cor  belt,  A.Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Oaig,  Charles  Curti8(Antrim,S 


Craik,  Sir  Henry 

Douglas,  Rt.  H4NI.  A.  Akers 

Fell,  Arthur 

Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 

Fletcher,  J.  S. 

Haddock,  George  R. 

Hamilton,  Marquess  of 

Hardy,Lfturpnce  (Kent,Ashford 

Hervey,   F.WF(BuryS.Edm*ds 

Hill,  Sir  Clement  (Shrewsbury) 

Hills,  J.  W. 

Hunt,  Rowland 

Keswick,  William 

Lambert,  George 

Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Dulwich) 

Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 

Mason,  James  F.  (Windsor) 

Morpeth,  Viscount 


Nicholson,  Wm.  G.  {PetersMdt 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Rawlinson,  John  Frederick  P. 
Roberts,  S.  (Sheffield,  Ecolesall 
Salter,  Artbur  Clavell 
Smith,F.E.(Liverpool,  Walton) 
Steu-key,  John  R. 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(OxfdUiiiv) 
Thomson,  W.Mitchell-  (Lanark) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tumour,  Viscount 
WiUiams,  CoL  R.  (Dorset,  W.) 
Wortley,Rt.  Bon.  0.  B.  Staait- 

Tbllbbs  fob  thb  Noes — 
Vtscount  Valentia  mad  Mr. 
Forster. 


Question,  "That  the  words  *not  ex- 
ceeding three'  be  there  inserted,"  put 
accordingly,  and  negatived. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  moved  to  report 
Progress.  They  had  been  in  the  House, 
he  said,  since  twelve  o'clock  r  it  had 
been  a  long  and  tiring  day ;  and  at 
that  late  hour  it  was  not  worth  while 
going  on  with  another  Amendment. 

Mr.  SHACKLBTON  asked  the  Patron- 
age Secretary  when  the  Government 
proposed  to  take  the  Bill  again. 

Mr.  GEORGE  WHITELEY  (York- 
shire, W.R.,  Pudsey)  said  it  was  rather 
difficult  to  say.  The  Government  were 
very  anxious  that  the  Committee  stage 
of  the  Bill  should  be  finished  before 
the  holidays.  The  Bill,  however,  could 
not  be  taken  before  Friday,  but  it 
would  be  put  down  as  the  first 
order  on  that  day  and,  if  necessary, 
the  House  would  sit  till  eleven  o'clock  to 
discuss  it.  If  the  Committee  stage  was 
not  finished  by  eleven  o'clock  on  Friday 
night  the  House  would  have  to  devote 
a  good  many  hours  to  it  on  Saturday. 
And  should  the  Committee  stage  be  still 


unfinished  he  was  afraid  it  would  have  to 
go  over  to  October. 

Sir  E.  CARSON:  Might  I  suggest 
that  we  should  sit  on  Sunday  ? 

Mr.  GEORGE  WHITELEY  said  he 
was  afraid  the  rules  of  the  House  did  not 
permit  them  to  do  so.  [Cries  of  "  Yes 
they  do."]  If,  however,  the  Committee 
stage  of  the  BiU  was  not  concluded  on 
Saturday  night  the  Government  mtist 
seriously  consider  the  question  of  taloAg 
it  on  the  Monday  of  the  following  week. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress;  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Sir  Edward 
Carson) — ^put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion   made,    and    Question,  ''That 
this  Howse   do   now    adjourn   until  To- 
morrow." —  Mr,     Whiteky)  —  put,     and 
agreed  to. 

Adjourned  acoordingly  at  five 
ininates  before  Eknroo 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Saturday,  2SthJuly,  1906. 


The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  Clock. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


Perth  Corporation  Gas  Order  Con- 
firmation Bill.  "  To  confirm  a  Provisional 
Order  under  the  Private  Legislation 
Procedure  (Scotland)  Act,  1899,  relating 
to  Perth  Uorporation  Gas,"  presented 
by  Mr.  Sinclair,  and  ordered  ^under 
Section  7  of  the  Act)  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  next. 

Inverclyde  Bequest  Order  Confirma- 
tion Bill.  "To  confirm  a  Provisional 
Order  under  The  Private  Legislation 
Procedure  (Scotland)  Act,  1899,  relating 
to  the  Inverclyde  Bequest,"  presented 
by  Mr.  Sinclair,  and  ordered  ^under 
Section  7  of  the  Act)  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  next. 


PETITIONS 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


BETTING  AND  GAMBLING. 

Petition  from  West  Ham,  for  legisla- 
tion ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 

BILL. 

Petitions  against;  From  Deddington; 
and  Ossington ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 
BILL  (RELIGIOUS  TEACHING.) 

Petition  from  Prestwich,  against  altera- 
tion of;Law ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 

BILL 

Two  Petitions  from  St.    Helens,  for 
alteration ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

POISONS.      AND      PHARMACY      BILL 

[LORDS.] 

Petitions  from  Sunderland,  for  altera- 
tion ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

VOL  CLXII.    [Fourth  Series.] 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD. 

Copy  presented,  of  Thirty-fifth  Annual 
Report  of  the  Local  (Joverament  Board, 
1905-6  [by  Command];  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

METROPO!  JTAN  WATER  BOARD. 

Copy  presented,  of  Second  Annual 
Report  of  the  Metropolitan  Water  Board 
for  the  year  ending  31st  March  1905  [by 
Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ALKALI,  ETC.,  WORKS   REGULATION 
ACTS,  1881  AND  1892. 

Copy  presented,  of  Forty-second  Annual 
Report  on  Alkali,  etc.,  Works  by  the 
Chief  Inspector,  being  for  1905  [by  Act]  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  289.] 

FACTORY     AND     WORKSHOPS    ACTS 
(PERIOD  OF  EMPLOYMENT). 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  dated  24th 
July,  1906,  made  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  in  pursu- 
ance of  Section  36  of  the  Factory  and 
Workshop  Act,  1901,  revoking  on  Order 
of  the  12th  January,  1884,  and  granting: 
a  special  exception  as  regards  the  period 
of  employment  of  women  and  young 
persons  in  Factories  in  the  county  of 
London,  in  which  letterpress  bookbinding 
is  carried  on  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

FACTORY    AND     WORKSHOPS     ACTS 
(PERIOD  OF  EMPLOYMENT). 

Copy  presented,  of  Order,  dated  24th 
July,  1906,  made  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  in  pursu- 
ance of  Section  36  of  the  Factory  and 
Workshop  Act,  1901,  revoking  certain 
previous  Orders,  and  granting  a  special 
exception  for  a  period  of  one  year  as 
regards  the  hours  of  employment  of 
women  and  young  persons  in  certain 
classes  of  Factories  and  Workshops  [by 
Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

CIVIL    SERVANTS     (RETFREMENT   AT 
THE  AGE  OF  SIXTY-FIVE). 

Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
[ordered  27th  July ;  Mr.  McKenna] ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  290.] 
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QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED   WITH   THE   VOTES. 


Scottish     Ohnrches     Oommission— Sug- 
gested Interim  Beport. 

Sir  T.  GLEN^OATS  (Renfrewshire, 
W.) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether  he  can  now  make  a  statement  as 
to  the  date  of  the  Report  of  the  Scottish 
Churches  Commission;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  inconvenience  caused  by  the 
delay,  the  Commission,  though  not  yet 
able  to  report  on  all  congregational  pro- 
perty, will  issue  an  interim  Report  deal- 
ing with  general  Church  property. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Sinclair.)  I  cannot  do 
better  than  refer  my  hon.  friend  to  the 
full  statement  made  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Scottish  Churches  Commission  in 
another  place,  on  the  20th  instant,  t 

Date  of  Transfer  of  Treasnry  Official  to 
Board  of  Education. 

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL  (Staffordshire, 
Kings winford):  To  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Education,  on  what  date  the 
transfer  of  officials  from  the  Board  to  the 
Treasury,  in  respect  of  Clause  25  of  the 
Education  Bill  will  take  place. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  BirrelL)  I  have  at 
present  no  information  to  give  on  the 
subject. 

Madras  Estates  Land  Bill. 
Mr.  REES  (Montgomery  Boroughs) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Madras 
Estates  Land  Bill,  now  before  the  Legisla- 
tive Council  of  the  (rovernor  of  Madras,pro- 
vides  that  every  ryot  now  in  possession, 
or  who  shall  hereafter  be  admitted  to 
possession,  of  public  cultivable  land  shall 
oe  deemed  to  have  a  permanent  right  of 
occupancy  in  his  holding ;  whether  Lord 
Hartington  and  Lord  Kimberley  vetoed  a 
similar  provision  when  proposed  for 
Bengal ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  ensure  that  the  distinction 
between  resident  or  permanent^  and  non- 
resident or  temporary,  cultivator  is  duly 
considered  before  the  Bill  in  its  present 
shape  is  passed  into  Law. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Morley.)  The 
Bill,  since  its  introduction  into  the  Madras 


Legislative  Council  in  March  1905,  has 
undergone  very  full  consideration  and 
extensive  revision  by  a  Select  Committee, 
and  before  proceeding  further  with  it  the 
Madras  Government  are  submitting  it  for 
opinion  to  the  High  Court.  I  must 
reserve  my  opinion  on  the  subject  for  the 
present.  The  circumstances  of  Bengal,  I 
am  advised,  are  not  completely  analogous 
to  those  of  Madras. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


t  See  (4)  Debater,  clxi.,  659  et  seq. 


Bosyth  Water  Supply. 

Major  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY  (St. 
Andrews  Burghs) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether  the 
arrangements  for  the  water  supply  for 
the  new  naval  base  at  Rosyth  are  com- 
plete and  satisfactory. 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr.  Edmund  Robertson,  Dun- 
dee) :  Satisfactory  arrangements  for  water 
supply  have  been  made  with  the  Fife 
County  Council,  whose  works  are  well  in 
hand.  There  is  every  reason  to  believe 
that  when  the  work  is  completed  the 
water  supply  will  be  satisfactory. 

H.M.S.  <'Montagn." 

Mr.  COURTHOPE  (Sussex,  Rve) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admir- 
alty what  is  the  estimated  cost  of 
the  salvage  operations  of  H.M.S.  "  Mon- 
tagu " ;  and  what  is  the  estimated  value 
of  that  battleship  if  successfully  salved. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON :  I  have 
answered  this  Question  five  or  six  times 
already.  I  can  only  say  I  have  nothing  to 
add  to  my  reply  to  a  similar  Question 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Yarmouth  on 
July  19th.t 

Subsidised  Liners. 

Mr.  fell  (Great  Yarmouth) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  the  guns  and  fittings  are  ready 
for  the  ships  which  are  liable  to  be  taken 
over  by  the  Government  in  time  of  war  ; 
and  particularly  whether  the  guns  and 
fittings  are  ready  for  the  new  Cunard 
ships  which  are  being  built  under  engage- 
ment to  the  Government. 

t  See  (4)  Debates,  dxL,  378. 
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Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  :  This 
^uertion  should  have  been  addressed  to 
the  Admiralty.  The  reply  is  in  the 
aflirmatiTe. 

Axmy  Horses* 

Major  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY  (St. 
Andrews  Burghs) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether,  in 
view  of  the  increase  of  motor  traffic  and 
the  decrease  of  the  number  of  horses  fit 
lor  military  purposes  in  time  of  war,  the 
Government  will  consider  the  advisability 
«f  forming  breeding  establishments,  such 
as  are  in  general  use  in  Austria-Hungary, 
Germany,  France,  and  other  countries. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Haldane,  Haddington) :  At 
present  the  War  Office  is  able  to  procure 
without  difficulty  all  the  horses  necessary 
for  peace  establishments,  and  in  the  event 
<if  war  in  the  near  future,  it  is  believed 
that  arrangements  could  be  made  to 
supply  the  animals  that  would  be  re- 
qoirea.  The  formation  and  maintenance 
of  horse-breeding  establishments,  such  as 
exist  in  some  other  European  countries, 
would  entail  a  large  initial  and  annual 
oatlav,  which  present  conditions  do  not 
justify. 

Jteserre  of  Ghrns  and  Ammunition. 

Mr.  fell  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  he  will 
take  the  opportunity  presented  by  the 
saving  to  l^  effected  on  the  Army  Esti- 
mates to  create  a  reserve  of  guns  and 
ammunition  which  cannot  be  created  in 
time  of  war,  and  which  are  maintained 
in  this  country  in  a  condition  quite 
below  the  standard  of  a  first-class  Power. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  The  reserves  of 
guns  and  ammunition  which  are  already 
•available  or  in  course  of  supply  are 
<x>nsidered  adequate. 


Army 

Mr.  fell  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
of  State  for  War  whether  the  Govern- 
ment, having  decided,  since  the  Army 
Estimates  for  the  year  were  voted, 
materially  to  decrease  the  same,  will  not 
•also,  under  certain  other  conditions  which 
may  arise  during  the  recess,  undertake 
to  alter  the  numbers  of  the  Army  and 
the  Army  Estimates  back  again  to  the 
number  and  amount  originally  voted  by 
Parliament. 


Mr.  HALDANE:  The  hon.  Member 
is  under  a  misapprehension.  The  Govern- 
ment  have  not  decided  to  reduce  the 
Army  Estimates  for  the  current  year — 
which  remain  as  voted  by  the  House. 

Lord  BALCARRES  (Lancashire, 
Chorley) :  Do  we  understana  there  is  to 
be  no  reduction  of  the  Estimates  for  the 
year  1906-7  t 

Mr.  HALDANE:  If  the  noble  Lord 
means  "  reduction  "  there  will  be  none ; 
but  if  he  means  *'  saving,"  then  I  say  it 
is  highly  probable  that  money  may  be 
saved. 

The  Brigade  of  Guards. 
Mr.  GOURTHOPE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  which  bat- 
talion of  the  Brigade  of  Guards  has  the 
highest  musketry  figure  of  merit. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  The  battalion  of 
the  Brigade  of  Guards  which  obtained 
the  highest  average  for  the  year  1905  is 
the  2nd  Battalion  Scots  Guards. 

Mr.  GOURTHOPE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  which 
battalion  of  the  Brigade  of  Guards  was 
most  successful  in  the  recent  National 
Rifle  Association  meeting  at  Bisley  ;  what 
competitions  were  won  by  that  battalion ; 
and  whether  those  competitions  were 
open  to  the  whole  British  Army. 

Mr.  HALDANE :  The  War  Office  has 
no  official  information  concerning  the 
competitions,  entries  and  scores  at  rifle 
prize  meetings. 

Mr.  GOURTHOPE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  which 
battalion  of  the  Brigade  of  Guards  has 
the  highest  figure  of  merit  for  signalling ; 
and  what  position  that  battalion  occupies 
in  the  whole  of  the  British  Army  in 
regard  to  signalling. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  The  1st  Battalion 
Grenadier  Guards  gained  the  highest 
figure  of  merit  for  signalling  during  the 
last  inspection  and  is  also  placed  first  in 
list  of  battalions  of  the  Home  and 
Colonial  Establishments. 

Mr.  GOURTHOPE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  a 
battalion    of    the  Guards'    Brigade    on 
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QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED   WITH  THE   VOTES. 


Scottish     Ohnrches     OommiBsion— Sug- 
gested Interim  Beport. 

Sir  T.  GLEN^OATS  (Renfrewshire, 
W.) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether  he  can  now  make  a  statement  as 
to  the  date  of  the  Report  of  the  Scottish 
Churches  Commission;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  inconvenience  caused  by  the 
delay,  the  Commission,  though  not  yet 
able  to  report  on  all  congregational  pro- 
perty, will  issue  an  interim  Report  deal- 
ing with  general  Church  property. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Sinclair.)  I  cannot  do 
better  than  refer  my  hon.  friend  to  the 
full  statement  made  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Scottish  Churches  Commission  in 
another  place,  on  the  20th  instant,  t 

Date  of  Transfer  of  Treasury  Official  to 
Board  of  Education. 

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL  (Staffordshire, 
Kingswinford) :  To  ask  the  President  of 
the  ^ard  of  Education,  on  what  date  the 
transfer  of  officials  from  the  Board  to  the 
Treasury,  in  respect  of  Clause  25  of  the 
Education  Bill  will  take  place. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  I  have  at 
present  no  information  to  give  on  the 
subject. 

Madras  Estates  Land  Bill. 
Mr.  REES  (Montgomery  Boroughs) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Madras 
Estates  Land  Bill,  now  before  the  Legisla- 
tive Council  of  the  (rovemor  of  Madras,pro- 
vides  that  every  ryot  now  in  possession, 
or  who  shall  hereafter  be  admitted  to 
possession,  of  public  cultivable  land  shall 
oe  deemed  to  have  a  permanent  right  of 
occupancy  in  his  holding ;  whether  Lord 
Hartington  and  Lord  Kimberley  vetoed  a 
similar  provision  when  proposed  for 
Bengal ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  ensure  that  the  distinction 
between  resident  or  permanent,  and  non- 
resident or  temporary,  cultivator  is  duly 
considered  before  the  Bill  in  its  present 
shape  is  passed  into  Law. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Morley.)  The 
Bill,  since  its  introduction  into  the  Madras 

t  Soe  (4)  Debates,  clxi.,  559  et  seq. 


Legislative  Council  in  March  1905,  has 
undergone  very  full  consideration  and 
extensive  revision  by  a  Select  Committee, 
and  before  proceeding  further  with  it  the 
Madras  Government  are  submitting  it  for 
opinion  to  the  High  Court.  I  must 
reserve  my  opinion  on  the  subject  for  the 
present  The  circumstances  of  Bengal,  I 
am  advised,  are  not  completely  analogous 
to  those  of  Madras. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


Bosyth  Water  Supply. 

Major  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY  (St. 
Andrews  Burghs) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether  the 
arrangements  for  the  water  supply  for 
the  new  naval  base  at  Rosyth  are  com- 
plete and  satisfactory. 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr.  Edmund  Robertson,  Dun- 
dee) :  Satisfactory  arrangements  for  water 
supply  have  been  made  with  the  Fife 
County  Council,  whose  works  are  well  in 
hand.  There  is  everv  reason  to  believe 
that  when  the  work  is  completed  the 
water  supply  will  be  satisfactory. 

H.M.S.  ''Montagu." 

Mr.  COURTHOPE  (Sussex,  Rve) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admir- 
alty what  is  the  estimated  cost  of 
the  salvage  operations  of  H.M.S.  **  Mon- 
tagu '' ;  and  what  is  the  estimated  value 
of  that  battleship  if  successfully  salved. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON :  I  have 
answered  this  Question  five  or  six  times 
already.  I  can  only  say  I  have  nothing  to 
add  to  my  reply  to  a  similar  Question 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Yarmouth  on 
July  19th.t 

Subsidised  Liners. 

Mr.  fell  (Great  Yarmouth) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  the  guns  and  fittings  are  ready 
for  the  ships  which  are  liable  to  be  taken 
over  by  the  Government  in  time  of  war  ; 
and  particularly  whether  the  guns  and 
fittings  are  ready  for  the  new  Cunard 
ships  which  are  being  built  under  engage- 
ment to  the  Government. 

t  See  (4)  Debates,  dxL,  378. 
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Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON:   Thisi 
^uertioii  should  have  been  addressed  to 
the  Admiralty.      The  reply  is  in    the 
aflirmatiTe. 

Axmy  Horses* 

Major  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY  (St. 
Andrews  Burghs) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether,  in 
view  of  the  increase  of  motor  traffic  and 
the  decrease  of  the  number  of  horses  fit 
lor  military  purposes  in  time  of  war,  the 
Government  will  consider  the  advisability 
«f  forming  breeding  establishments,  such 
as  are  in  general  use  in  Austria-Hungary, 
Germany,  France,  and  other  countries. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Haldane,  Haddington) :  At 
present  the  War  Office  is  able  to  procure 
without  difficulty  all  the  horses  necessary 
for  peace  establishments,  and  in  the  event 
<if  war  in  the  near  future,  it  is  believed 
that  arrangements  could  be  made  to 
supply  the  animals  that  would  be  re- 
quired. The  formation  and  maintenance 
of  horse-breeding  establishments,  such  as 
exist  in  some  other  European  countries, 
would  entail  a  large  initial  and  annual 
oatlav,  which  present  conditions  do  not 
justify. 

Jteserre  of  Ghrns  and  Ammunition. 

Mr.  fell  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  he  will 
take  the  opportunity  presented  by  the 
saving  to  he  effected  on  the  Army  Esti- 
mates to  create  a  reserve  of  guns  and 
ammunition  which  cannot  be  created  in 
time  of  war,  and  which  are  maintained 
in  this  country  in  a  condition  quite 
below  the  standard  of  a  first-class  Power. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  The  reserves  of 
guns  and  ammunition  which  are  already 
•available  or  in  course  of  supply  are 
<x>nsidered  adequate. 

Army  Estimates. 

Mr.  fell  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
of  State  for  War  whether  the  Govern- 
ment, having  decided,  since  the  Army 
Estimates  for  the  year  were  voted, 
materially  to  decrease  the  same,  will  not 
•also^  under  certain  other  conditions  which 
may  arise  during  the  recess,  undertake 
to  alter  the  numbers  of  the  Army  and 
the  Army  Estimates  back  a^ain  to  the 
■number  and  amount  originally  voted  by 
Parliament. 


Mr.  HALDANE:  The  hon.  Member 
is  under  a  misapprehension.  The  Grovem- 
ment  have  not  decided  to  reduce  the 
Army  Estiniates  for  the  current  year — 
which  remain  as  voted  by  the  House. 

Lord  BALCARRES  (Lancashire, 
Chorley) :  Do  we  understana  there  is  to 
be  no  reduction  of  the  Estimates  for  the 
year  1906-7  t 

Mr.  HALDANE :  If  the  noble  Lord 
means  ''  reduction  "  there  will  be  none ; 
but  if  he  means  "  saving,"  then  I  say  it 
is  highly  probable  that  money  may  be 
saved. 

The  Brigade  of  Guards. 
Mr.  GOURTHOPE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  which  bat- 
talion of  the  Brigade  of  Guards  has  the 
highest  musketry  figure  of  merit. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  The  battalion  of 
the  Brigade  of  Guards  which  obtained 
the  highest  average  for  the  year  1905  is 
the  2nd  Battalion  Scots  Guards. 

Mr.  GOURTHOPE :  I  begto  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  which 
battalion  of  the  Brigade  of  Guards  was 
most  successful  in  the  recent  National 
Rifle  Association  meeting  at  Bisley ;  what 
competitions  were  won  by  that  battalion ; 
and  whether  those  competitions  were 
open  to  the  whole  British  Army. 

Mr.  HALDANE :  The  War  Office  has 
no  official  information  concerning  the 
competitions,  entries  and  scores  at  rifle 
prize  meetings. 

Mr.  GOURTHOPE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  which 
battalion  of  the  Brigade  of  Guards  has 
the  highest  figure  of  merit  for  signalling ; 
and  what  position  that  battalion  occupies 
in  the  whole  of  the  British  Army  in 
regard  to  signalling. 

Mr.  HALDANE :  The  1st  Battalion 
Grenadier  Guards  gained  the  highest 
figure  of  merit  for  signalling  during  the 
li^t  inspection  and  is  also  placed  first  in 
list  of  battalions  of  the  Home  and 
Colonial  Establishments. 

Mr.  GOURTHOPE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  a 
battalion    of    the  Guards'    Brigade    on 
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mobilisation  costs  the  country  more  or 

less  than  a  line  battalion. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  The  pay  of  the 
Guards  is  slightly  higher  than  that  of 
Infantry  of  the  Line.  In  all  other 
respects  the  cost  of  a  mobilised  battalion 
of  Guards  is  the  same  as  that  of  a  mobi- 
lised line  battelion. 

Mr.  COURTHOPE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  the 
battalion  of  the  Brigade  of  Guards  which 
he  proposes  to  disband  were  selected 
owing  to  inefficiency,  or  for  what  other 
reason. 

Mr  HALDANE  :  I  have  already  fuUy 
explained  to  the  House  the  reasons 
for  the  selection  of  the  battahons  con- 
cerned  in  my  speech  on  Army  Estimates, 
to  which  I  have  nothing  to  add. 

Bnniakillen  Military  Station. 
Mr  FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  any  d^ision 
has  been  come  to  as  to  retaming  Ennis- 
killen  as  a  military  head  quarters  station. 

Mr.  HALDANE :  This  matter  is  still 
under  consideration. 

Chinese  Ooolie  Repatriation. 
Mr  FETHERSTONHAUGH :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  the  republication  of 
Repatriation  Ordinance  has  been  any  more 
guiJcessful  than  the  original  publication  in 
inducing  the  Chinese  coolies  m  the  Trans- 
vaal to  realise  that  they  wish  to  be  sent 
back  to  China. 
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and  to  the  fact  that  the  Colony  is  pre^ 
pared  to  raise  a  loan  for  this  purposi^  ho- 
can  state  whether  this  extension  will  be- 
proceeded  with ;  and,  if  so,  when. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  The  whole  ques- 
tion of  railway   extenstion  in  northernr 
and   southern  Nigeria  is  being  closely 
considered  with  a    view    to  early   and 
eflfective  action.     I  should  hope  that  it 
would  be  possible  to  make  definite  and 
complete  statements  in  both  Houses  when 
Parliament  re-assembles  for  the  autumn 
session.      Meanwhile  no  time  is  being 
lost ;  for  the  Lagos  Railway  is,  as  m^ 
hon.  friend  is  aware,  now  being  pushed 
forward  through  the  cotton  country  to 
Oshogbo,  and  it  will  not  reach  that  places 
until  the  end  of  the  year. 


Thb UNDER-SECRETARY  OF 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mi\ 
Churchill,  Manchester,  N.W.) j  Lord 
Selbome  has  not  as  yet  reported  the  present, 
result  of  the  publication  of  the  amended 
notice. 


Railway  Extensions  in  Sonthem      _ 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  the  contracts  for 
the  contemplated  railway  extensions  in 
Southern  Nigeria  will  be  put  out  to 
public  tender,  or,  if  not,  in  what  manner 
it  is  proposed  to  carry  out  the  construction. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  The  methods  by 
which  any  further  railway  construction  in 
Nigeria  may  be  effected  are  an  integral 
part  of  the  general  statement  which  I 
expect  to  make  in  the  autumn. 

Beligions  Processions  in  Malta- 
Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  (Down,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  he  is  in  a 
position  to  lay  further  Correspondence 
upon  the  Table  between  the  Government 
and  the  Gk)vernor  of  Malta  with  reference 
to  the  case  of  the  Rev.  John  M'NeilL 


Mr.  CHURCHILL :  No,  Sir ;  not  at 


Extension  of  La«os  Railway. 
Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  fact 
that  the  unofficial  members  of  Council  m 
Lagos  have  unanimously  asked  that  the 
railway  from  Lagos  to  Ibadan,  which  is 
now  being  extended  to  Oshogbo,  should 
be  further  extended  to  Jebba  vid  Ilonn, 


Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  :  Are  we  not  to 
have  these  Papers  before  the  Colonial 
Vote  is  taken  1  Are  we  to  be  kept  in  the 
dark? 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  explained  that 
already  one  set  of  Papers  had  been  laid, 
and  that  the  correspondence  still  in 
progress  must  be  completed  before  the 
Secretary  of  State  could,  on  a  complete 
survey  of  it,  decide  what,  if  any,  could 
be  published. 
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Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  asked  whether 
^be  letter  from  the  Oovernment  to  the 
€U>vernor  of  Malta  would  be  laid  on  the 
Table.  The  ri^bt  hon.  Gentleman  had 
-carefully  evaded— [Cries  of  "  Order."] 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
iias  got  a  very  fair  Answer. 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  asked  again 
^whether  the  letter  to  the  Governor  of 
Malta  would  be  laid  on  the  Table. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
most  give  notice  of  the  Question. 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT :  For  Monday, 
£irt 

Mr.  NIELD  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  I 
'beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  he  can  give  an 
-approidmate  date  when  it  will  be  possible 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
Return  moved  for  in  February  last,  and 
•ordered  to  be  made  as  to  the  countries 
within  the  Empire  where  coolie  labour  is 
employed,  and  the  conditions  regulating 
the  same,  and  also  regulating  the  housing 
•of  such  coolies. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  It  U  hoped  that 
it  may  be  found  possible  to  complete  the 
Return  during  the  course  of  the  Autumn 
session;  but  we  are,  of  course,  entirely 
•dependent  on  the  replies  from  the 
Colonies,  several  of  which  have  not  yet 
reached  us. 

Yenesnelan  Tariffs. 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  the  existing  surtax  of  30 
per  cent,  on  all  goods  shipped  from  the 
West  Indies  to  Venezuelan  ports,  which 
was  imposed  by  President  Castro's  Gov- 
ernment, is  a  contravention  of  existing 
treaties;  and,  if  so,  what  steps  His 
Majesty's  Oovernment  propose  to  take  to 
secure  its  removal 

Thk  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  RuNCi- 
iiAN,  Dewsbury ;  for  Sir  Edward  Grey)  : 
Ever  since  the  surtax  was  imposed  in 
1881,  this  Government  have  considered 
it  contrary  to  Article  4  of  the  Treaty  of 
1825.  His  Majest/s  Government  are 
not  at  present  prepared  to  take  any  steps 
different  from  those  taken  by  their  pre- 
deoeasors,  which  were  to  attempt  to 
Mttle  the  question  by  negotiation. 


Britiih  Shipowners'  Olaims  against 

Russia* 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the 
claims  of  British  shipowners  in  respect 
of  ships  sunk  in  the  course  of  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Russian  Navy  against  the 
enemy  during  the  war  between  Russia 
and  Japan,  have  yet  been  settled ;  and  if 
he  will  give  the  terms  of  the  settlements. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  Negotiations  are 
still  proceeding  with  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment in  respect  of  these  claims,  but  no 
settlement  has  yet  been  arrived  at. 

Tea  Duty  Rebates. 

Mr.  NIELD:  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  what  was 
the  sum  returned  by  the  Commissioners 
of  Customs  in  respect  of  duty  paid  on 
tea  between  the  date  of  the  financial 
statement  and  the  fixed  date  for  the 
reduced  duty  coming  into  operation; 
and  whether  there  are  any  outstanding 
unadmitted  claims  for  such  returns,  and 
the  total  amount  thereof. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  ASQUITH,  Fifeshire,  E.) : 
The  concession  applied  only  fco  tea  duty 
paid  on  May  Ist  last  before  the  altera- 
tion of  date  was  announced.  The 
amount  of  duty  returned  to  merchants 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Customs  in 
respect  of  such  tea  was  as  follows,  viz : — 

(a)  On  Tea  which  had  not      £     s.  d. 
been  delivered  from  or  was 
returned  into,  bonded  ware- 
houses, the  whole  duty  of 
edperlb.  -        -        -12,006  1  0 

(b)  On  Tea  delivered  from 
bond,  as  to  which  proof  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Customs 
had  been  adduced  that  it 
did  not  go  into  consumption 
prior  to  May  14th,  1906, 
the  amount  of  the  differ- 
ence between  the  former 
and     the     reduced    duty 

=ld.  per  lb.     -        -        -  7,495  19  1 

19,502    0  1 


The  Tea  which  was  returned  into  bond 
falls  to  be  duty  paid  at  5d.  per  lb.  if 
cleared    for    home    consumption.     This 
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will  produce  £10,005  Os.  lOd.,  thus 
reducing  the  net  cost  of  the  concession 
to  £9,496  19s.  3d.  There  is  only  one  out- 
standing claim,  amounting  to  £4,  which 
is  still  under  examination. 

Unproductive  Prison  Labour. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  :  On  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Thanet  Division 
of  Kent,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  if  he 
can  state  the  number  of  cranks,  tread- 
wheels,  and  other  machines  of  unpro- 
ductive labour  now  in  use  in  His 
Majesty's  prisons  in  England  and  Wales. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone, Leeds,  W.) :  Unproductive  labour 
on  tread-wheels  or  cranks  has  been 
discontinued  at  all  the  prisons  for  some 
years  past.  At  three  prisons  water  has 
to  be  orawn  for  the  use  of  the  prison  by 
wheels  or  cranks ;  but  this  is  an  ordinary 
prison  service  and  not  a  form  of  hard 
labour. 

South  Wales— Superintending  Inspector 

oiMines. 

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL  (Staffordshire, 
Kingswinford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
what  salary  will  be  paid  to  the  Superin- 
tending Inspector  of  Mines  in  South 
Wales,  and  upon  what  date  the  appoint- 
ment was  gazetted. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Mr.  Atkinson 
will  continue  to  receive  the  salary  which 
he  had  when  inspector  in  charge  of  a 
district,  that  is,  £900  a  year ;  and,  in  ad- 
dition, in  consideration  of  the  special 
nature  of  his  new  duties  and  also  of  his 
undertaking  such  editorial  work  as  may 
be  required  in  connection  with  the 
Annual  Greneral  Report  on  Mines  and 
Quarries,  I  have  assigned  to  him  a  special 
allowance  of  £100  which  was  at  my 
disposal.  No  Gazette  notice  of  the  ap- 
pointment is  required  by  the  Act,  but  a 
special  circular  will  be  issued  to  all  owners 
of  mines  and  quarries  in  the  Cardiff  and 
Swansea  districts,  announcing  the  ap- 
pointment. 

Lord  BALCARRES  :  When  will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  be  able  to 
make  his  promised  statement  as  to 
the  extension  of  the  system  'i 


Mr.  GLAJDSTONE:  The  matter  is 
now  being  inquired  into.  I  do  not- 
suppose  the  inquiry  will  take  long. 

Insurance  against  Workmen's 
Compensation. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  H.):{1 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the* 
Home  Department  whether  he  is  now  in 
a  position  to  supply  information  showing 
what  will  be  the  estimated  additionid 
cost  of  insurance  in  the  coal,  ironstone,, 
mining,  engineering,  shipbuilding,  and 
textile  industries  respectively,  resulting 
from  the  reduction  of  the  qualifying 
period  in  Clause  1  of  the  Workmen's 
Clompensation  Bill  from  fourteen  to  thred- 
days ;  and  if  he  can  also  give  the  cost  of 
reduction  from  fourteen  to  seven  days. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  it  was  rather 
difficult  to  arrive  at  anything  like  a- 
satisfactory  estimate  on  this  matter. 
This  Question  was  only  put  down  on  ther 
previous  day,  and  he  haa  not  had  time  Uy 
go  into  the  matter.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  repeat  it  next  week. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  reminded  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  originally  raised 
the  point  in  May  last,  and  he  then  said 
he  hoped  to  be  able  to  furnish  the  in- 
formation. 

Case  of  Dr.  John  Bate  Bawden. 

Mr.  BOWLES  (Lambeth,  Norwood)  r 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  cialled  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
General  Medical  Council  in  the  recent 
case  of  Dr.  John  Bate  Bawden  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  though  proved  to  have 
committed  only  a  slight  infraction  of 
etiquette,  which  he  engaged  not  to  repeat.. 
Dr.  Bawden's  name  has  been  removed 
from  the  medical  register  on  the  ground 
that  he  was  guilty  of  infamous  conduct 
in  a  professional  respect ;  and  whether^ 
in  view  of  the  power  of  the  Greneral 
Medical  Council  to  adjudge  as  infamoua 
any  conduct  of  which  it  disapproves,  and 
the  absence  of  any  appeal  or  other 
remedy  to  the  victims  of  such  judgmenta^ 
he  is  prepared  to  introduce  legislation 
limiting  the  powers  of  this  Council  to 
bringing  cases  of  unprofessional  conduct 
before  a  Divisional  Oiurt. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  informed  byr 
the   Registrar   of  the   General  Medical 
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Council  that  the  Council,  after  a  pro- 
longed and  careful  trial,  at  which  the 
accused  practitioner  was  present  and 
gave  evidence  on  his  own  behalf,  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  a  grave  pro- 
fessional offence  had  been  committed  by 
Dr.  Bawden.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
introduce  legislation  on  the  lines 
suggested. 

Gaptain  Clive  Bigham  and  the  Motor  Oar 

Commission. 

Mr.  NIELD:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
driver  of  Captain  Clive  Bigham  was,  in 
September  last,  sent  to  prison  for  driving 
a  motor  car  to  the  public  danger ;  and 
will  he  say  whether,  as  Secretary  of  the 
Motor  Car  Commission,  Captain  Clive 
Bigham  had  any  control  or,  in  fact, 
exercised  any  control  over  the  evidence 
given  or  tendered  before  that  Commission. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Captain  Bigham 
informs  me  that  a  driver  temporarily  in  his 
employ  was  convicted  in  September,  1905, 
of  driving  to  the  common  danger  in  the 
High  Street,  Eton.  He  himself  was  not 
present.  He  dismissed  the  man  in 
consequence  of  this  offence,  as  he  had 
previously  warned  him  about  driving 
carefully.  As  to  the  last  part  of  the 
Question,  I  have  no  information,  but  I  see 
no  reason  to  doubt  that  Lord  Selby  and 
his  colleagues  on  the  Commission 
followed  the  usual  course  in  the  discharge 
of  their  duties. 

Ballysadare  Bay  Foreshore. 

Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  claim  of  a  man  named 
MHSloin  to  ownership  of  a  portion  of  the 
foreshore  of  Ballysadare  Bay,  county 
Sligo,  and  to  exclude  fishermen  from 
anchoring  their  boats  there ;  and  if  he 
will  communicate  with  the  local  coast- 
guard officer  for  a  report  on  the  subject, 
and  give  the  necessary  instructions  for 
protection  of  the  rights  of  the  public  and 
the  Crown. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Mr.  Lloyd-George,  Carnarvon 
Boroughs) :  I  understand  that  Mr. 
M^Gloin's  claim  to  certain  property  did 
not  extend  to  any  foreshore ;  but  I  will 
ask  the   local  coastguard    officer  for  a 


further  report  as  to  whether  there  has 
been  any  interference  with  the  rights  of 
the  Crown  or  the  user  by  the  public  of 
the  foreshore  in  question. 

Lancashire  Justices. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
whether  he  will  state  the  number  of 
Justices  of  the  Peace  appointed  within 
the  Duchy  since  his  appointment  as 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy. 

The  chancellor  of  the  DUCHY 
OF  LANCASTER  (Sir  Henry  Fowler, 
Wolverhampton,  E.) :  One  hundred  and 
sixty-eight. 

New  War  Offtce. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY:  On  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Thanet  Division 
of  Kent  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  whether  he  can 
state  when  the  new  War  Office  buildings 
in  Whitehall  will  be  available  for  the  use 
of  the  department. 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Harcourt,  Lancashire, 
Rossendale) :  It  is  not  expected  that  the 
new  buildings  will  be  occupied  before 
Christmas. 

Victoria  Memorial. 

Mr.  CLAUSE  HAY :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  when 
the  statue  of  Her  late  Majesty  Queen 
Victoria,  in  connection  with  the  Victoria 
Memorial  in  the  Mall,  will  be  erected. 

*Mr.  harcourt  :  I  am  unable  to  fix 
a  date.  It  depends  upon  the  progress 
made  by  the  sculptor,  and  the  rapidity 
with  which  the  marble  is  supplied. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  :  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  the  House  any  idea 
whether  it  will  be  this  year,  next  year  or 
the  year  after  ? 

*Mr.  harcourt  :  It  wiU  not  be 
this  year.  * 

XJnproductiye  Labour  in  Scottish 
iPrisons* 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY :  On  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Thanet  Division 
of  Kent,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  if  he  can  state  the  number  of 
cranks,  treadwheels,  and  other  machines 
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of  unproductive  labour  now  in  use  in 
His  Majesty's  prisons  in  Scotland. 

The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Sinclair,  Forfarshire) :  There  are 
not  any  such  machines  in  use  in  the 
prisons  of  Scotland. 

German  Gipsies  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whether 
he  is  aware  that  bands  of  German  gipsies 
are  still  causing  alarm  in  various  districts 
of  Scotland ;  and  whether  he  will  take 
further  action  to  abate  this  nuisance. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR :  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  give  information  as  to  the  districts 
where  annoyance  has  recently  been 
caused  the  matter  shall  be  investigated. 

Dublin  Beyaluation. 
Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  he  has  yet  made  the 
necessary  financial  arrangements  to  en- 
able the  revaluation  of  Dublin  to  be 
proceeded  with. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  provision  neces- 
sary for  proceeding  with  this  service  has 
been  included  in  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  presented  to  the  House  on  the 
19th  instant. 

Boyal  Commissions. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  if  he  will  state  the 
approximate  cost  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sions appointed  since  he  accepted  office. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Sir  H. 
Campbell-Bannerman,  Stirling  Burghs): 
I  have  no  information  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY:  Cannot  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  obtain  the  infor- 
mation for  the  House  ? 


Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Does  the  hon.  Gentleman  wish  me  to 
send  to  every  Commission  to  know 
exactly  what  expenditure  they  have 
incurred  up  to  date,  or  would  he  like  to 
wait  until  they  have  completed  their 
inquiries  1 


Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY :  One  effective 
way  would  be  to  ascertain  the  charges 
for  rent,  and  for  the  Secretaries. 

Traffic  Board  for  London. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  whether  he  has  received 
any  communication  from  the  London 
County  Council  against  the  establishment 
of  a  traffic  board  for  London,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  recommendation  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  London  Traffic. 

Sir  H:  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No,  Sir. 

The  Stibbert  Bequest. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  whether  he  will  state 
what  progress  has  been  made  in  carrying 
out  the  arrangements  between  the 
British  and  Italian  Gk)vemments,  the 
Municipality  of  Florence,  and  others,  to 
ensure  that  the  works  of  art  and  other 
property  bequeathed  to  the  British  nation 
by  the  late  Mr.  Stibbert,  of  Florence, 
shall  be  available  to  the  public  in  the 
United  Kingdom  or  in  Florence. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I  can  make  no  definite  statement.  Com- 
munications between  the  Government 
and  the  authorities  at  Florence  are  still 
in  progress. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY :  When  will  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  be  in  a  position  to 
give  this  information  which  I  asked  for 
months  ago  ? 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It  does  not  depend  on  me,  but  on  the 
authorities  at  Florence.  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  address  his  question 
to  them,  as  he  could  get  his  answer  more 
readily  on  the  spot. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY;  Will  the 
Government  in  the  public  interest  defray 
my  expenses  if  I  go  out  there  1 

The  National  (Gallery. 
Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  whether  any  change 
was  made  in  the  powers,  duties,  and  pay 
of  the  Director  of  the  National  Gallery 
on  the  appointment  of  the  present 
Director. 
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Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
TSo  change  was  made  on  the  appointment 
of  the  present  Director,  but  his  position 
.and  duties  are  under  consideration. 

Indo-Ohinese  Opium  Traffic. 

Mr.  T.  L.  COEBETT  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  whether  he  intends  to 
introduce  legislation  giving  effect  to  the 
unanimous  vote  of  the  House  of  Commons 
•against  the  opium  traffic  between  India 
4md  China. 


SirH.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN: 
The  answer  is  in  the  negative.  I  do  not 
anticipate  that  legislation  will  be  required 
^  ^ve  effect  to  such  measures  as  His 
Majesty's  Oovemment  may  consider 
-expedient. 

Mr.  T.  L.  COEBETT :  Do  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  give  effect  to  the  un- 
:animous  Vote  of  the  House  1 


Sib  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN : 
That  is  exactly  what  I  said. 

Mr.  T.  L.  COEBETT :  What  does  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  mean  1 

♦Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Member 
lias  had  his  anawen 


Mr.  T.  L.  COEBETT:  And  a  vrey 
unsatisfactory  one,  toa 


,  NATIONAL  GALLERIES  OF  SCOTLAND 
I  BILL. 

Older  for  Second  Eeading  read. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time. 


}» 


JJATIONAL  GALLERIES  OF  SCOTLAND 

BILL. 

Mr.  MOETON  (Sutherland)  asked  r  if 
further  stages  of  the  National  Galleries 
of  Scotland  Bill  were  contemplated  in 
4his  portion  of  the  session  if  it  should  be 
read  a  second  time  to-day.  He  also 
pressed  the  Prime  Minister  to  give  the 
Crofters'  Bill  precedence  over  it. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN 
4aid  there  was  no  intention  of  going 
beyond  the  Second  Eeading  of  this  Bin 
in  this  part  of  the  session.  He  could 
not  change  the  order  of  business  for  that 
day. 


*Mr.  GULLAND  (Dumfries  Burghs) 
expressed  his  pleasure  at  seeing  so  many 
English  Members  present,  and  his  hope 
that  they  would  remain  to  the  end  of  the 
proceedings.  He  was  particularly  glad 
that  this  Bill  had  been  produced,  but  he 
was  sorry  that  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
had  adopted  verbatim  the  Bill  of  his 
predecessor ;  had  he  drafted  a  Bill  of  his 
own,  he  would  have  produced  a  more 
democratic  measure,  and  one  more  in 
accord  with  Scottish  sentiment  as  well  as 
one  more  useful  for  the  purposes  of  Art. 
The  Bill  was  the  outcome  of  the  report 
of  a  Departmental  Committee  which  sat 
in  1903,  a  Committee  which  reported 
very  strongly  on  the  inefficiency  of  the 
present  Board  of  Manufactures.  This 
Board  consisted  of  twenty-eight  trustees 
nominated  by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
for  life.  They  were  no  doubt  most 
excellent  gentlemen  :  they  formed  a  kind 
of  local  House  of  Lords  in  Edinburgh. 
Their  average  attendance  at  meetings 
of  the  last  six  years  had  been  seven  and  a 
half  out  of  a  possible  twenty-eight,  and 
there  were  very  few  of  them  who  attended 
regularly.  He  could  not  do  better  than 
quote  the  Eeport  of  the  Committee,  which 
said — 

**The  system  of  t^ppointment  appears  to 
have  been,  not  to  select  those  whose  ptvrticular 
qualifications  and  occupations  rendered  them 
suitable  for  the  work  to  be  doife,  but  to  confer 
membership  as  a  mark  of  distinction  on 
eminent  men,  with  litile  regard  to  their 
special  fitness.*' 

On  the  Board  there  was  no  one  repre- 
senting the  people,  no  one  to  whom  a 
humble  person  like  himself  could  make 
suggestions  or  ofier  reproof  as  the  case 
might  be.  That  was  not  the  right  kind 
of  board  for  a  National  Board.  The 
Committee  had  no  permanent  Chairman  : 
Members  took  the  chair  in  rotation,  and 

consequently  the  Board  sufiered  from  a 

want  of  direction.    The  Report  of  the 

Committee  showed  the  need  for  a  vigorous 

strong  Board.    But  what  did  this  Bill 

suggest  ?    It  suggested  a  new  Board  to 
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consist  of  seven  members  nominated  by 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  and  to  hold 
office  for  five  years.    These  gentlemen 
might  be  re-elected  at  the  end  of  their 
term.      That   really  was  a  continuance 
of    the   present   system    in    a    slightly 
modified  form.    He  had  the  most  perfect 
confidence  in  the  judgment  of  his  right 
hon.  friend  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
and  believed  that  so  far  as  he  was  person- 
ally concerned  he  would  make  the  very 
best    appointments    he    could,    but    he 
could  not  help  remembering  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  predecessors  in 
office  were  the  people  who  were  responsible 
for  the  nomination  of  the  present  Board, 
and   though  he   hoped   the   right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  still  be  in  office  ten 
years  hence,  he  would  be  a  bold  man  who 
would  prophesy  what  would  occur  fifteen 
years    hence.    It    might    be    suggested 
that  as  the  appointments  were  to  be  made 
by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  there  would 
be  a  certain  amount  of  Parliamentary 
control,  inasmuch  as  his  actions  would 
be  subject  to  review   in  this  House.     In 
theory  that  was  so,  but  in  practice  the 
House  had  no  opportunity  of  reviewing 
the  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Could  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  guarantee 
them  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
subject    once    in    five  years?      In    the 
present  session,  ^hile  three  days  had  been 
given  to  Irish  Estimates,  Scotland  had  had 
only  one  day,  and  t^o  and  a  half  hour' 
even  of  that  were  absorbed  by  an  Irish 
Bill.     He  had  during  the  present  scvssion 
heard  grumblings  about  the  nominations 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
Scottish  Fishery  Board,  yet  the  repre- 
sentatives of  fishing  constituencies  had 
not    been    able    to    bring    the    matter 
under    the    attention     of    the    House 
The      Departmental    Committee      pro- 
posed    that    there     should    be     fifteen 
trustees,  eight  to  be  nominated  by  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  and  seven  by  other 
public  bodies,  i.e.,  three  by  the  Royal 
Scottish   Academy,   one   by   the   Town 
Council    of    Edinburgh,    one    by     the 
University,  one  by  the  Society  of  Anti- 
quaries, and  one  by  the  Royal  Society. 
He  was'  in  favour  of  a  small  Board  be- 
cause it  would   be   more   efficient;   he 
thought  fifteen  too  large,  but  seven  too 
smalL     He  would  suggest  a  Board  of 
nine,  of  whom  the  majority  should  be 
representative    and      not      nominated* 
Mr.  Gulland, 


Four  might  be  nominated  by  the  Secre' 
tary  for  Scotland  and  five  by  public 
bodies.    One  might  be  nominated  by  the 
Edinburgh  Town  Council,  which  just  now 
at  the  request  of  the  Scottish  Education 
Department  was  starting  an  art  school,, 
talang  over  the  school  of  the  Board  of 
Manufactures  and  finding  the  site  and 
a  good  deal  of  money.    The  school  wa» 
to  be  managed  by  a  composite  Board, 
on  which  the  Town  CouncU  would  have 
but  a  small  representation.    Then  th& 
Glasgow  Town  Council,  which  ran  the 
best   art     gallery    in    Scotland,    if  not 
in    the    United    Kingdom,    and    which 
certainly  had  the  best  art  gallery  building 
in  the  kingdom,  should  have  one  repre- 
sentative.   The      other    representatives, 
might  be  appointed  by  the  Conventioir 
of   Royal   Burghs,   the  Royal   Scottish: 
Academy,  and  the  Edinburgh  University- 
or   some   such   body.    What   were   the 
duties  of  this  Board  ?     One  was  that  of 
buying    pictures.    In    the    past    there 
had  been  no  definite  policy  pursued  in  the 
purchase  of  pictures.  The  Board  had  beea 
the  recipient  of  many  generous    gifts,, 
but  Undoubtedly  people  were  more  likely^ 
to  give  to  a  responsible  representative 
body    than    to    a    State    Department. 
Another  very  important  duty  was  to  get 
the   people    to   see    the   pictures.    The 
National    Gallery    wanted    popularising 
perhaps  more  than  any  other  institution 
in  Scotland.    Ever  since  he  was  a  tmall 
boy  he  had  visited  the  gallery  regularly 
and  had  benefited  much  thereby,  but  he 
regretted  that  now  when  he  went  there 
some  four  or  five  times  a  year  he  found 
it   almost    empty.     He    attributed  that 
very   largely  to  the   non-representative 
character  of  the  Board,  which  failed  to 
do    what   it    might   to   popularise    the 
Gallery   and   to  advertise  it.     With  a 
representative  Board   they   might  have 
a  more  forward  policy  in  this  respect. 
Another  important  duty  was  to  agitate 
for  more  money  to  be  given  for  the  pur- 
chase of  pictures.    To  secure  that  the 
Board  must  be  independent  and  in  a 
position  to  assert  itself  a  good  deal  more 
than  it  had  done  in  the  past.    Up  till 
now  it  had  been  far  too  apathetic,  and  in 
the  course  of  the  inquiry  the  Secretary- 
to  the  Board  of  Manufactures  admitted 
that  during  the  South  African  War  the 
Scottish  Office  refused  to  apply  to  the 
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Tn»sary  tot  mooey  actu&Uy  due  to  Scot- 
land on  the  ground  that  it  was  an 
inoonvenient  time  to  put  in  the  claim. 
Tharafon  it  was  clear  they  must  have 
an  independent  Board  which,  if  necessary, 
would  agitate  even  over  the  head  of  the 
Boottiah  Office.  Mr.  loglis,  the  Secretary 
to_  the  Board  of  Manufactures,  in  his 
flridence,  said,  in  reply  to  Sir  John 
StirHng-Haxwell — 

"I  tiunM  suggeit  tbat  this  meeting  of 
CcnmiUe*  misht  be  very  T»luahle  in  c^Uag 
•Uention  to  the  fact  that  we,  the  Board  ol 
HannfsGtnree,  cannot  very  wall  take  action 
agMnat  tbe  conatitated  authorities  of  the 
GovemmMit.  We  have  made  our  renion- 
■trance  on  variona  occMions,  but  the  thing  has 
been  going  on  for  very  many  years. 

"Sir  Walter  Armstrong:  But  is  it  not  the 
dn^ofthe  tmateeaof  afund  wbich  belongs  to 
Scotland  Ibrounb  tbe  Treaty  of  Union  to  do 
their  beat  to  me  that  the  matter  is  put  right  • 
—An  Act  ol  Parliament  ia  ui  Act  of  Farlia- 
m«nt  i  we  kick,  but  we  can  do  do  more. 

"  Bat  did  you  kick  enough  T — I  do  not  tliink 
there  ia  any  doubt  about  that.  I  am  quite 
■nie  there  was  plenty  kiokinj;," 

He  was  very  much  afraid  that  if  they  did 
not  have  an  independent  Board  it  would 
become  a  mere  creature  of  Dover  House. 
This  same  bnreaucratic  idea  ran  through 
the  Bill.  The  Board  was  created  but  not 
tmated.  The  old  Board  appointed  its 
own  officeis  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  but  subsection  (5) 
of  Clause  4  provided  that  the  officers 
should  be  appointed  by  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  while  subsection  (6)  laid  it 
down  that  tbe  Board  should  comply  with 
any  instnictions  that  might  be  laid  down 
by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  Thus  the 
BiUJmade  the  Board  a  mere  creature  of 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  Theie  was 
something  still  worse.  The  Board  was 
not  to  be  allowed  even  to  hold  its  own 
property.  The  National  Galleries  were 
transferred  to  the  Board  of  Works,  a  not 
very  popular  body  in  Scotland,  for  the 
Scottish  people  could  not  forget  the  way 
in  which  it  neglected  Holyrood  Palace, 
with  the  result  that  the  Lord  High  Com- 
miaaioiier  was  driven  to  live  at  an  hotel. 
Th«  Law  Courts  too  had  been  allowed  to 
get  into  a  deplorable  condition  and  the 
National  Museum  was  badly  ventilated. 
Hoch,  however,  was  hoped  from  the  ap- 
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'  inga  which  it  bad  to  admimster.  Dunblane 
Cathedral  after  its  restoration  was 
handed  over  to  the  Board  of  Manu- 
factures by  the  Board  of  Works,  but 
this  Bill  actually  proposed  to  re-transfer 
it.  He  wanted  to  see  a  National 
Board  of  Trustees,  to  which  should  be 
entrusted  the  care  and  maintenance  o£ 
their  national  monumenta.  He  wanted, 
to  see  a  thoroughly  representative  body, 
strong  and  popular.  His  great  objection 
to  the  Bill  was  that  by  it  the  national 
character  of  the  National  Gallery  waa  to 
be  taken  away ;  the  Gallery  was  to  b& 
run  from  London  by  some  junior  clerk  in. 
Dover  House,  and  that,  in  his  opinion,  waa 
not  in  accordance  with  Scottish  ideas. 
It  might  be  that  in  Enghtnd  there  was  a 
nominated  Board  who  managed  the 
national  galleries,  but  surely  what  was 
needed  was,  not  that  Scotland  should 
follow  the  English  practice,  but  that  they 
should  level  up  England  to  the  Scottish 
practice.  They  had  in  Scotland  some 
ideas  of  nationahty,  and  they  were 
quite  capable  of  managing  their  owu 
afiairs.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
say  that  the  points  which  he  was  raising 
were  Committee  points  and  should  not  be 
raised  upon  the  Second  Reading  stage. 
He  should  rather  agree  that  that  was  the 
case,  but  he  did  appeal  to  the  right  hon.. 
Gentleman  if  this  Bill  was  read  a  second 
time  to  allow  it  to  go  to  a  Scottish  Com- 
mittee. Although  they  were  glad  to 
have  the  assistance  of  English  and  Irish 
Members  upon  Committees  as  a  rule, 
still  he  thought  that  this  was  pre- 
eminently a  matter  for  Scottish  Membera 
to  settle.  It  should,  therefore,  go  before 
a  Scottish  Grand  Committee.  He  begged. 
to  move  his  Amendment. 

*Mr.     8  M  E  a  T  0  N      (Stirlingshire) 
seconded,  and  said  that  when  he   read 
this  Bill  two  or  three  days  ago  he  rubbed 
his  eyes  and  wondered  whether  they  were 
under  a  Liberal  or  a  Tory  Government. 
The  Bill  was,  he  believed,  a  rehc  of  the 
late  Government,  and  not  the  production 
of  the  present    Secretary  for  Scotland. 
He  had  had  experience  of  red-tape,  cen- 
tralisation,  and  officialism   in    another 
quarter  of  the  globe,   hut  he  did  not 
''-ink  that  he  had  ever  known  a  measure 
saturated  with  the  essence  of  centralisa- 
n,  officialism,  and  red  tape  as  was  this 
U.    The  National  Gallery  belonged  to 
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true  in  regard  to  some  of  the  details,  but 
the  spirit  and  the  intention  was  to 
disentangle  and  simplify  the  various 
functions  discharged  by  the  present 
Board  of  Manufactures,  and  that  was  done 
by  this  Bill,  taken  in  conjunction  with 
the  arrangements  which  were  now  being 
made  administratively.  On  behalf  of  the 
Govemment,let  him  disclaim  emphatically 
any  idea  that  either  in  the  form  or  in  the 
spirit  of  their  proposals  was  any  prefer- 
ence shown,  or  intended  to  be  shown,  to 
the  interests  of  art  as  opposed  to  those 
of  science,  or  that  there  was  any  coolness 
or  neglect  by  the  present  Government 
towards  the  interests  of  science  in  Scot- 
land. This  was  a  Bill  which  established 
new  machinery.  It  was  agreed  on  all 
hands  that  the  present  arrangements  did 
not  afford  adequate  scope  for  the  devel- 
opment of  either  [science  or  art.  New 
arrangements  were  necessary,  and  a 
stimulus  to  these  new  arrangements 
came  as  strongly  from  the  desire  to 
benefit  science  and  the  institution  which 
was  specially  identified  with  science  in 
Scotland  as  from  the  desire  to  benefit 
art  and  the  institution  identified  with 
art  in  that  country.  It  was  hoped  that 
the  Bill  would  afiord  adequate  scope  for 
the  development  for  a  considerable  time 
to  come  of  both  science  and  art  in 
Scotland.  Let  him  say  a  few  words 
about  the  present  allocation  of  the 
buildings.  By  Clause  3  of  the  Bill 
the  Board  of  Manufactures  ceased  to 
exist,  and  its  place  was  taken  by  the 
Board  of  Trustees  of  seven  members 
nominated,  according  to  the  Bill,  by  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland.  The  Board  of 
Manufactures  consisted  of  twenty-eight 
members,  and  there  was  no  permanent 
chairman.  There  was  a  secretary  with 
a  salary  of  £500  a  year,  and  the  total 
annual  cost  of  the  whole  of  the  salaries  of 
the  department  amounted  to  £1,080. 
In  former  days  the  Board's  revenue  was 
devoted  to  the  assistance  of  variouB  in- 
dustries in  Scotland ;  hence  its  name. 
It  helped  fisheries,  woollen  and  linen 
manufactures,  the  cidtivation  of  flax, 
and  other  miscellaneous  purposes.  These 
were  all  passed  away,  and  its  duties  now 
were  confined  to  the  encouragement 
of  art  and  the  management  of  certain 
institutions,  including  the  conduct  of  the 
School  of  Art,  the  maintenance  and 
management    of    the    National    Gallery 

Mr.  Sinclair, 


and  the  National  Portrait  Gallery,  and 
the  management  of  the  Applied  Art 
School,  recently  affiliated  to  the  Schoo 
of  Art.  The  buildings  under  whole  or 
partial  control  of  the  Board  of  Manu* 
factures  were  the  Royal  Institution,  the 
National  GaUery,  the  National  Portrait 
Gallery,  and  Dunblane  Cathedral  The 
arrangements  which  were  being  conducted 
in  conjunction  with  the  Bill  changed  in 
important  respects  the  present  allocation 
of  the  buildings,  and  it  was  one  of  those 
changes  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  University  this  afternoon  had 
taken  exception  as  affecting  the  Itoyal 
Society.  The  Royal  Institution  buUd- 
ing  was  at  present  divided  between  the 
Board  Offices,  the  Royal  Society,  the 
Statue  Gallery,  the  School  of  Art  and 
Applied  Art  and  the  staff.  The  National 
Gallery  building  was  used  practically  for 
the  purposes  of  the  National  Grallery  and 
the  Royal  Academy.  What  the  Govern- 
ment were  endeavouring  to  do  was  ta 
give  more  space  for  these  various  in- 
stitutions. The  necessities  had  entirely 
outgrown  the  present  arrangements. 
That  was  true  of  the  governing  bodies, 
but  it  was  still  more  emphatically  true 
of  the  buildings.  The  National  Gallery 
had  no  room  for  development  because 
In  the  same  building  it  had  to  find 
quarters  for  the  exhibition  of  the  Royal 
Academy.  There  was  not  half  the  wall- 
space  that  was  required  for  either  of  these 
institutions.  The  Royal  Institution 
housed  the  Royal  Society,  which  even 
now  wanted  greatly  increased  accom- 
modation. In  both  buildings  there  was 
congestion,  friction,  discomfort,  and 
damage  to  all  the  interests  concerned. 
It  was  therefore  necessary  that  the  (Jovem- 
ment  should  be  enabled  to  proceed  a 
further  stage  to-day  in  the  arrange- 
ments which  it  contemplated  under 
this  Bill.  Parliament  alone  could  afford 
the  assistance  for  which  he  pleaded  in  the 
interests  of  all  the  societies  concerned. 
It  was  true  that  the  Bill  rejected  a  scheme 
put  forward  by  the  Committee  for  a 
National  Gallery  to  cost  £200,000.  As 
to  that  he  coidd  say  that  nothing  in  the 
Bill  and  no  arrangements  under  the  Bill 
were  a  real  obstacle  to  the  attainment 
at  some  future  date  of  the  scheme  out- 
lined in  the  Report.  The  (Jovemment 
did  not  feel  justfeed  in  putting  that  for- 
ward at  the  present  time  in  the  condition 


ii7  Naiiontd  Galleries  {28  JuLY  1906}  of  Scotland  Bill 


238 


of  public  opinion  either  in  this  House  or 
outside,  and  they  were  putting  forward  a 
less  ambitious  scheme  in  the  full  con- 
fidence that  it  would  meet  for  a  con- 
siderable time  the  necessities  of  the  case. 
In  the  first  plaoe,'tmder  the  new  arrange- 
ments the  Government  proposed  to  give 
to  the  National  Gallery  the  whole  of  the 
acconmiodation  in  the  National  Gallery 
building,   which  would   greatly  increase 
the  wall  space  and,  it  was  hoped,  give 
scope  for  th«  development  of  the  Gallery, 
which  was  a  national  one.    In  regard  to 
the  other  buildings,  arrangements  were 
beins    made,   in    conjunction  with  the 
Edinburgh  Town  Council  and  the  Heriot 
Watt  College,  for  the  establishment  of  a 
School  of  Art  which  should  have  adequate 
premises  in  another  part  of  the    city, 
and     he     had    no     doubt    that     with 
the  friendly  co-operation  of  the  Town 
Council    and     the    college      authorities 
the     scheme    would     be     brought     to 
a  successful  conclusion.      That  left  the 
Royal  Society  and  the  Royal  Academy 
unprovided  for.    Both  bodies  had  equal 
claims  upon  the  consideration  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  it  became  a  question  as  to 
which  of  these  two  bodies  should  occupy 
the    Royal    Institution    building.  There 
was  not  room  for  both,  and  after  a  full 
consideration  of  the  case,  taking  in  view 
the  necessity  that  any  public  exhibition 
of  pictures  should  be  accessible  to  the 
public,  the  choice  of  the  Grovernment  was 
clear  that  the  Princes  Street  site  was  that 
to  which  the  Royal  Academy  and  ex- 
hibition pictures  had  the  prior  claim.  He 
could  assure  the  House,  however,  that  the 
pledge    which  he  gave  to  a    deptation 
of  the  Royal  Society  in  Edinburgh  that 
their  reasonable  claims   should  be  met 
in  a    reasonable   spirit  would   be   most 
thoroughly  and  accurately  adhered  to. 
In  the  firat  place,  he  ought  to  recognise 
the   way   in  which   the   Royal   Society 
had  &ced  the  situation,  and  he  ought  to 
recognise  also  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  gratitude  the  fact  that  they 
were  now  in  co-operation  with  the  Royal 
Society  in  endeavouring  to  find  an  ade- 
quate   solution    of    the    problem.    He 
himself  had  no  doubt  that  by  the  time 
this  Bill  reached  the  Committee  he  would 
be  able  to  report  that  the  claims  of  the 
Royal  Society  had  been  adequately  met. 
The  question  of  the  vesting  of  the  build- 
ings in  the  Board  of  Works  had  been  raised. 
YOU  CLXU.    [Fourth  Series.] 


That  was  not  so  simple  an  operation  at 
some  of  his  hon.  friends  seemed  to  think. 
It  was  not  his  duty  on  this  occasion  to 
enter  into  arguments  as  to  whether  the 
control  of  Parliament  over  the  Board  of 
Works  was  or  was  not  sufficient.    The 
practical    point    for    them    to    consider 
to-day  was  whether  it  was  an  advantage 
or    disadvantage    that    these    buildings 
should  be  so  vested.    He  thought  un- 
doubtedly there  was  a  distinct  advantage 
in  so  vesting  them,   inasmuch  as  they 
would  be  maintained  and  paid  for  at  the 
cost    of    the    Board    of    Works.    They 
could   not   have    it   both    ways.    They 
could  not  avoid  the  control  of  the  Board 
of  Works  if  the  Board,  with  the  assistance 
of  the  Treasury,   found  all  the  money 
for  the  maintenance  of  these  buildings, 
and  it  was  partly  the  advantage  of  the 
new  state  of  things  that  British  money, 
so  to  speak,  would  go  to  this  purpose,  and 
that  a  draft  for  the  upkeep  of  l^ese  national 
buildings  would  not  be  made  upon  money 
which  was  purely  Scottish.    That   was 
really  the  practical  purpose  of  this  change. 
Requests  had  been  made  by  both  the 
Royal  Academy  and  the  Royal  Society 
that  they  should  be  mentioned  in  this  Bill. 
It   was   not   considered   necessary   that 
they  should   be   mentioned.    This   Bill 
was  for  a  limited  purpose.    A  good  deal 
had  been  said  to-day  about  the  failure  of 
the  Board  of  Manufactures  to  carry  out 
its  work.    He  did  not  think,  however, 
that  they  should  allow  the  Board  of  Manu- 
factures to  pass  away  wildiout  a  recogni- 
tion of  its  long  history,  and  the  useful 
work  which   it  had  done  in  Scotland. 
The  necessities  of  the  case  had  outgrown 
the  situation,  and  this  Bill  proposed  to  set 
up  an  authority  which  had  a  definite  and 
limited  duty.    In  defining  and  limiting 
that  duty  it  was  hoped  to]  increase  and 
press  upon  the  authority  its  sense  of  re- 
sponsibility.    The  duty  of  this  new  Board 
of  Trustees  would  be  to  manage  these 
buildings  and  to  purchase  pictures  as  they 
were  allowed  by  the  grant.  Much  criticism 
had  been  passed  to-day  upon  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  governing  body.    This  was 
entirely  a  matter  which  should  be  discussed 
and  decided  in  Committee.    He  would 
venture  to  place  his  own  opinion  before 
the  House,  but  he  acknowledged  the  weight 
of   opinion   which   had   been  expressed 
to-day   in   favour    of  the  introauotion 
of    s(Mne   representative    element.      He 
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Could  assure  the  House  that  he 
would  not  fail  to  show  every  disposi- 
tion to  consider  the  wishes  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  point.  It  was  agreed  that 
the  constitution  of  the  Board  of  Manu- 
facturea  would  not  do.  A  Board  of 
twenty-eight  members  was  far  too  large 
for  any  business  body,  and  those  who 
knew  anjrthing  of  business  in  Scotland 
knew  that  it  was  extremely  difficult  to 
obtain  an  adequate  meeting  of  any 
large  body,  or  oi  any  small  body  some- 
times, in  Edinburgh.  He  had  been  a 
member  of  committees  which  were 
national  in  character,  and  unless  the 
business  was  important,  it  was  extremely 
difficult  to  secure  a  big  attendance. 

Mr.      GULLAND  :     On     nominated 
boards. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  said  he  was  referring 
to  elected  boards.  His  hon.  friend 
objected  to  the  Board  because  it  was 
nominated.  Let  them  consider  the 
question  dispassionately.  There  were 
two  sides  to  every  question.  Let  them 
hear  what  could  be  said  on  the  other  side, 
because,  after  all,  they  had  to  come  to  a 
decision  on  the  point  on  a  future  occasion, 
and  he  held  himself  perfectly  free  to 
alter  his  opinion,  as  he  dared  say  his 
hon.  friend  held  himself  free  to  alter 
his.  This  Board  had  to  manage 
the  galleries  and  to  purchase  pictures. 
The  Committee's  suggestion  was  that  the 
Board  should  be  partly  nominated  by 
various  bodies  and  partly  appointed 
by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  His  hon. 
fnend  had  suggested,  and  other  hon. 
Grentlemen  had  expressed  sympathy  with 
the  view,  that  it  should  be  an  elected 
body.  He  thought  all  agreed  so  far  that 
it  should  be  a  small  body.  But  it  was 
very  difficult  to  elect  a  small  body  to 
carry  out  a  national  work.  How  were 
they  to  be  elected  and  by  whom  ?  How 
were  they  to  achieve  a  fair  representa- 
tion of  all  the  interests  ?  He  was  point- 
ing out  the  considerations  which  had  led 
the  Government  to  put  forward  the  Bill 
in  its  present  form  as,  at  any  rate,  the 
basis  for  discussion.  Let  them  look  also 
at  the  experience  elsewhere.  He  had 
made  such  researches  as  had  been 
possible.  He  had  examined  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  governing  bodies  of  national 
Ijalleries    both    at    home    and    abroad. 

Ml',  Sinclair, 


He  had  had  the  opportunity  of  con- 
ferring with  men  who  were  certainly 
great  authorities  in  this  matter^  and  he 
foimd  no  testimony  whatever  in  favour 
of  an  elected  board  for  this  particular 
purpose.  Nor  was  it  asked  for  by  those 
who  were  perhaps  specially  interested, 
namely,  the  members  of  the  Eoyal 
Academy.  At  any  rate,  the  Eoyal 
Academy  raised  no  objection  on  that  point 
As  to  the  principle  of  election  it  was  his 
desire  that  they  should  arrive  at  th^  best 
solution  of  this  particular  point  in  the 
interest  of  all  concerned.  He  could 
assure  his  hon.  friends  that  every  clause 
of  this  Bill  had  been  the  subject  of  most 
anxious  and  careful  consideration,  and 
that  it  had  not  been  until  after  the  most 
detailed  examination  of  all  its  provisions, 
and  of  their  possible  consequences,  that 
it  had  been  brought  before  the  House  in 
its  present  form.  These  were  Committee 
points,  and  again  he  gave  the  assurance 
that  so  far  as  the  Government  were  con- 
cerned they  had  a  completely  open  mind 
with  regard  to  them.  He  had  been 
asked  whether  he  could  give  an  assurance 
that  this  Bill  would  come  on  as  the  first 
Bill  after  the  holidays.  Hon.  Members 
must  know  that  he  had  the  warmest 
sympathy  with  that  suggestion,  but  he 
was  not  able  to  give  that  assurance  at 
the  present  time.  He  was  not  able  to 
give  an^  indication  of  what  the  future  of 
the  Bill  would  be,  but  he  appealed  to  the 
House  to  allow  it  to  be  read  a  second  time 
now.  No  interest  would  be  prejudiced 
through  that  being  done.  It  would 
enable  the  Government  to  proceed  further 
with  the  negotiations  which  were  now 
going  on,  and  which  he  confidently  hoped 
would  be  brought  to  a  successful  con- 
clusion. He  would  ask  his  hon.  friends  to 
remember  that  the  present  might  be  a 
golden  opportunity  for  settling  this  ques- 
tion in  a  satisfactory  way.  If  iSiey  allowed 
the  opportunity  to  pass  it  might  very 
well  be  that  in  a  subsequent  session  they 
would  find  the  interests  of  the  Bill  con- 
flicting with  the  interests  of  some  other 
Bill  against  whose  claims  it  might  have 
to  be  weighed. 

*Mr.  butcher  (Cambridge  Univer- 
sity) said  that  as  he  had  not  the  honour 
of  being  a  Scottish  representative  his 
apology  for  speaking  on  this  Bill  waa  tliat 
he  had  had  a  connection  lov   twenty 
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years  with  Edinburgh,  and  that  the  case 
for  the  Royal  Society  of  Edinburgh  was 
to  his  mind  the  case  of  Learning  and 
Science  throughout  the  United  Kingdom. 
The  charter  of  the  Society  went  back  to 
1783,  and  the  Society  was  now  one  of  the 
gie^t  scientific  centres  of  the  whole  United 
Kingdom.  It  had  a  library  which  was 
consulted  by  people  from  all  parteof  Scot* 
land,  and  in  the  laat  ten  years  the  coat 
of  publication  of  its  works  of  research 
had  been  actnally  doubled.  The  Secretary 
for  Scotland  would  reidily  understand 
that  this  Bill  did  create  very  deep 
anxiety  and  apprehension  in  regard  to  the 
future  of  the  Royal  Society  of  Edinburgh, 
and  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
just  said  would  be  read  with  great  relief  not 
only  in  Edinburgh,  but  all  over  Scotland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  renewed 
in  more  emphatic  terms  the  pledge  which 
he  gave  some  time  ago  in  Eldinburgh  that 
reasonable  claims  of  the  Royal  Society 
of  Edinburgh  would  not  be  overlooked 
if  efiect  was  given  to  this  Bill  and  the 
Royal  Society  was  ejected  from  it» 
buildings.  The  tenure  under  which  the 
Royal  Society  held  the  buildings  was  very 
peculiar.  It  was  only  a  tenant  of  the 
buildings,  but  at  the  same  time  a 
t«nant  under  what  was  virtually  a 
trust,  and  more  than  one  distin- 
guished Judge  in  Scotland  had  stated 
publicly  that  the  Society  could  not 
fairly  and  equitably  be  dispossessed 
"^^  '.**.  prwent  accommodation  without 
reseiving  equivalent  accommodation 
elsewhere.  That,  he  believed,  was 
admitted  now  by  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland.  The  Society  had  no  formal 
*8-*'  right,  it  was  true,  but  it  occupied 
rooms  which  were  built  for  three  pur- 
Pp*®'.    namely,  art,  science,    and  archffi- 

P-  k  r*  *■"*  '''^"' ''  ^*<1  ^^^'^  ^•"^  *^^^  '*8^ 
'ff,  y  years.  He  urged  that  when 
^t'emem  came  to  be  made  with  the 
out  ■  **°'"y  of  Edinburgh  it  should  be 
■'  beid  f  ^«»'^  ««  Ko«J  »■  position  as 
posit;  "'"•'ay-  out  a  very  much  better 
|™«"n.     ife  admitted  that  no  site  could 


would  not  be  fair,  of  course,  to  compare 
the  Royal  Society  of  Edinburgh  with  the 
Royal  Society  of  Ijondon  as  they  worked 
on  such  a  difierent  scale  ;  but  he  compared 
the  Royal  Irish  Academy  with  the 
Royal  Society  of  Edinburgh.  He  did 
not  know  to  what  the  difference  in  their 
treatment  was  due.  He  believed  that  for 
reason  or  other  Scotland  was  not 
so  articulate  as  Ireland.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Scotland  would  press  their 
claims  in  the  way  Irish  Members  did 
theirs,  he  did  not  think  the  anomaly 
and  absurdity  would  continue.  The 
Royal  Irish  Academy,  starting  with  the 
same  grant  of  £300  a  yeir,  which  was 
still  enjoyed  by  the  Royal  Society  of 
Edinburgh,  had  by  successive  incre- 
ments gone  up  to  £1,500,  and  was  in  addi- 
tion rent  free.  The  £300  received  by 
Edingburgh  had  to  be  paid  over  for  rent. 
That  seemed  to  him  a  real  Scottish 
grievance  calling  for  remedy.  He 
hoped  that  when  the  question  of  the 
housing  of  the  Royal  Society  came  to  be 
considered  by  the  Treasury  Scotland 
would  be  treated  in  a  much  less  parsi- 
spirit  than  hitherto.  The 
demand  for  an  increased  grant  was 
werable,  II  was  a  great  relief  to 
th.at  the  fear  was  gromidleas  that 
under  this  Bill  Art  in  Scotl.ind  was  to  be 
aided  only  at  the  expense  of  Science. 

Mr.  CROMBIE  (Kincardineshire)  said 
they  were  all  agreed  that  Scotland  should 
get  more  money,  and  he  was  sure  they 
would  have  the  aid  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  spoken  in  their  efiorts  m 
that  direction.    He  had  listened  to  thisde- 
bate  with  a  more  or  less  impartial  mind, 
and,  while  there  was  a  great  deal  in  the 
Bill  with  which  they  all  thoroughly  sympa- 
thised, there  were  points  which  created 
strong    feehng.     He    thought    the    main 
point  was  whether  the  body  should  be 
representative  or  not.    On  that  point, 
which  was  one  of  Committee,  there  was 
room   for   a   great   deal   of   discussion. 
I  For  his  own  nart  he  should  be  pleased  to 
aittee,   but   hu 
d  to  oppose  the 
tee  the  Govem- 
their    opinion, 
inimised  if  the 
imittee  upstairs 
inly  of  Scottish 
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Members,  but  it  could  not  be  entirely  pre- 
vented, because  a  Government  could 
always  have  supremacy  in  a  House 
where  they  had  a  majority.  It  woidd  be 
unreasonable  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  to  give  a  pledge  on  that  subject. 
It  was  a  matter  for  the  Prime  Minister  and 
the  Government,  and  he  could  only  hope 
that  the  Bill  would  be  sent  to  a  Committee 
upstairs.  If  they  were  clearly  to 
understand  that  in  Committee  there 
would  be  full  scope  for  discussion,  he 
would  suggest  that  his  hon.  friend  might 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Lord      BALCABEES     (Lancashire, 
Chorley)  said  he  agreed  that  it  was  quite 
time   that     a     reform    was     made     in 
the  arrangements  for  the  nianagement 
of  the  Scottish  Art  Galleries.    In  the 
words  of  the  Report  of  the  Departmental 
Committee,    museums    or  art    galleries 
managed  on  the  principles  which  had 
hitherto    obtained    must    be    dead    in- 
stitutions without  that   organic   life   or 
movement  which,  from  the  very  neces- 
sities of  the  case,  ought  to  be  an  essential 
to  the  conduct  of  a  museum  and    art 
gallery.    For  his  own  part  nothing  could 
have  conde^nned  the   Board  of  Manu- 
factures    more     than    their    own     last 
annual  Report.     A  few  months  ago  an 
endeavour  was  made  to  secure  for  the 
nation  the  superb  portrait  of  Sir  Henry 
Raeburn,  by    himself.    A    few    private 
individuals,     headed    by    Sir     Thomas 
Gibson-Carmichael,  subscribed  the  money 
by  which  the  picture  was  secured  by  the 
nation ;    but     not     a    word     appeared 
in  the  Report  of  the  Board  of  Manu- 
factures in  regard  to  the  matter.     He  was 
glad  to  say,  however,  that  Sir  Thomas 
Gibson-Carmichael     had     since      been 
honoured  by  being  made  a  Trustee  of 
the  National  Gallery.     He  approved  of 
the  proposal  in  the  Bill  for  a  nominated 
Board,  although  the  hon.  Gentleman  be- 
low the  Gangway  and  his  friends  recom- 
mended   a    representative    Board.    He 
wanted  to  know,  representative  of  whom? 

Mr.  GULLAND:  Representative  of 
other  galleries,  and  of  the  people  of 
Scotland. 

Lord  BALCABRES  said  he  could  not 
see  any  advantage  of  having  scientific  so- 
cieties associated  in  the  management  of 

Mr,  Crombie. 


the  National  Gallery,  or  that  the  Boyal 
Burghs  had  any  status  whatever  in   the 
matter  of    looking    after    a     National 
Gallery.     The   Royal   Burghs    in  Eng- 
land were  not  represented  on  the  body 
which   looked   after   the   National   Ait 
Gallery  in  London.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Dumfries  Burghs  had  said  that  he 
thought    a    representative  body  would 
be    in    a    better    and    more   indepen- 
dent   position    in  pressing  for    money 
grants,   but  he   did   not  think  that   a 
body  representing  the  Royal  Burghs,  or 
the    Geographical    and    other  scientific 
societies  would  be  in  a  stronger  position 
to  demand  money  from  the  Government 
than  a  nominated  Board.     He  did  not 
agree    with   the    hon.    Gentleman    who 
seconded  the  Amendment,  that  this  was 
a  one-man  Bill,  and  that  the  new  Board 
would  be  dominated  by  a  Secretary  in 
London.    After  all,  he  did  not  think  it 
was  fair  criticism  to  say  that  because  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  had  to  spend  the 
greater  part  of  the  Parliamentary  year 
in    London     he    was    not    under    the 
control  of  the  people  of  Scotland.    The 
next  question  after  that  of  representation 
which  exercised  hon.  Members  opposite 
was  as  to  how  the  property  was  to  be 
dealt  with.    Before  they  cotild  settle  how 
the  property  was  to  be  vested,  it  should 
be  clearly  understood  what  the  policy  of 
the  new  body  was  to  be.       An  hon. 
Gentleman    had    said    that    Edinburgh 
Castle  and  Linlithgow  Palace  shotdd  be 
transferred  to  the  custody  of  the  new 
Board.     He   was   no   great   admirer   of 
what  had  been  done  by  the  Ofl&ce  of  Works 
in  dealing  with  the  ancient  buildings  and 
palaces  of  Scotland.    He  himself,  having 
an  intense  interest  in  the  preservation  of 
these  ancient    buildings,    thought    that 
greater  power  shotdd  be  given  to  those 
in  charge  of  them  to  prevent  damage 
being  done.    He  hoped  that  it  was  not 
proposed  to  transfer  the  buildings  referred 
to  in  the  Bill  to  the  new  Board.     The 
buildings  of    the    British    Museum,    for 
instance,  were  not  vested  in  the  trustees  of 
the  British  Museum,  but  in  the  Board  of 
Works.  He  ventured  to  suggest  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
that  he  should  consider  the  propriety  of 
recognising  in  the  text  of  the  Bill  the  title 
of  the  Royal  Society   and  of  the  Royal 
Scottish  Academy  to  full  recognition  and 
accommodation,  in  either  the  existing  or 
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the  proposed  new  btdlding9.  He  was 
prepared  to  support  the  Bill  as  it 
stood,  though  it  was  in  the  nature 
of  a  compnnnise,  and  he  was  sure  that 
when  hon.  Members  come  to  work  out 
their  scheme  of  representation,  about 
which  they  talked  so  glibly,  they  would 
find  that  the  task  wad  more  difficult 
tiian  they  thought. 

Mb.  PIBIE  (Aberdeen,  N.)  was  grateful 
for  the  request  coming  from  the  Opposi- 
tion side  of  the  House  and  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  University 
that  thjs  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a 
Scottish  Grand  Committee.  He  thought 
that  suggestion,  coming  from  the 
Conservatiye  side  of  ttie  House,  formed 
a  wdoome  landmark.  He  hoped  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  would  not  only 
take  to  heart  the  question  of  referring 
this  Bill  to  a  Scottish  Grand  Committee, 
but  would  do  so  in  the  case  of  all  Bills 
applying  exclusively  to  Scotland.  Scot- 
land had  been  treated  with  deplorable 
parsimony  for  the  last  ten  years.  In 
regard  to  Art  tiiat  parsimony  had 
been  increasing.  His  only  point  of 
alarm  was  that  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land was  not  able  to  give  a  pledge  that 
this  Bill  should  go  to  a  Scottish  Grand 
Committee,  but  except  upon  that  one 
point  he  was  in  agreement  with  everything 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said.  He 
earnestly  urged  that  a  Scottish  Grand 
Committee  should  be  constituted  before 
the  end  of  the  session  and  that  this  Bill 
should  be  sent  to  it. 

*Mb.  B.  DUNCAN  (Lanarkshire, 
Gk)van)  said  it  was  essential  that  this 
question  should  be  settled  in  accordance 
vrith  the  instructed  opinion  of  Scotland. 
They  had  great  artists  in  Scotland,  also 
living  voluntary  associations  of  art-lovers, 
andne  pleaded  for  a  national  system  in 
this  matter.  Such  a  system  comd  not  be 
carried  out  by  a  wooden  officialdom,  and 
be  should  like  to  have  an  assurance  that 
this  matter  was  to  be  settled  principally 
by  Scotsmen  associated  only  with  those 
I^glishmen  and  Irishmen  who  took  a 
living  interest  in  our  national  affairs. 

Mb.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.)  said  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Members  had  great  83nn- 
pathy  with  the  aspirations  of  Scotland  in 
tiiia    Diatter,  and   would    endeavour  to 


assist  Scottish  Members  in  securing  what 
they  desired.  There  should,  he  argued, 
be  freedom  in  art,  and  he  hoped  when 
the  case  of  Ireland  was  dealt  with  they 
might  secure  the  support  of  Scottish 
Members  for  their  claims. 

Mr.  C.  E.  PEICE  (Edinburgh,  Central) 
hoped  that  the  Govemmrait  would  con- 
sent to  the  Bill  being  referred  to  a  Scottish 
representative  Committee  whose  decision 
would  be  accepted  by  all  the  Scottish 
Members. 

*Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON 
(Lanarkshire,  N.W.)  appealed  to  the 
House  to  give  the  Bill  a  Second 
Beading.  Ue  personally  as  a  Scots- 
man welcomed  the  Bill  simply  because 
he  felt  that  by  it  they  were  getting 
from  the  Treasury  some  money  which 
belonged  to  Scotland.  That  was  an 
achievement  upon  which  he  was  per- 
fectly prepared  to  congratulate  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  getting  money  which  had 
been  owing  to  Scotland  not  for  the  last 
fifteen  years  only,  as  had  been  stated,  but 
from  a  date  very  much  further  back.  If 
there  was  any  blame  attaching  to  the 
matter  it  attached  to  genera&ons  of 
predecessors  of  those  who  represented 
Scotland  to-day.  He  desired  to  associate 
himself  with  what  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  had  said  in  regard  to  tht 
constitution  of  the  Board.  The  proposi- 
tion that  these  Boards  should  be  elected 
was  entirely  novel  and  it  was  not 
the  proposition  put  forward  by  the 
Committee.  The  Committee  proposed 
that  the  members  should  be  nominated, 
but  that  they  should  be  nominated  by 
various  bodies  and  representatives  of 
those  various  bodies.  His  objection, 
so  far  as  he  cared  to  raise  any 
objection,  was  that  it  was  very  difficult 
to  fix  responsibiUty  for  elected  bodies 
on  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  but  if 
there  was  a  nominative  body  responsible 
to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  anybody 
dissatisfied  with  the  action  of  that  board 
could  come  down  and  say  "  The  board  for 
which  you  are  responsible  has  committed 
what  we  beheve  to  be  a  mistake.  Now 
we  wish  to  have  your  opinion,  and  want 
to  know  whether  you  are  prepared  to 
put  it  right."  Again,  if  they  were  to  have 
a  representative  body  how  far  was  that 
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representation  to  go  ?  A  claim  had  been 
put  forward  for  a  Glasgow  representative 
on  this  Board,  but,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leith  Burghs  had  pointed  out,  there 
were   other   districts  in   Scotland    with 
very  high  claims  to  representation,  and  if 
they    admitted    all    those    claims    they 
would  go  near  to  make  the  board  as  cum- 
brous and  as  tmwieldy  as  the  old  one. 
The  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leith  Burghs  as  to  the  fabric  had 
been  already  dealt  with ;  the  real  point 
was    that    the    Board    of    Works   were 
in     future     going    to     undertake    the 
maintenance  and  the   upkeep   of  these 
buildings,  and  if  any  Members  who  ob- 
jected to  handing  these  matters  over 
to  the  Board  of  Works  were  prepared  to 
say  that  the  new  Board  were  to  undertake 
the  maintenance  and  upkeep  of  the  fabric, 
the  Committee  no  doubt  would  be  pre- 
pared to  consider  that.     He  personally 
dissented    from    any  such    suggestion, 
because   he  thought  that  that  matter 
ought  to   be  left  to  a  national  Depart- 
ment.   As  to  the  Royal  Society,    the 
Secretary    for    Scotland    had,   when    in 
Edinburgh,   given  an  assurance  on  this 
matter;  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  had 
repeated   that  assurance  to-day,  but  he 
thought    that   the    House   would  much 
appreciate  it  if  the  Prime  Minister  in  his 
capacity  as  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
could  contribute  something  more  to  that 
assurance.    In  his  view  this  matter  could 
be  adequately  discussed  in  the  Committee 
stage  and  he   hoped  therefore  that  the 
hon.  Member  would  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 

♦Mr.  J.  M.  HENDERSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire,  W.)  said  the  Board  need  not  be  of 
so  unwieldly  a  number  as  twenty-eight; 
it  might  well  be  a  body  of  twelve.  On 
that  board  they  should  have  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  four  principal  towns 
in  Scotland.  Glasgow  had  an  excellent 
Art  School  and  a  splendid  gallery; 
Aberdeen  had  a  splendid  gallery  which, 
though  smaller  than  that  of  Edin- 
burghy  showed  that  the  inhabitants 
of  that  town  had  done  more  for  the 
progress  of  art  in  twenty  years  than 
Edinburgh  had  done  in  double  the  time. 
The  feehng  that  existed  in  these  towns 
was  that  everything  was  being  done  for 
Edinburgh.  The  Bill  spoke  of  Edinburgh 
and  did  not  recognise  any  other  gallery 

Mr.  Mifr hell-Thomson. 


but  the  Edinburgh  Art  Gallery.  They 
could  easily  get  a  Committee  of  twelve 
from  Edinburgh,  Glasgow,  Aberdeen, 
Dundee  and  the  other  large  towns  of 
Scotland.  He  did  not  care  whether 
they  were  elected  or  nominated  so  long 
as  the  large  towns  of  Scotland  who 
had  spent  large  sums  on  their  art 
schools  and  galleries  were  recognised. 
He  failed  to  see  why,  if  the  whole 
of  the  grant  was  used  for  the  purpose 
of  buying  pictures,  all  those  pictures 
should  go  to  the  Edinburgh  gallery. 
It  was  quite  right  to  spend  money  to 
make  Edinburgh  attractive,  but  if 
money  was  to  be  spent  for  the  pleasure 
and  enlightenment  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land and  the  Empire  that  money  ought 
to  be  spread  over  the  country,  so  far  as 
the  purchase  of  pictures  was  concerned, 
so  that  each  town  could  have  its  share. 
All  these  four  towns  had  good  galleries, 
and  would  claim  some  of  the  fund  in  order 
to  stimulate  the  generosity  of  the  citizens, 
already  so  great  and  commendable.  He 
hoped  the  Prime  Minister  would  see  his 
way  to  give  Scotland  a  Committee 
entirely  of  Scottish  Members,  because 
this  was  naturally  a  Scottish  subject,  and 
he  was  quite  sure  they  would  never  give 
satisfaction  in  the  north  until  these 
large  towns  were  represented. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.)  said 
he  fully  appreciated  that  the  difficulties 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  had 
to  face  in  getting  an  adequate  Board 
were  very  considerable,  but  he  thought 
that  in  getting  a  small  Board  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  on  the  whole  going 
on  right  lines.  It  would  not  be  possible 
adequately  to  find  representation  for  all 
those  bodies  which  might  reasonably 
claim  representation.  The  number  of 
such  bodies  in  Scotland  was  large, 
and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appointed  a  representative  from  every 
body  which  could  put  in  an  ade- 
quate claim  to  be  represented  the  Board 
would  be  too  large  and  unwieldy. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told 
the  House  that  he  had  carefully 
studied  this  question  and  made  in- 
quiries as  to  what  were  the  cus- 
toms of  similar  galleries  abroad. 
Then  1  again  some  hon.  Members  sug- 
gested that  this  Bill  should  be  submitted 
to  a  Scoitish  Grand  Com-nittee.     If  ever 
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there  was  a  question  of  an  Imperial 
nature,  surely  it  was  this  one.  The  claims 
in  regard  to  this  question  were  not  upon 
the  Exchequer  of  Scotland,  but  upon 
the  Imperial  Exchequer,  He  did  not 
think  Scotland  had  had  anything 
like  just  or  fair  treatment  in  this 
session  of  Parliament,  and  he  hoped  that 
in  future  Scottish  affairs  would  not  be 
dealt  with  on  a  Saturday  afternoon  at  the 
end  of  the  session,  but  that  ade- 
quate time  would  be  allowed  for 
their  discussion.  With  regard  to  the 
Scottish  Grand  Committee,  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman,  whilst  he  had  in- 
formed himself  by  every  possible  means, 
appeared  to  have  taken  that  course 
which  was  always  the  least  satisfactory. 
After  saying  he  had  looked  into  every 
comer  of  the  question,  he  had  wound  up 
by  saying  that  he  had  an  open  mind. 

BtR.  SINCLAIR  said  that  what  he 
stated  was  that  he  would  approach  all 
these  matters  in  Committee  with  a 
readiness  to  give  full  weight  to  all  the 
arguments  us^. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  said  he  did  not  think 
that  a  Scottish  Grand  Conmiittee  would 
be  a  very  satisfactory  body  to  deal  with 
this  question  on  many  grounds.  In  the 
first  place  these  were  subjects  of  Imperial 
interest,  and  a  purely  Scottish  Grand 
Committee  would  not  be  the  best  body 
to  deal  with  science  and  art.  As 
Scotsmen  he  thought  they  would  be 
wise  and  liberal-minded  if  they  invited 
the  assistance  and  support  of  Mem 
bers  from  other  parts  of  Great 
Britain,  who  would  be  willing  on 
a  Committee  to  give  them  the  bene- 
fit of  their  advice  and  experience. 
In  dealing  with  the  question  of  science, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  words  had 
fallen  short  of  what  he  had  antici- 
pated. This  was  a  question  of  the 
most  vital  interest,  and  all  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
was  that  he  had  not  any  coldness  towards 
so  ence.  He  thought  that  was  a  very 
unsatisfactory  and  insufficient  way  of 
describing  the  feeUngs  of  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  towards  science. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  :  What  I  stated  was 
that   the  Government   did  not   wish  to 


treat  these   two   separate  interests  ex- 
cept upon  absolutely  equal  terms. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  said  he  had  Ustened 
very  carefully  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  had  written  down  his  words. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  :  And  I  also  have  got 
them  here. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  said  he  was  not 
aware  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  in  the  habit  of  contravening 
in  any  way  the  custom  of  the  House  by 
reading  his  speeches  verbcUim  et  literaim. 
The  actual  words  used  were  what  he  had 
stated.  He  was  pleased  that  their 
feelings  towards  science  were  not  of  a 
lukewarm  character,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  taking  a  warm,  firm  and  in- 
tense interest  in  the  promotion  of  science. 
He  hoped  that  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
would  use  all  his  efforts  to  see  that  the 
claims  of  Scotland  were  fully  recognised. 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  mind  taking  the  House  into  his  con- 
fidence and  giving  them  some  idea  of  the 
terms  which  he  thought  would  adequately 
and  fairly  meet  the  claims  of  the  Royal 
Society  of  Edinburgh. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR :  That  would  not  be 
possible  without  prejudice  to  the  ar- 
rangements which  are  now  proceeding. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  said  he  had  a  most 
profound  mistrust  not  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  his  sincerity,  but  of  the 
action  which  would  be  taken  by  the 
Treasury  when  this  matter  came  to  br 
dealt  with.  He  had  always  found 
that  the  Treasury  considered  themselves 
custodians  of  the  national  purse,  but  the 
limit  of  their  generosity  was  generally 
reached  when  they  crossed  the  Tweed.  He 
was  somewhat  fortified  in  that  view 
by  an  expression  of  opinion  by  Sir 
Francis  Mowatt,  before  the  Depart- 
mental Committee.  He  stated  that 
the  rates  of  the  National  Gallery 
were  paid  by  the  Treasury  in  Ireland, 
but  in  Scotland  they  were  not  paid 
by  the  Imperial  Exchequer.  The  treat- 
ment of  the  two  nations  had  never  been 
the  same,  and  Ireland  had  always  been 
the  spoiled  child  whilst  Scotland  was  the 
snubbed  child  of  the  Government.  It  was 
contended  that  the  treatment  had  been 
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equal,  but  Scotland  had  been  content  to 
be  snubbed  in  this  matter,  and  they  had 
never  been  treated  with  the  same  con- 
sideration as  was  extended  to  Ii  eland.  He 
did    not    grudge    any    of    the    grants 
made    to    Ireland,    but     he     thought 
they  should  stand  together  and  see  that 
Scotland  was  fairly  treated.    With  re- 
gard to  the  Royal  Society,  it  would  have 
been  more  satisfactory  and  helpful  and 
would  not  in  any  way  have  delayed  the 
consideration  of  this  measure  had  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  felt  himself    in  a 
position  to   give    some    sketch    as     to 
what  he  thought  was  fair  and  adequate 
treatment.    One  hoo.  Member  had  stated 
that  a  suggestion  had  been  made  that 
£120,000  should  be  spent  on  National 
Galleries  in   Scotland.    Any  sum  short 
of  that   would   not  be  adequate  treat- 
ment   for    science  and  art  in  Scotland. 
With    regard    to    the    Royal    Society, 
it  had  done  a  great   work  in  Scotland, 
but     ever    since  the   year    1780    they 
had  been  struggling  along  with  inadequate 
means.    They  received  now  a  miserable 
contribution  of  £300  a  year,  which  the 
Gk>vemment  took  back  in  the  form  of 
rent.     He  appealed    to   hon.    Members 
not  to  be  satisfied  with  a  mere  statement 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intended 
to  do  his  best.    As  far  as  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  was  concerned  he 
should  support  it. 

Mr.  a.  DEWAR  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
thanked  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
for  the  close  attention  he  had  given  to 
Scottish  interests,  for  he  had  taken  a  great 
deal  of  trouble  in  the  discharge  of  his 
duties.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
actually  went  up  to  Edinburgh  in  order 
to  get  the  mind  of  the  Scottish  people 
on  the  spot.  They  thanked  him  for  that, 
and  they  thanked  him  for  this  Bill. 
Since  the  year  1847  they  had  had  a 
nominated  Board  in  connection  with  the 
galleries,  and  it  had  not  been  a  success. 
The  failure  was  due  to  the  fact  that  it  was 
a  nominated  Board  and  to  nothing  else. 
He  had  taken  the  trouble  to  go  over  the 
Report  which  had  been  issued,  and  he 
wished  to  make  a  few  quotations  to  show 
how  the  Board  had  failed.  The  Report 
said — 

*'  We  are  satisfied  that  the  present  composi- 
tion of  the  Board  is  not  satisfactory.  We 
have   no   intention    of   leflecting    upon    the 

Mr.  Cochrane, 


capacity  of  the  individual  members  of  the 
Board,  becanse  a  mere  pemsal  of  the  list  of 
distinguished  men  who  at  present  compose  it 
is  sufficient  to  refute  such  a  suggestion." 

That  was  perfectly  true,  for  he  had 
analysed  the  composition  of  the 
Board,'  and  he  found  that  it 
contained  ten  Privy  Councillors, 
seven  peers,  seven  baronets,  six  judges, 
two  loiights,  and  five  esquires.  There 
was  not,  however,  a  business  man  upon 
the  Board,  and  never  had  been.  He 
recognised  that  some  of  the  members 
were  business  men,  but  they  had  never 
devoted  their  business  faculties  to  this 
particular  Board,  and  his  point  was  that 
the  reason  they  had  not  done  so  was  that 
they  were  responsible  to  no  one  and  they 
received  no  salary.  Nobody  in  Scotland 
had  any  real  control  over  the  Board,  and 
its  members  were  asked  to  attend  only 
about  ten  meetings  during  the  year. 
The  Report  said — 

'*A  certain  number  whose  names  we  need 
not  mention  never  attended  at  alL  An 
average  of  7*6  did  attend,  and  the  rest  never 
came  near  the  meetings." 

And  what  did  these  7*6  do  1 

The  Report  stud — 

"  They  could  give  no  satisfactory  account  of 
their  meetings,  duties  or  powers.  We  learn 
that  their  meetings  were  not  frequent  and  no 
minutes  were  kept.  The  curator  discharges 
his  duties  admirably,  but  he  is  unduly 
restricted  by  the  policy,  or  want  of  policy,  of 
the  Board." 

That  was  a  very  serious  indictment  of 
the  Board  which  was  in  charge  of  Scottish 
art,  because  all  they  did  was  to  inter- 
fere with  the  only  man  who  knew  any- 
thing about  the  subject.  But  the  Report 
contained  a  more  comprehensive  indict- 
ment for  it  said — 

**Many  of  the  pictures  are  so  badly  hung 
that  it  is  impossible  to  see  them." 

The  first  duty  of  those  in  charge  of 
an  art  gallery  was  to  hang  pictures 
where  they  could  be  seen.  The  Report 
went  on  to  say — 

"  A  valuable  picture  was  lately  bequeathed, 
but  no  room  could  be  found  for  it  except  with 
difficulty.  The  National  Gallery  is  not 
reasonably  clean." 

That  was  not  the  way  to  stimulate  public 
generosity,-and  if  there  had  been  more 
business  men  on  the  Board,  they  might 
have  taken  more  trouble  to  provide 
acconmiodation  and  see  that  the  gallery 
was  kept  in  a  condition  in  which  the  public 
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could  comfortably  visit  the  establish- 
ment. It  was  said  that  the  management 
was  such  as  to  fail  to  inspire  the 
public  with  confidence.  To  whom  was 
this  Board  responsible?  Surely  not  to 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  If  the 
members  of  this  Board  had  been  receiving 
sAlarios  the  Minister  at  the  House  would 
have  had  some  control  over  them.  Then 
came  a  more  serious  charge — 

"  Th«y  have  failed  to  presa  Soottish  claima 
for  equivalent  treatment  in  regard  to  the 
pnrchaae  of  pictures.  The  salaries  paid  to 
Scotlsh  officials  compare  nnfavonrahly  with 
the  salaries  paid  in  analogous  institutions  in 
England  and  Ireland.  We  can  find  no 
traoe  of  anything  like  a  specific  statement  that 
nationalbuildingsshould  be  maintained  on  asin  i 
Iju*  system  in  S<^tland  to  that  of  the  sister  isle. 
Had  such  a  statement  be  fully  and  clearly  put 
forward  we  cannot  but  think  that  Parliament 
would  have  reco^ised  the  justice  of  the  claim. 
We  think  the  failure  to  hare  put  forward  any 
Bueh  case  amounts  to  a  dereliction  of  duty  on 
the  part  of  a  Board  to  which  the  art  paintings 
of  Scotland  were  entrusted." 

AU  this  was  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
Board  was  nominated  and  theief  ore  irre- 
sponsible. He  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  give  effect  to  what  after 
all  was  the  suggestion  of  a  Committee 
that  this  Board  should  be  made  more 
rqoesentative.  Why  not  elect  some 
members  from  the  Bojal  Scottish  Academy 
and  other  representatives  from  various 
parts  of  Scotland  ?  Some  of  those 
representing  town  councils  might  also  ]>e 
useful  on  the  Board,  for  at  any  rate  they 
would  see  that  the  gallery  was  kept 
reasonably  clean.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  would  carefully  consider  the 
question  of  sending  this  Bill  to  a  Orand 
Committee.  Where  were  the  English  Mem* 
bers  who  were  going  to  assist  them  in 
regard  to  this  Imperial  question,  Y  It  was 
known  that  this  debate  was  coming  on. 
They  would  not  come  to  the  House  when 
the  Bill  was  in  Committee,  and  the  great 
advantage  woiild  be  that  if  it  was  sent  to  a 
Orand  Committee  they  would  have  the 
same  men  there  and  it  would  be  got 
through  at  once.  They  had  only  had  a 
Saturday  afternoon  for  their  Caledonian 
day,  and  it  was  not  too  much  to  ask  that 
ihej  should  have  their  next  Caledonian 
day  upstairs. 

*Ur.  [MORTON  (Sutherland)  did 
not  see  any  great  difEiculty  in  allow- 
ing this  Bill  to  have  a  Second  Reading 
after  ttie  promise  of  the  Prime  Minister 


that  the  next  stage  would  not  come  on 
until    the  '  autumn    session.     He     was 
sorry  that  the  Oovernment  had  intto* 
duced  what  in  his  opinion  was  a  miserable 
Bill,  unworthy  of  Edinburgh  and  Scot- 
land.   Surely  a  few  months  might  have 
been  allowed  for  the  Members  for  Scot- 
land to  consider  this  matter  with  their 
constituents  before  the  Second  Reading 
was   taken.    He   should   like   to   know 
1  what  the  late  Oovernment  did  for  Scot- 
and;     they    ignored     her     on     every 
possible    occasion    except    when    they 
wanted  money.    He   was  not  satisfied 
with  the  present  Bill,  because  he  was 
certain  it  would  not  do  what  the  Scottish 
people  wanted.    He  did  not  think  the 
people  of  Scotland  would  be  satisfied  in 
any  way  with  this  attempt  to  set  up 
autocratically    and    bureaucratically    a 
Board    which  would  not    represent   the 
Scottish  people.    The  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land had  told  them  that  they  ought  not 
to  discuss  this  question  until  they  got 
into  Committee,    when  he    would   give 
every  consideration  to  this  matter.  Nomi- 
nated boards  had  been  the  curse  of  Ireland 
and  they  were  proceeding  now  to  be 
the  curse   of  Scotland.    There   were  a 
number  of  them,  and  they  did  not  care 
for  the  Secretary  of  Scotland  or  any- 
body else.    They  simply  told  the  right 
hon.    Oentleman     what    they    wanted, 
and    he    had    to  ^o    it.      What    was 
wanted   was  a   board  which   would  be 
fairly  representative,  not  of  any  particular 
political  views,  or  of  the  Scottish  Ofl&ce 
views,  but  of  the  views  of  the  people  of 
Scotland.    He  quite  agreed  with  what  had 
been  said  as  to  the  way  in  which  Scotland 
had  been  treated  by  this  and  other  Par- 
liaments in  recent  years  with  regard  to 
money.     Scotland  was  not  begging  for 
money  at  all,  but  simply  asking  for  her 
fair  share  of  Imperial  funds.    In  asking 
that  the  erection  of  the  buildings  should 
be  paid  out  of  the  public  purse  they  were 
only  asking   for    what    they    were    en- 
titled    to     and    what     was     overdue. 
Under  the  present  Krst  Commissioner  of 
Works  it  was  quite  possible  that  they 
might  get  fair  treatment  in  regard  to 
buildings.    About  thirteen  or  fourteen 
years  ago  he  called  attention  to  the  neglec^ 
ted  state  of  some  of  the  castles  and  palaces 
in  Scotland,  and  he  was  glad  to  say  that 
something  was  done  both  at  Stirling  and 
Linlithgow.     The   Prime   Minister,    who 
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Members,  but  it  could  not  be  entirely  pre- 
vented, because  a  Government  could 
always  have  supremacy  in  a  Bouse 
where  they  had  a  majority.  It  would  be 
unreasonable  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  to  give  a  pledge  on  that  subject. 
It  was  a  matter  for  the  Prime  Minister  and 
the  Government,  and  he  could  only  hope 
that  the  Bill  would  be  sent  to  a  Committee 
upstairs.  If  they  were  clearly  to 
understand  that  in  Committee  there 
would  be  full  scope  for  discussion,  he 
would  suggest  that  his  hon.  friend  might 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Lord      BALCARRES     (Lancashire, 
Chorley)  said  he  agreed  that  it  was  quite 
time   that    a    reform    was    made     in 
the  arrangements  for  the  management 
of  the  Scottish  Art  Galleries.    In  the 
words  of  the  Report  of  the  Departmental 
Committee,    museums    or  art    galleries 
managed  on  the  principles  which  had 
hitherto    obtained    must    be    dead    in- 
stitutions without  that   organic   life   or 
movement  which,  from  the  very  neces- 
sities of  the  case,  ought  to  be  an  essential 
to  the  conduct  of  a  museum  and    art 
gallery.    For  his  own  part  nothing  could 
have  conde^nned  the  Board  of  Manu- 
factures   more    than    their    own     last 
annual  Report.     A  few  months  ago  an 
endeavour  was  made  to  secure  for  the 
nation  the  superb  portrait  of  Sir  Henry 
Raeburn,  by    himself.    A    few    private 
individuals,     headed     by    Sir     Thomas 
Gibson-Carmichael,  subscribed  the  money 
by  which  the  picture  was  secured  by  the 
nation ;    but    not     a    word     appeared 
in  the  Report  of  the  Board  of  Manu- 
factures in  regard  to  the  matter.     He  was 
glad  to  say,  however,  that  Sir  Thomas 
Gibson-Carmichael     had     since      been 
honoured  by  being  made  a  Trustee  of 
the  National  Gallery.     He  approved  of 
the  proposal  in  the  Bill  for  a  nominated 
Board,  although  the  hon.  Gentleman  be- 
low the  Gangway  and  his  friends  recom- 
mended   a    representative    Board.    He 
wanted  to  know,  representative  of  whom? 

Mr.  GULLAND:  Representative  of 
other  gaUeries,  and  of  the  people  of 
Scotland. 

Lord  BALCARRES  said  he  could  not 
see  any  advantage  of  having  scientific  so- 
cieties associated  in  the  management  of 
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the  National  Gallery,  or  that  the  Boyal 
Burghs  had  any  status  whatever  in   the 
matter  of    looking    after    a     National 
Gallery.     The   Boyal   Burghs    in  Eng- 
land were  not  represented  on  the  body 
which   looked   after   the    National   Ait 
Gallery  in  London.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Dumfries  Burghs  had  said  that  he 
thought    a    representative  body  would 
be    in    a    better    and    more   indepen- 
dent   position    in  pressing  for    money 
grants,   but  he  did  not  think  that  a 
body  representing  the  Royal  Burghs,  or 
the    Greographical    and    other  scientific 
societies  would  be  in  a  stronger  position 
to  demand  money  from  the  Government 
than  a  nominated  Board.     He  did  not 
agree    with    the    hon.    (Jentleman    who 
seconded  the  Amendment,  that  this  was 
a  one-man  Bill,  and  that  the  new  Board 
would  be  dominated  by  a  Secretary  in 
London.    After  all,  he  did  not  think  it 
was  fair  criticism  to  say  that  because  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  had  to  spend  the 
greater  part  of  the  Parliamentary  year 
in    London     he    was    not    under    the 
control  of  the  people  of  Scotland.    The 
next  question  after  that  of  representation 
which  exercised  hon.  Members  opposite 
was  as  to  how  the  property  was  to  be 
dealt  with.     Before  they  could  settle  how 
the  property  was  to  be  vested,  it  should 
be  clearly  understood  what  the  policy  of 
the  new  body  was  to  be.       An  hon. 
Gentleman    had    said    that    Edinburgh 
Castle  and  Linlithgow  Palace  shotdd  be 
transferred  to  the  custody  of  the  new 
Board.     He   was   no   great   admirer   of 
what  had  been  done  by  the  Ofl&ce  of  Works 
in  dealing  with  the  ancient  buildings  and 
palaces  of  Scotland.    He  himself,  having 
an  intense  interest  in  the  preservation  of 
these  ancient    buildings,    thought    that 
greater  power  should  be  given  to  those 
in  charge  of  them  to  prevent  damage 
being  done.    He  hoped  that  it  was  not 
proposed  to  transfer  the  buildings  referred 
to  in  the  Bill  to  the  new  Board.    The 
buildings  of    the    British    Museum,    for 
instance,  were  not  vested  in  the  trustees  of 
the  British  Museum,  but  in  the  Board  of 
Works.  He  ventured  to  suggest  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
that  he  should  consider  the  propriety  of 
recognising  in  the  text  of  the  Bill  the  title 
of  the  Royal  Society   and  of  the  Royal 
Scottish  Academy  to  full  recognition  and 
accommodation,  in  either  the  existing  or 
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the  proposed  new  btdldingp.  He  was 
prepured  to  support  the  Bill  as  it 
stood,  though  it  was  in  the  nature 
of  a  compromise,  and  he  was  sure  that 
when  hon.  Members  come  to  work  out 
their  scheme  of  representation,  about 
which  they  talked  so  glibly,  they  would 
find  that  the  task  wad  more  difficult 
than  they  thought. 

Kb.  PIBIE  (Aberdeen,  N.)  was  grateful 
for  the  request  coming  from  the  Opposi- 
tion side  of  the  House  and  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  University 
that  thjs  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a 
Scottish  Grand  Committee.  He  thought 
that  suggestion,  coming  from  the 
Ccmservative  side  of  the  House,  formed 
a  welcome  landmark.  He  hoped  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  would  not  only 
take  to  heart  the  question  of  referring 
this  Bill  to  a  Scottish  Grand  Committee, 
but  would  do  so  in  the  case  of  all  Bills 
applying  exclusively  to  Scotland.  Scot- 
land had  been  treated  with  deplorable 
parsimony  for  the  last  ten  years.  In 
rogard  to  Art  tiiat  parsimony  had 
been  increasing.  His  only  point  of 
alarm  was  that  the  Secretary  fer  Scot- 
land was  not  able  to  give  a  pledge  that 
this  Bill  should  go  to  a  Scottish  Grand 
Committee,  but  except  upon  that  one 
point  he  was  in  agreement  with  everything 
the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  had  said.  He 
earnestly  urged  that  a  Scottish  Grand 
Committee  should  be  constituted  before 
the  end  of  the  session  and  that  this  Bill 
should  be  sent  to  it. 

*Mb.  B.  DUNCAN  (Lanarkshire, 
Qovan)  said  it  was  essential  that  this 
question  should  be  settled  in  accordance 
with  the  instructed  opinion  of  Scotland. 
They  had  great  artists  in  S|cotland,  also 
living  voluntary  associations  of  art-lovers» 
and  he  pleaded  for  a  national  system  in 
Uiis  matter.  Such  a  system  comd  not  be 
carried  out  by  a  wooden  officialdom,  and 
he  should  like  to  have  an  assurance  that 
this  matter  was  to  be  settled  principally 
by  Scotsmen  associated  only  with  those 
Englishmen  and  Irishmen  who  took  a 
living  interest  in  our  national  affairs. 

Mb.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.)  said  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Members  had  great  S3rni- 
pathy  with  the  aspirations  of  Scotland  in 
this   matter,  and   would    endeavour  to 


assist  Scottish  Members  in  securing  what 
they  desired.  There  should,  he  argued, 
be  freedom  in  art,  and  he  hoped  when 
the  case  of  Ireland  was  dealt  with  they 
might  secure  the  support  of  Scottish 
Members  for  their  claims. 

Mr.  C.  E.  PEICE  (Edinburgh,  Central) 
hoped  that  the  Govemmwit  would  con- 
sent to  the  Bill  being  referred  to  a  Scottish 
representative  Committee  whose  decision 
would  be  accepted  by  all  the  Scottish 
Members. 

*Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON 
(Lanarkshire,  N.W.)  appealed  to  the 
House  to  give  the  Bill  a  Second 
Beading.  Ue  personally  as  a  Scots- 
man welcomed  the  Bill  simply  because 
he  felt  that  by  it  they  were  getting 
from  the  Treasury  some  money  which 
belonged  to  Scotland.  That  was  an 
achievement  upon  which  he  was  per- 
fectly prepared  to  congratulate  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  getting  money  which  had 
been  owing  to  Scotland  not  for  the  List 
fifteen  years  only,  as  had  been  stated,  but 
from  a  date  very  much  further  back.  If 
there  was  any  blame  attaching  to  the 
matter  it  attached  to  generations  of 
predecessors  of  those  who  represented 
Scotland  to-day.  He  desired  to  associate 
himself  with  what  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  had  said  in  regard  to  the 
constitution  of  the  Board.  The  proposi- 
tion that  these  Boards  should  be  elected 
was  entirely  novel  and  it  was  not 
the  proposition  put  forward  by  the 
Committee.  The  Committee  proposed 
that  the  members  should  be  nominated, 
but  that  they  should  be  nominated  by 
various  bodies  and  representatives  of 
those  various  bodies.  His  objection, 
so  far  as  he  cared  to  raise  any 
objection,  was  that  it  was  very  difficult 
to  fix  responsibility  for  elected  bodies 
on  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  but  if 
there  was  a  nominative  body  responsible 
to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  anybody 
dissatisfied  with  the  action  of  that  board 
could  come  down  and  say  "  The  board  for 
which  you  are  responsible  has  committed 
what  we  believe  to  be  a  mistake.  Now 
we  wish  to  have  your  opinion,  and  want 
to  know  whether  you  are  prepared  to 
put  it  right."  Again,  if  they  were  to  have 
a  representative  body  how  far  was  that 
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representation  to  go  ?  A  claim  had  been 
put  forward  for  a  Glasgow  representative 
on  this  Board,  but,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leith  Burghs  had  pointed  out,  there 
were   other   districts   in    Scotland    with 
very  high  claims  to  representation,  and  if 
they    admitted    all    those    claims    they 
would  go  near  to  make  the  board  as  cum- 
brous and  as  tmwieldy  as  the  old  one. 
The  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leith  Burghs  as  to  the  fabric  had 
been  already  dealt  with ;  the  real  point 
was    that   the   Board   of    Works   were 
in     future     going     to     undertake    the 
maintenance  and  the  upkeep   of  these 
buildings,  and  if  any  Members  who  ob- 
jected  to   handing  these   matters   over 
to  the  Board  of  Works  were  prepared  to 
say  that  the  new  Board  were  to  undertake 
the  maintenance  and  upkeep  of  the  fabric, 
the  Committee  no  doubt  would  be  pre- 
pared to  consider  that.     He  personally 
dissented    from    any  such    suggestion, 
because   he   thought  that   that  matter 
ought  to   be  left  to  a  national  Depart- 
ment.   As  to  the  Royal  Society,    the 
Secretary    for    Scotland    had,   when    in 
Edinburgh,   given  an  assurance  on  this 
matter;  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  had 
repeated   that  assurance  to-day,  but  he 
thought    that   the    House   would  much 
appreciate  it  if  the  Prime  Minister  in  his 
capacity  as  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
could  contribute  something  more  to  that 
assurance.    In  his  view  this  matter  could 
be  adequately  discussed  in  the  Committee 
stage  and  he   hoped  therefore  that  the 
hon.  Member  would  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 

♦Mr.  J.  M.  HENDERSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  said  the  Board  need  not  be  of 
so  unwieldly  a  number  as  twenty-eight; 
it  might  well  be  a  body  of  twelve.  On 
that  board  they  should  have  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  four  principal  towns 
in  Scotland.  Glasgow  had  an  excellent 
Art  School  and  a  splendid  gallery; 
Aberdeen  had  a  splendid  gallery  which, 
though  smaller  than  that  of  Edin- 
burghy  showed  that  the  inhabitants 
of  that  town  had  done  more  for  the 
progress  of  art  in  twenty  years  than 
Edinburgh  had  done  in  double  the  time. 
The  feeling  that  existed  in  these  towns 
was  that  everything  was  being  done  for 
Edinburgh.  The  Bill  spoke  of  Edinburgh 
and  did  not  recognise  any  other  gallery 

Mr.  Mitrhell'Thovism. 


but  the  Edinburgh  Art  Gallery.  They 
could  easily  get  a  Committee  of  twelve 
from  Edinburgh,  Glasgow,  Aberdeen, 
Dundee  and  the  other  large  towns  of 
Scotland.  He  did  not  care  whether 
they  were  elected  or  nominated  so  long 
as  the  large  towns  of  Scotland  who 
had  spent  large  sums  on  their  art 
schools  and  galleries  were  recognised. 
He  failed  to  see  why,  if  the  whole 
of  the  grant  was  used  for  the  purpose 
of  buying  pictures,  all  those  pictures 
should  go  to  the  Edinburgh  gallery. 
It  was  quite  right  to  spend  money  to 
make  Edinburgh  attractive,  but  if 
money  was  to  be  spent  for  the  pleasure 
and  enlightenment  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land and  the  Empire  that  money  ought 
to  be  spread  over  the  country,  so  far  as 
the  purchase  of  pictures  was  concerned, 
so  that  each  town  could  have  its  share. 
All  these  four  towns  had  good  galleries, 
and  would  claim  some  of  the  fund  in  order 
to  stimulate  the  generosity  of  the  citizens, 
already  so  great  and  commendable.  He 
hoped  the  Prime  Minister  would  see  his 
way  to  give  Scotland  a  Committee 
entirely  of  Scottish  Members,  because 
this  was  naturally  a  Scottish  subject,  and 
he  was  quite  sure  they  would  never  give 
satisfaction  in  the  north  until  these 
large  towns  were  represented. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.)  said 
he  fully  appreciated  that  the  difficulties 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  had 
to  face  in  getting  an  adequate  Board 
were  very  considerable,  but  he  thought 
that  in  getting  a  small  Board  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  on  the  whole  going 
on  right  lines.  It  would  not  be  possible 
adequately  to  find  representation  for  all 
those  bodies  which  might  reasonably 
claim  representation.  The  number  of 
such  bodies  in  Scotland  was  large, 
and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appointed  a  representative  from  every 
body  which  could  put  in  an  ade- 
quate claim  to  be  represented  the  Board 
would  be  too  large  and  imwieldy. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told 
the  House  that  he  had  carefully 
studied  this  question  and  made  in- 
quiries as  to  what  were  the  cus- 
toms of  similar  galleries  abroad. 
Then  ll  again  some  hon.  Members  sug- 
gested that  this  Bill  should  be  submitted 
to  a  Scottish  Grand  Com*nittee.     If  ever 
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there  was  a  question  of  an  Imperial 
nature,  surely  it  was  this  one.  The  claims 
in  regard  to  this  question  were  not  upon 
the  Exchequer  of  Scotland,  hut  upon 
the  Imperial  Exchequer,  He  did  not 
think  Scotland  had  had  anything 
like  just  or  fair  treatment  in  this 
session  of  Parliament,  and  he  hoped  that 
in  future  Scottish  affairs  would  not  be 
dealt  with  on  a  Saturday  afternoon  at  the 
end  of  the  session,  but  that  ade- 
quate time  would  be  allowed  for 
their  discussion.  With  regard  to  the 
Scottish  Grand  Committee,  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman,  whilst  he  had  in- 
formed himself  by  every  possible  means, 
appeared  to  have  taken  that  course 
which  was  alwajn  the  least  satisfactory. 
After  saying  he  had  looked  into  every 
comer  of  the  question,  he  had  wound  up 
by  saying  that  he  had  an  open  mind. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  said  that  what  he 
stated  was  that  he  would  approach  all 
these  matters  in  Committee  with  a 
readiness  to  give  full  weight  to  all  the 
arguments  used. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  said  he  did  not  think 
that  a  Scottish  Grand  Committee  would 
be  a  very  satisfactory  body  to  deal  with 
this  question  on  many  grounds.  In  the 
first  place  these  were  subjects  of  Imperial 
interest,  and  a  purely  Scottish  Grand 
Committee  would  not  be  the  best  body 
to  deal  with  science  and  art.  As 
Scotsmen  he  thought  they  would  be 
wise  and  liberal-minded  if  they  invited 
the  assistance  and  support  of  Mem 
bers  from  other  parts  of  Great 
Britain,  who  would  be  wilUng  on 
a  Committee  to  give  them  the  bene- 
fit of  their  advice  and  experience. 
In  dealing  with  the  question  of  science, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  words  had 
fallen  short  of  what  he  had  antici- 
pated. This  was  a  question  of  the 
most  vital  interest,  and  all  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
was  that  he  had  not  any  coldness  towards 
sc'ence.  He  thought  that  was  a  very 
unsatisfactory  and  insufficient  way  of 
describing  the  feehngs  of  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  towards  science. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  :  What  I  stated  was 
that   the  Government  did  not   wish  to 


treat   these   two   separate  interests  ex- 
cept upon  absolutely  equal  terms. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  said  he  had  hstened 
very  carefully  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  had  written  down  his  words. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  :  And  I  also  have  got 
them  here. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  said  he  was  not 
aware  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  in  the  habit  of  contravening 
in  any  way  the  custom  of  the  House  by 
reading  his  speeches  verbatim  et  liter  aim. 
The  actual  words  used  were  what  he  had 
stated.  He  was  pleased  that  their 
feelings  towards  science  were  not  of  a 
lukewarm  character,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  taking  a  warm,  firm  and  in- 
tense interest  in  the  promotion  of  science. 
He  hoped  that  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
would  use  all  his  efforts  to  see  that  the 
claims  of  Scotland  were  fully  recognised. 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  mind  taking  the  House  into  his  con- 
fidence and  giving  them  some  idea  of  the 
terms  which  he  thought  would  adequately 
and  fairly  meet  the  claims  of  the  Royal 
Society  of  Edinburgh. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  :  That  would  not  be 
possible  without  prejudice  to  the  ar- 
rangements which  are  now  proceeding. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  said  he  had  a  most 
profound  mistrust  not  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  his  sincerity,  but  of  the 
action  which  would  be  taken  by  the 
Treasury  when  this  matter  came  to  br 
dealt  with.  He  had  always  found 
that  the  Treasury  considered  themselves 
custodians  of  the  national  purse,  but  the 
limit  of  their  generosity  was  generally 
reached  when  they  crossed  the  Tweed.  He 
was  somewhat  fortified  in  that  view 
by  an  expression  of  opinion  by  Sir 
Francis  Mowatt,  before  the  Depart- 
mental Committee.  He  stated  that 
the  rates  of  the  National  Gallery 
were  paid  by  the  Treasury  in  Ireland, 
but  in  Scotland  they  were  not  paid 
by  the  Imperial  Exchequer.  The  treat- 
ment of  the  two  nations  had  never  been 
the  same,  and  Ireland  had  always  been 
the  spoiled  child  whilst  Scotland  was  the 
snubbed  child  of  the  Government.  It  was 
contended  that  the  treatment  had  been 
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equal,  but  Scotland  had  been  content  to 
be  snubbed  in  this  matter,  and  they  had 
never  been  treated  with  the  same  con- 
sideration as  was  extended  to  Ii  eland.  He 
did  not  grudge  any  of  the  grants 
made  to  Ireland,  but  he  thought 
they  should  stand  together  and  see  that 
Scotland  was  fairly  treated.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Royal  Society,  it  would  have 
been  more  satisfactory  and  helpful  and 
would  not  in  any  way  have  delayed  the 
consideration  ot  this  measure  had  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  felt  himself  in  a 
position  to  give  some  sketch  as  to 
what  he  thought  was  fair  and  adequate 
treatment.  One  hoo.  Member  had  stated 
that  a  suggestion  had  been  made  that 
£120,000  should  be  spent  on  National 
Galleries  in  Scotland.  Any  sum  short 
of  that  would  not  be  adequate  treat- 
ment for  science  and  art  in  Scotland. 
With  regard  to  the  Royal  Society, 
it  had  done  a  great  work  in  Scotland, 
but  ever  since  the  year  1780  they 
had  been  struggling  along  with  inadequate 
means.  They  received  now  a  miserable 
contribution  of  £300  a  year,  which  the 
Gk>vemment  took  back  in  the  form  of 
rent.  He  appealed  to  hon.  Members 
not  to  be  satisfied  with  a  mere  statement 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intended 
to  do  his  best.  As  far  as  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  was  concerned  he 
should  support  it. 

Mr.  a.  DEWAR  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
thanked  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
for  the  close  attention  he  had  given  to 
Scottish  interests,  for  he  had  taken  a  great 
deal  of  trouble  in  the  discharge  of  his 
duties.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
actually  went  up  to  Edinburgh  in  order 
to  get  the  mind  of  the  Scottish  people 
on  tike  spot.  They  thanked  him  for  that, 
and  they  thanked  him  for  this  Bill. 
Since  the  year  1847  they  had  had  a 
nominated  Board  in  connection  with  the 
galleries,  and  it  had  not  been  a  success. 
The  failure  was  due  to  the  fact  that  it  was 
a  nominated  Board  and  to  nothing  else. 
He  had  taken  the  trouble  to  go  over  the 
Report  which  had  been  issued,  and  he 
wished  to  make  a  few  quotations  to  show 
how  the  Board  had  fsoled.  The  Report 
said — 

**  We  are  satisfied  that  the  present  composi- 
tion of  the  Board  is  not  satisfactory.  We 
have   no   intention    of   reflecting    npon    th® 

ifr,  Cochrane, 


capacity  of  the  individaal  members  of  the 
Board,  because  a  mere  perusal  of  the  list  of 
distinguished  men  who  at  present  compose  it 
is  sufficient  to  refute  such  a  suggestion." 

That  was  perfectly  true,  for  he  had 
analysed  the  composition  of  the 
Board,'  and  he  found  that  it 
contained  ten  Privy  Councillors, 
seven  peers,  seven  baronets,  six  Judges, 
two  knights,  and  five  esquires.  There 
was  not,  however,  a  business  man  upon 
the  Board,  and  never  had  been.  He 
recognised  that  some  of  the  members 
were  business  men,  but  they  had  never 
devoted  their  business  faculties  to  this 
particular  Board,  and  his  point  was  that 
the  reason  they  had  not  done  so  was  that 
they  were  responsible  to  no  one  and  they 
received  no  salary.  Nobody  in  Scotland 
had  any  real  control  over  the  Board,  and 
its  members  were  asked  to  attend  only 
about  ten  meetings  during  the  year. 
The  Report  said — 

''A  certain  number  whose  names  we  need 
not  mention  never  attended  at  alL  An 
average  of  7*6  did  attend,  and  the  rest  never 
came  near  the  meetings." 

And  what  did  these  7 '6  do  1 

The  Report  said — 

"  They  could  give  no  satisfactory  account  of 
their  meetings,  duties  or  powers.  We  learn 
that  their  meetings  were  not  frequent  and  no 
minutes  were  kept.  The  curator  discharges 
his  duties  admirably,  but  he  is  unduly 
restricted  by  the  policy,  or  want  of  policy,  of 
the  Board." 

That  was  a  very  serious  indictment  of 
the  Board  which  was  in  charge  of  Scottish 
art,  because  all  they  did  was  to  inter- 
fere with  the  only  man  who  knew  any- 
thing about  the  subject.  But  the  Report 
contained  a  more  comprehensive  indict- 
ment for  it  said — 

"Many  of  the  pictures  are  so  badly  hung 
that  it  is  impossible  to  see  them." 

The  first  duty  of  those  in  charge  of 
an  art  gallery  was  to  hang  pictures 
where  they  could  be  seen.  The  Report 
went  on  to  say — 

"  A  valuable  picture  was  lately  bequeathed, 
but  no  room  could  be  found  for  it  except  with 
difficulty.  The  National  Gallery  is  not 
reasonably  clean." 

That  was  not  the  way  to  stimulate  public 
generosity,*and  if  there  had  been  more 
business  men  on  the  Board,  they  might 
have  taken  more  trouble  to  provide 
acconmiodation  and  see  that  the  gallery 
was  kept  in  a  condition  in  which  the  public 
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could  comfortably  visit  the  estabUah- 
ment.  It  was  said  that  the  management 
was  such  as  to  fail  to  inspire  the 
public  with  confidence.  To  whom  was 
this  Board  responsible  ?  Surely  not  to 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  If  the 
members  of  this  Board  had  been  receiving 
salaries  the  Minister  at  the  House  would 
have  had  some  control  over  them.  Then 
came  a  more  serious  charge — 

'*  Tb«y  have  failed  to  press  Scottish  claims 
for  equivalent  treatment  in  regard  to  the 
^arohase  of  pictures.  Tlie  salaries  paid  to 
bcutish  offioiius  compare  nnfayoarably  with 
the  salaries  paid  in  analoffoas  institations  in 
England  and  Ireland.  \Ve  can  find  no 
trace  of  anything  like  a  specific  statement  that 
national  bnildingsshoold  be  maintained  on  asin  i 
lar  system  in  S<^tland  to  that  of  the  sister  isle. 
Had  such  a  statement  be  fully  and  clearly  put 
forward  we  cannot  but  think  that  Parliament 
would  have  reco^bed  the  justice  of  the  claim. 
We  think  the  failure  to  have  put  forward  any 
such  case  amounts  to  a  dereliction  of  duty  on 
the  part  of  a  Board  to  which  tlie  art  paintings 
of  Scotland  were  entrusted." 

AU  this  was  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
Board  was  nominated  and  theief  ore  irre- 
sponsible. He  asked  the  right  hon. 
Oeotleman  to  give  effect  to  what  after 
all  was  the  suggestion  of  a  Committee 
that  this  Board  should  be  made  more 
rqnesentative.  Why  not  elect  some 
members  from  the  Bojal  Scottish  Academy 
and  other  representatives  from  various 
parts  of  Scotland  ?  Some  of  those 
representing  town  councils  might  also  be 
useful  on  the  Board,  for  at  any  rate  they 
would  see  that  the  gallery  was  kept 
reasonably  clean.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  carefully  consider  the 
question  of  sending  this  Bill  to  a  Grand 
Committee.  Where  were  the  English  Mem- 
bers who  were  going  to  assist  them  in 
regard  to  this  Imperial  question,  Y  It  was 
known  that  this  debate  was  coming  on. 
They  would  not  come  to  the  House  when 
the  Bill  was  in  Conmiittee,  and  the  great 
advantage  would  be  that  if  it  was  sent  to  a 
Grand  Committee  they  would  have  the 
same  men  there  and  it  would  be  got 
through  at  once.  They  had  only  had  a 
Saturday  afternoon  for  their  Caledonian 
day,  and  it  was  not  too  much  to  ask  that 
ihej  should  have  their  next  Caledonian 
day  upstairs. 

^Mb.  [HORTON  (Sutherland)  did 
not  see  any  great  difficulty  in  allow- 
ing this  Bill  to  have  a  Second  Reading 
after  ttie  promise  of  the  Prime  Minister 


that  the  next  stage  would  not  come  on 
until    the  '  autumn    session.     He     was 
sorry  that  the  Government  had  intro- 
duced what  in  his  opinion  was  a  miserable 
Bill,  unworthy  of  Edinburgh  and  Scot- 
land.   Surely  a  few  months  might  have 
been  allowed  for  the  Members  for  Scot- 
land to  consider  this  matter  with  their 
constituents  before  the  Second  Reading 
was   taken.    He   should   like   to   know 
1  what  the  late  Government  did  for  Scot- 
and;     they    ignored     her     on     every 
possible    occasion    except    when    they 
wanted  money.    He   was  not  satisfied 
with  the  present  Bill,  because  he  was 
certain  it  would  not  do  what  the  Scottish 
people  wanted.    He  did  not  think  the 
people  of  Scotland  would  be  satisfied  in 
any  way  with  this  attempt  to  set  up 
autocratically    and    bureaucratically    a 
Board    which  would  not    represent   the 
Scottish  people.    The  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land had  told  them  that  they  ought  not 
to  discuss  this  question  until  they  got 
into  Committee,    when  he   would   give 
every  consideration  to  this  matter.  Nomi- 
nated boards  had  been  the  curse  of  Ireland 
and  they  were  proceeding  now  to  be 
the  curse   of  Scotland.    There   were  a 
number  of  them,  and  they  did  not  care 
for  the  Secretary  of  Scotland  or  any- 
body else.    They  simply  told  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman     what    they    wanted, 
and    he    had    to  ^o    it.      What    was 
wanted   was  a   board  which   would  be 
fairly  representative,  not  of  any  particular 
political  views,  or  of  the  Scottish  Office 
views,  but  of  the  views  of  the  people  of 
Scotland.    He  quite  agreed  with  what  had 
been  said  as  to  the  way  in  which  Scotland 
had  been  treated  by  this  and  other  Par- 
liaments in  recent  years  with  regard  to 
money.    Scotland  was  not  begging  for 
money  at  all,  but  simply  asking  for  her 
fair  share  of  Imperial  funds.    In  asking 
that  the  erection  of  the  buildings  should 
be  paid  out  of  the  public  purse  they  were 
only  asking   for    what    they    were    en- 
titled    to     and    what     was     overdue. 
Under  the  present  Krst  Commissioner  of 
Works  it  was  quite  possible  that  they 
might  get  fair  treatment  in  regard  to 
buUdings.    About  thirteen   or  fourteen 
years  ago  he  called  attention  to  the  neglec^ 
ted  state  of  some  of  the  castles  and  palaces 
in  Scotland,  and  he  was  glad  to  say  that 
something  was  done  both  at  Stirling  and 
Linlithgow.     The   Prime   Minister,    who 
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was  at  that  time  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  gave  him  Dumbarton  Castle,  and 
he  (Mr.  Morton),  gave  it  to  the  town 
of  Dumbarton  for  a  museum,  but  the 
castle  had  not  yet  been  handed  over. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  consider  that  matter  and  fulfil 
his  promise.  A  promise  had  been  given 
to-day  that  an  opportunity  would  be 
afforded  in  Committee  for  the  discussion 
of  the  various  points  which  had  been 
raised,  and  he  supposed  that  they  must 
accept  it.  His  hon.  friend  the  Member 
for  Ross-shire  had  described  this  as  a 
Caledonian  day.  Being  a  Caledonian 
day,  it  was  surprising  that  the  Prime 
Minister  did  not  arrange  to  have  the 
bagpipes. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  kindly  address  himself  to  the 
Bill? 

Mr.  MORTON  suggested  that  his  hon. 
friend  should  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

''^Mr.  GULLAND  said  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  had  promised  to  do  his  best 
to  get  a  Scottish  Committee  for  the  con- 
sideration of  this  Bill.  He  hoped  the 
Prime  Minister,  who  was  now  in  his 
place,  would  give  effect — 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  not  entitled  to  make  a  second  speech. 
If  he  is  asking  leave  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment,  let  him  do  so,  but  he  must 
not  enter  into  a  review  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  GULLAND  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

Leave  not  being  granted,  tiie  debate 
was  continued. 

♦Sir  henry  CRAIK  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities)  said  all  who  had 
listened  to  the  speaker  who  had  just  sat 
down  must  be  convinced,  by  a  useful 
object  lesson,  of  what  would  be  in- 
volved in  referring  all  Scottish  questions 
to  purely  Scottish  committees. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  That  is  not  the 
subject  matter  of  the  discussion  now 
before  the  House.  The  subject  matter 
of  the  discussion  is  the  Bill.     What  the 

Mr,  Morion, 


character  of  the  Committee  Will  be  to 
which  it  is  ultimately  referred  is  a 
different  matter  altogether. 

•^SiR  HENRY  CRAIK  said  the  matter 
had  been  referred  to  frequently  during  the 
debate,  and  he  thought  he  might  be  in 
order  in  touching  upon  it.  ffis  reason 
for  rising  was  to  urge  once  more  the 
claims  of  the  Royal  Society  for  Edin- 
burgh. He  was  sorry  that  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  had  not  been  able  to  give 
greater  assurances  on  that  point. 
The  assurances  given  had  all  been  of  a 
very  general  character,  but  Scottish 
Members  would  like  to  know  how  in 
the  event  of  the  Royal  Society  being 
turned  out  of  its  present  location  it  was 
to  be  housed.  He  knew  from  experi- 
ence how  easy  it  was  for  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Government  to  say 
that  such  and  such  a  question  was  under 
consideration  with  the  Treasury,  and 
that  to  give  a  greater  undertaking 
might  prejudice  the  negotiations  that 
were  going  on.  In  the  end  when  the 
Second  Reading  of  a  Bill  had  been  got, 
and  the  particular  emergency  of  the 
moment  avoided,  very  little  was  heard  of 
the  bargain  with  the  Treasury.  He 
should  like  exceedingly  if  they  could 
have  an  assurance  from  the  ri^t  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  place  which  had 
been  indicated  in  the  negotiations  with 
the  Scottish  Office  would  be  the  place 
fixed  by  general  consent  in  Edinburgh 
as  the  future  location  of  the  Royal 
Society. 

♦Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  said  that  as  a  Scotsman  he  was 
very  much  disappointed  at  the  speech 
of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  on  this 
subject.  Everything  had  been  left  by  him 
in  a  very  vague  condition,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  them  accept 
the  assurance  that  when  the  Bill  got  into 
Committee  full  weight  would  be  given 
to  any  recommendations  brought  for- 
ward. Hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  had  pointed  out  that  the 
Scottish  people  had  often  been  disap- 
pointed, if  not  deceived,  by  the  Treasury. 
In  the  matter  of  the  Royal  Society  they 
felt  very  strongly  that  there  ought  to  be 
no  loophole  left  for  the  Treasury.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  put  in  the 
text  of  the  Bill  a  provision  which  would 
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prevent  the  eviction  of  the  Royal 
Society  unless  it  had  assured  to  it  all 
the  advantages  which  it  now  enjoyed. 
It  had  been  urged  that  the  Bill  should 
be  referred  to  a  Committee  composed 
entirely  of  Scottish  Members.  That 
would  be  against  both  the  desire  and  the 
practice  of  Parliament,  when  dealing  with 
matters  affecting  the  Imperial  Exchequer, 
and  it  would  at  the  same  time  be  very 
unfair  to  exclude  from  the  Committers 
Scotsmen  who,  though  not  representing 
Scottish  constituencies,  wished  to  see  that 
their  native  country  was  fairly  treated. 
Personally  he  felt  strongly  that  by  leaving 
the  nomination  of  the  Board  entirely  in 
the  hands  of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
it  would  not  conduce  to  the  creation  of  a 
Board  which  would  give  the  best  results 
in  the  interest  of  art,  literature,  and 
science,  in  Scotland  as  a  whole.  He  had 
great  misgivings  in  supporting  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  in  view  of  the  very 
vague  assurances  which  had  been  given 
by  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman. 

♦Mr.  be  ale  (Ayrshire,  S.)  said  that, 
both  as  an  Englishman  and  as  represenl^* 
ing  a  Scottish  constituency,  he  was 
exceedingly  surprised  at  the  way  in  which 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to  under- 
estimate the  reputation  of  the  Royal 
Society  of  Scotland.  He  hoped  that 
after  the  Secretary  for  Scotlamrs  clear 
statement  of  the  intention  of  conserving 
to  the  Royal  Society  of  Scotland  at  least 
the  same  advantages  as  it  enjoyed  at 
present  they  might  rely  on  its  being 
regarded  as  a  national  and  not  merely 
a  Scottish  question  to  see  that  faith  was 
kept  Scottish  Science,  which  had  contri- 
buted to  British  Science  such  names  as 
Blaclr,  Clerk,  Maxwell,  and  Lord  Kelvin. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read   a  second  time,   and  com- 
mitted for  Tuesday  23rd  October. 


SMALL     LANDHOLDERS     (SCOTLAND) 

BILL 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  said  he  should  en- 
deavour to  state  as  briefly  as  he  could  the 
considerations  which  had  prompted  the 


Government  to  introduce  the  Bill  which  he 
had  now  the  honour  of  submitting  to  the 
judgment  of  the  House.    The  House  was 
aware    of    the   existing   provisions    and 
machinery  of  the  Crofters'  Acts.  The  prin- 
cipal Act  was  passed  in  the  year  1886.    It 
was  the  sequel  and  the  product  of  some 
years  of  acute  land  agitation  and  had  en- 
tirely justified  in  its  results  those  who 
were  responsible  for  it.     There  was  great 
discontent  in  the  Highlands  at  the  time  : 
distress,  high  rents,  evictions,  and  general 
unrest.     The   Crofters   Act   established 
a   system   of   statutory   fair  rents  with 
periodical  revision,  fixed  b>  the  Crofters 
Commiasion,    who   were    endowed    with 
other  powers,  including  powers  for    the 
enlargement  li(of    holdings.     By    general 
consent  the  Act  had  succeeded  beyond  all 
expectation :  rents  were  paid  regularly, 
the  interest  of  the  landlord  had  increased 
in  value,  while  on  the  other  hand  the 
security  of  tenure  had  encouraged  the 
crofter  to  improve  his  holding.     Better 
houses  had  been  built  and  there  was  a 
higher   standard    of   cultivation    to   be 
found.    In  the  year  1894  and  also  in  the 
following  year  a  Bill  was  introduced  by 
the    then    Secretary    for    Scotland,    Sir 
(Jeorge  Trevelyan,  to  amend  the  Crofters 
Act.    These    amending    BiUs     proposed 
to  admit  leaseholdeir  to  the  benefits  of  the 
Act  and  to  extend  the  operation  of  the 
Act   to   eight   additional   counties.     He 
ought  to  mention  also  that  in  1897  the 
Congested  Districts  (Scotland)  Act  was 
passed,   establishing  a   Board   of   Com- 
missioners with  an  income  of    £35,000 
a  ^ear  to  be  applied  at  their  discretion 
to     providing     land     for     sub-division 
into    holdings,    aiding    migration    from 
congested     districts,    developing      agri- 
culture,    dairy-farming,     the     breeding 
of     live      stock,      and      other       pur- 
poses.   These    two    authorities    had    in 
recent  years  co-operated  within  the  con- 
gested districts  in  the  work  assigned  to 
them  by  Parliament.    Of  the  purposes 
of  this  Bill   the  first  which  he  should 
mention  was  the  amendment  and  exten- 
sion of  the  Crofters  Acts  within  the  crofter 
area.    The  Bill  removed    some    of    the 
restrictions  limiting  available  land  under 
Section  13  of  the  Act  of  1886.    These 
restrictions    had    in    practice    made    it 
impossible  for  the  Crofters  Commissioners 
to  deal  with  a  large  number  of  applica- 
tions for  enHrgement  which  had  reached 
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them.  The  Bill  also  reduced  the  minimum 
number  of  competent  applicants  for 
enlargement  of  holding.  It  provided 
that  the  holder  of  land  might  use  his 
holding  for  subsidiary  or  au:nliary  occu- 
pations. It  provided  for  the  ad- 
mission of  leasehold^^  to  the  benefits  of 
the  Act.  It  raised  the  limit  of 
f^ualifying  rental  from  £30  to  £50>  the 
lunit  contained  in  the  existing  Small 
Holdings  Act.  It  made  amendments 
in  the  power  of  bequest  and  assignation  of 
tenancy.  It  gave  powers  for  the 
creation  of  new  crofter  tenancies,  in  the 
first  place  by  agreement,  and  in  the 
second  place,  where  agreement  was  not 
found  to  be  possible,  by  compulsory 
order.  There  were  other  amendments 
which  he  need  not  dwell  upon  at  that 
moment.  So  much  (or  the  area  of  the  ex- 
isting crofter  counties.  He  might  note  in 
passing  that  the  congested  districts  form 
only  a  part  of  the  so-called  crofting  coun- 
ties. There  remained  the  question  of  the 
extension  of  the  Crofters  Acts  beyond 
€b»  existing  area.  In  considering  this 
question  two  remarkable  contrasts  must 
be  pointed  out.  Looking  at  them  to- 
gether for  a  moment,  the  main  work  of 
these  two  authorities,  that  was  to  say, 
the  conferring  of  security  of  tenure  at 
a  fair  rent  and  the  settlement  of  crofters 
at  a  fair  rent  upon  the  land,  operated 
according  to  the  locality  in  which  the 
work  was  done  in  two  different  direc- 
tions. In  one  part  of  the  country  the 
purpose  was  the  relieving  of  congestion, 
in  the  other,  checking  and  counter- 
acting de-population.  In  the  western 
islands,  where  there  was  great  conges- 
tion of  population— cottars  squatting 
upon  the  lands  of  crofters,  and  so  forth 
— the  work  to  be  done  and  which  had 
been  done  by  these  authorities  was 
directed  to  the  relief  of  congestion.  On 
the  other  hand,  on  the  mainland,  except 
in  a  few  isolated  localities,  their  work 
had  been  directed  to  remed3dng  the  evil 
of  de-population  and  to  increasing  the 
number  of  settlers  on  the  land.  There 
was  another  striking  contrast.  What 
was  meant  by  a  "  crofter "  ?  In  the 
congested  districts  of  the  western  islands, 
the  crofter  might  be  and  often  was  a 
tenant  at  a  rent  of  a  pound  or  more,  of  an 
acre  or  two,  with  a  share  in  the  common 
grazing.  There  were  555  tenants  under 
a  rent  of  £1  in  the  island  of  Lewis  alone  ; 
Mr.  Sinclair. 


while  on  the  eastern  seaboard  the  crofter 
might  be  and  often  was  a  tenant  of  a 
holding  of  from  five  to  five  and  twenty 
or  thirty  pounds  a  year,  owning  a  con- 
siderable small  stock  of  sheep  or  cattle^ 
frequently   without    a   share    in   any 
common  gra^g,  and  as  a  matter  of 
fact   indistinguishable   in    the    circum- 
stances under  which  he  carried  on  his 
industry  from  any  small  farmer  of  a 
like    rent    in    any   part    of    Scotland, 
except  that  he  enjoyed  the  security  of 
tenure  and  the  fair  rent  which  he  had 
under   the    Ctottets     Act.    These   two 
facts— firtt,    that     the     Crofter    Com- 
missioners had  been  striving  to  meet  the 
two  opposite  evils  of  congestion  on  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  de-popula- 
tion ;   and,  secondly,  the  identity  in  con- 
dition of  the  crofter  upon  the   eastern 
mainland  with  the  Small  farmer  else- 
where in  Scotland — ^showed  that  for  the 
last    twenty    years    the    Crofter    Com- 
missioners had  been  working  out   prob- 
lems,   some   of  which   were   no   doubt 
peciUiar  to  the  Highlands,  and  others  of 
which  were  undoubtedly  common  to  the 
whole  country.    It  wad  right,  he  con-, 
sidered,  that  he  should  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  paying  a  warm  tribute  to  those 
who  had  during  the  last  twenty  years 
in  the  case  of  the  Crofter  Commissioners, 
and  in  the  case  of  the  Congested  Districts 
Board,  for  the  last  nine  years,  been  con- 
cerned in  the  administration  of  these 
Acts.    The  country,  he  felt  sure,  recog- 
nised the  debt  of  gratitude  which  was 
due  to  them,  especially  to  the  Crofters 
Commission,  and  if  he  might  say  so,  to 
the  Chairman,    who   had  presided  over 
its  work  from  the  beginning,  for  their 
devoted  and  ungrudging  labours  in  the 
public  service.    The  Crofters   Acts   had 
never  been  amended  except  in  one  or  two 
small  particulars  in  the  early  years  after 
the  passing  of  the  principal  Act  in  1886. 
The   Congested   District   Commissioners 
had  done  considerable  work  of  an  amelior- 
ative character  in  many  directions.    In 
relation  to  the  work  of  the  Crofter  Com- 
missioners their  work  had  lain  in  two 
directions :    they  had   been  successful, 
with     the     voluntary     co-operation    of 
various  landlords,   in  the  formation  of 
crofters  holdings  by  agreement.    There 
were  various  instances  of  work  of  this 
kind  carried  out  by  them  which  had 
been  hithe^  and  promised  to  be  entirely 
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successful.    On  the  other  hand,  they  had 
instituted  a  policy  of  land  purchase  which 
had  not  been  entirely  successful.    Let 
him  put  before  the  House  briefly  the 
contrast    between    these    two    policies. 
They  were  familiar  with  the  policy  of 
land  purchase,  the  model  of  which  was 
to  be  found  in  Ireland.    The  experience 
of  the  Congested  Districts  Board  tended 
to  show  that,  at  present,  at  any  rate,  the 
crofter  did  not  ask  for  land  purchase. 
It  would   be  much   more   costly  than 
crofter  legislation,  which  had  been  suc- 
cessful.    It  was  not  necessary.    It  would 
expropriate   landlords,    which   was    not 
desirable.    The    reluctance    of    crofters 
to  purchase  had  led  to  great  difficulty. 
On  the  other  hand,   under   the   crofter 
policy  the  rent  of  the  crofter  was  fixed 
and  periodically  revised  by  the   Com- 
missioners ;    he  made  all  Us  own    im- 
provements;   he  had  no  power  of  free 
sale ;  he  had  security  of  tenure,  provided 
that    he    observed    certain    conditions 
which   protected   the    landlord.    This 
security  of  tenure,  as  he  had  already  said, 
encouraged  the   crofter  to   expend   his 
capital   in   improving  his  holding   and 
every  shilling  he  spent  in  the  improve- 
ment of  the  holding  for  his  own  use  im- 
proved the  security  of  the  landlord  for 
the  rent,  and  therefore  the  capital  value 
of  the  holding.    So  far  as  the  crofting 
counties    of    Scotland    were    concerned, 
there  was  therefore  some  experience  to 
guide  them,  and  he  now  returned  to  the 
question  of  the  extension  of  the  operation 
of  the  Act  beyond  the  Highland  counties. 
Great  objection  was  taken  in  1886  by 
critics    of    the    Bill   in    the    House    of 
Commons    to   the  narrow  limits  of   its 
operation  and  in  particular  to  the  defi- 
nitions    upon     which     the     Act     was 
loonded.    In  the  Act,  which  applied  to 
yearly  tenants  only,  a  crofter  was  defined 
as  a  person  who  was  tenant  of  and  resided 
on  his  holding,  the  annual  rent  of  which 
did  not  exceed  £30,  and  which  was  situated 
in  a  crofting  parish,  and  the  successors 
of  such  person  in  the  holding,  being  his 
heirs  or  leg  i  tees.    A  crofting  parish  was 
defined  as  a  parish  in  which  there  were 
at  the  commencement  of  the  Act  or  had 
been  within  eighty  years  prior  thereto, 
holdings  consisting  of  arable  land  with  a 
right  of  pasturage  in  common  with  others, 
and  in  which  there  still  were  tenants  of 
holdings  from  year  to  year  who  resided 


on  their  holdings.    The  Government  of 
1886  firmly  refused  to  extend  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act  beyond  the  original  seven 
counties,  on  the  ground  that  they  were 
convinced  that  beyond  these  limits  no 
crofting  parishes  as  defined  above  were  to 
be  found.    In  fact,  the  1895  Bill  did  not 
in  words  alter  this  definition,  but  in  pro- 
posing the  admission  of  leaseholders  it 
departed  from  the  historical  clan  theory 
upon  which  the  definition  of  "crofter 
parish  "  seems  to  rest.    He  had  already 
pointed  out  that  in  many  districts  on  the 
mainland  the  crofter  under  the  Act  was 
simply  a  small  farmer  who  made  his  own 
improvements,  as  he  might  be  in  any 
county  in  Scotland.    As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the   1886  Act  admitted  to  its  benefits 
individuab    who,    personally,    had    no 
historical  claim,  and  parishes  where  in 
1886  there  was  no  common  grazing,  and 
where  there  was  none  now.    These  con- 
siderations had  been  evident  from  the 
first,  especially  to  those  counties  which 
Sir     Greorge     Trevelyan     proposed    to 
include     in     his     BUI.    To   adopt  the 
area   of  the   1895   Bill   a^d  to   adhere 
to  the  definitions    of    "  crofter  "    and 
"  crofting    parish  "     would,    it     was 
believed,  admit  to  the  benefits  of  the 
Act   the   island   of  Arran   and   certain 
isolated  parishes  elsewhere ;     that  was 
only  a   very  small   proportion   of  the 
crofters  and  not  necessarily  the   most 
needy,  in  the  eight  additional  counties 
proposed  in  1895.    Large  areas  of  land 
in  the  occupation  of  small  tenants  in 
these  counties  would  be  excluded  from 
the  operation   of   the   BU.    To   apply 
the  Crofters  Act  to  some  of  the  small 
holders  in  one  of  these  counties  and  a 
Small   Holdings   Bill  to   others  in  the 
same    county,    each    system  with  sepa- 
rate   procedure    and    machinery,    was 
hardly    practicable.    The    Government, 
in   view    of   these   considerations,    had 
therefore  decided  to  abahdon  the  defi- 
nitions of  the   1886   Bill.    There  were 
other  considerations  which  were  perti- 
nent to  this  subject.    Circumstances  had 
somewhat  changed  since  1886,  when  high 
rents,   accumulations   of  arrears,      and 
evictions    brought    about    the    Crofters 
Act.    Rents  had  fallen  at  least  as  heavily 
outside  the  crofting  area  as  within  it 
under  the  operation  of  the  Act.    There 
was  a  strong  demand  for  small  holdings 
legislation.    While    in    many    branches 
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and  be  proposed,  if  he  (Mr.  Cochrane) 
remembeied  ari^t,  to  limit  the  amount 
of  rent  paid  by  these  leaseholders 
to  a  very  low  sum.  But  his  right  hon. 
friend  must  take  warning  by  the  response 
which  Sir  George  Trevelyan's  BiU  met 
with.  It  did  not  meet  with  acceptance 
in  Scotland,  and  he  would  warn  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  same 
fate  might  befall  his  more  extended 
attempt.  Why  did  the  ri^it  hon.  Gentle- 
man depart  from  the  definition  of  a 
crofter  which  was  given  very  clearly 
by  Sir  George  Trevelyani  Speaking 
from  memory,  he  believed  Sir  George 
Trevelyan  laid  it  down  that  the  crofter 


nature  of  the  case,  compelled  the  holders 
to  make  their  own  improvements  would 
have  a  paralysing  effect.  Fixity  of 
tenure  had  two  sides  to  it.  Not  only 
was  a  man  entitled  to  remain,  but  he 
must  remain ;  not  only  was  he  entitled 
to  pay  the  rent,  but  he  must  pay  the 
rent;  and  when  the  small  lease-holders 
realised  that,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  find  that  the  proposal  was  not  so 
attractive  to  them  as  he  thought.  Any 
small  leaseholder  who  was  anxious  to 
renew  his  lease  on  the  same  terms  as  that 
on  which  he  held  it  had  not  the  slightest 
difficulty  in  obtaining  an  extension  of 
his   lease.    When  they  told  the  small 


class  was  distinct  from  other  classes  of   leaseholder  that  out  of  the  fubiess  of  their 


the  community  because  they  had  a 
hereditary  claim  upon  the  land.  Those 
were  the  circumstances  which  they  had 
to  meet  and  in  which  certain  of  the 
crofters  had  been  dispossessed  of  their 


set  of  circumstances  from  that  which 
arose  in  the  case  of  ordinary  lease- 
holders in  Scotland.  This  Bill  was 
not  confined  to  the  Highlands,  but  was 
to  extend  to  the  whole  of  Scotland.    If 


heart  it  was  intended  to  fix  him  on  his 
croft  and  compel  him  to  pay  the  same 
rent  and  pay  for  all  the  improvements, 
he  would  not  greet  the  proposal  wiih 
cheers.      One  could  not  meet  with  the 


holdings.    That  was  a  perfectly  different   crofters  without  being  impressed  with 

the  fact  that  they  were  a  fine,  mtelligent 
body  of  men,  and  one  would  be  glad  to 
see  them  living  under  every  condition 
that  would  make  for  their  happiness. 
But  they  must  not  merely  dwell  upon 


it  applied  to  the  whole  of  Scotland,  why   the  historical  and  sentimental  aspect  of 


should  it  not  apply  to  the  whole  of 
England   as   well  ?    He   thought   some 
of  the  English  Members  on  the  other 
side  would  have  something  to  say  to  that. 
If  the  Bill  were  confined  to  the  crofting 
counties  there  would  be  something  to 
be  said  for  it,  but  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   applied   it   to   the   rest   of 
Scotland  then  a  question  of  the  greatest 
magnitude  arose.    The  Prime  Minister 
cheered  that  remark.    When  at  subse- 
quent stages  this  Bill  was  dealt  with, 
he    hoped    the    right    hon.    Gentleman 
would  bear  those  cheers  in  mind  and 
not  curtail  discussion  on  a  Bill  of  such 
great  importance.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  the  speech  to  which  the  House 
had  just  listened,had  given  no  justification 
for  departing  from  the  policy  laid  down 
by  his  predecessor  in  office.    The  right 
hon.   Gentleman  had  given   no  reason 
whatever  for  including  the  leaseholders 
of  Scotland.    He  had  shown  no  scintilla 
of  evidence  that  there  was  any  claim 
throughout  Scotland  for  this  extension 
or    that    it    wai    in  any  way  desired. 
He  ventured  to  say  that  to  do  that 


the  case.     Time  had  gone  ahead,  and  the 
conditions  of  life  all  through  the  country 
were  not  what  they  used  to  be.    There 
would    be    an    increasing    difficulty    in 
getting  men  who  were  content  to  live 
in  the  primitive  conditions    in    which 
the  old  crofters  used  to  Hve  and  thrive 
from      fifty     to     eighty     years      ago. 
There  was  now  a  great  desire  to  move 
to    the    other   parts    of    the    country. 
The     whole    standard     of    living    had 
changed.  He  believed  that  the  case  made 
out  for  the   crofter  was   roughly   that 
he  had  been  from  time  immemorial  almost 
coeval  with  the  land,  and  that  he  made 
his  own  improvements.    For  that  reason 
only,  so  far  as  he  could  make  out,  it 
was   proposed   to   put   the   leaseholder 
on  the  same  footing.    Were  the  Govern- 
ment going  in  the  first  place  to  set  up  a 
Land  Court  for  Scotland  to  fix  the  rent  of 
every  small  farmer  throughout  the  Low- 
lands of  Scotland  ?  At  once  they  would  be 
face  to  face  with  questions  of  enormous 
difficulty.     Were  they  going  to  initiate 
in  Scotland  that  fatal  form  of  ownership 
which  they  all  deplored  in  Ireland,  and 


about  small  crofts  in  Scotland  having   had    spent    so    much    to  remove,   the 
fixity  of  tenure  which,  from  the  very   system  of  dual  ownership?     Here  were 
Mr.  Cochrane. 
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qaestions  of  enormous    importance  de- 
serving most  careful  consideration.    He 
did    not    gather    from   the   speech    of 
the     right     hon.     Gentleman     exactly 
how    he    was     going     to      deal     with 
the  question  of  de-population.   He  failed 
to  gather  that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
was  going  to  deal  in  any  way  with  that 
important  branch  of  the  question.    He 
could     not     see     that     he     had    any 
proposals  to  relieve  the  somewhat  un- 
happy   position    of    the    small   cottar, 
or   that   he  was  going   to   deal  in  an 
adequate  manner  wita  the  grievances  of 
the  crofters.    One  of  the  principal  griev- 
ances  now   felt   by   crofters    was    that 
whilst  it  was  proposed  willingly  to  give 
him  land  on  which  to  raise  his  crop,  he 
had  no  means  of  getting  the  wherewithal 
to  stock  it.    He  thought  that  in  the 
applications  to  the  Treasury  which  the 
n^t  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  make 
he    might   consider   that   necessity.    If 
the  ri|^t  hon.   Gentleman  studied  the 
Report   of   the   Commission,    he  would 
see     that     three     whole     pages     were 
taken  up  with   the  question  of  settling 
disputes    as    to   who   was    to    succeed 
into  entails.    If  a  similar  system  were 
brought  in  from  all  leaseholds  in  Scot- 
land, the  legal  profession  might  be  well 
one  in  which  to  place  their  sons  if  not 
to   enter   themselves.    In   giving   fixity 
of  tenure,  would  they  really  be  carrying 
out  the  proposals  that  the  very  title 
of    the    Bill    suggested  ?    Was    this    a 
Bill  to  promote  small  holdings  ?    Was 
a  landlord  who  divided  his  land  into 
small  holdings  and  let  it  out  to  a  tenant 
on  an  agreement  that  at  the  expiration 
of  nineteen  years  the    land  should  be 
handed  back  to  him,  likely  to  encourage 
the  class  of  small  leaseholder  in  Scot- 
land if  he  was  entitled  to  step  in  and 
take  the  improvements  for  his  benefit  ? 
That  would  not  turn  him  into  a  successful 
famner.    As   a   rule   a   ploughman   ob- 
tained a  small  farm  and  after  steady 
progress  he  would  take  a  bigger  one,  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  now  pro- 
posing to  fix  him  in  one  place  becatise  he 
had  entered  into  a  permanent  contract 
to  pay  a  rent  for  a  certain  number  of 
}rear8.    Under  those  circumstances  the 
prospects  of  the  ploughman  rising  in  the 
social    scale     would     be     considerably 
lessened.    Not  only  would  he  find  all  the 
&nns  about  the  si^e  he  wanted  per- 
manently fixed  in  the  hands  of  a  par- 
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ticular  class,  but  every  landlord  who 
now  kept  a  small  farm  in  the  centre  of 
his  estate  would  be  induced  to  give  it  up 
and  add  it  to  the  next  farm.  It  was 
almost  impossible  that  a  Bill  of  this 
magnitude  embracing  so  many  subjects 
could  be  effectively  dealt  with  in  thi^ 
way.  The  Bill  would  interfere  with 
freedom  of  contract,  and  he  had  seen  no 
clear  justification  for  that  in  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
did  not  deal  adequately  with  the  cottar 
and  the  crofter,  or  provide  for 
their  material  improvement.  It  did  not 
deal  with  the  redundancy  of  population 
and  it  hindered  the  formation  of  small' 
farms,  which  were  the  stepping  stones  by 
which  the  ploughman  rose  to  a  more 
prosperous  state  of  aSairs.  He  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  right 
in  not  considering  the  further  stages  of 
this  Bill  until  the  Autunm  session,  when 
he  hoped  the  disucssion  upon  it  would  be 
as  full  and  free  as  it  deserved  to  be. 

♦Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  said 
he  was  glad  that  after  many  years  of 
waiting  a  Bill  dealing  with  this  question 
had  been   brought   in,   and  he   desired 
to    thank   the   Secretary    for  Scotland 
and    the    Prime    Minister    for    having 
introduced  it.    He  also  desired  to  thank 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down   for  his  sympathetic   remarks   in 
regard    to   small   cottars    and   crofters. 
They  had  been  waiting  and  asking  the 
late  Tory  Government  in  vain  for  the 
last  ten   years    for     legislation      They 
never  could  get  land  legislation  for  Scot- 
land from   a  Conservative  Gtovemment, 
and    he    did   not  think  they  would   if 
they  lived  for  100  years.    The  policy  of 
the  Congested  Districts  Board  in  Scotland 
had  not  succeeded.    They  had  no  com- 
pulsory powers  and  he  was  glad  to  hear  the 
Secretary  for    Scotland    state    that  the 
Bill  would  give  compubory  powers  for 
the   enlargement  and   creation   of   new 
holdings.    For  years  in  the  island  of  Lewis 
they  had  been  trying  to  get  land  and  had 
failed,  because  they  had  no  compulsory 
powers.     He  had  no  doubt  that  in  due 
course  when  English  agriculturists  found 
Scotland  was  going  ahead  of  them  they 
would  ask   for  similar    legislation.     He 
hoped  that  in  future  the  landlord  would 
be  prevented  from  seising  the  crofter's 
house  and  all  the  improvements  in  case 
of  bankruptcy  or  &ilure  of  heirs  to  the 
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eaoIoBion  of  all  other  creditors.  There 
vem  some  matters  of  detail  which  he 
desiied  to  raise  but  he  would  deal 
with  them  in  Committee.  He  was 
very  grateful  to  the  Secretary  for 
Sootiand  and  the  Prime  Minister  tl^t  tiie 
leuehoIdeTB  had  been  brought  in  under 
this  Bill.  For  fifteen  years  he  had  been 
i^tating  for  this  reform,  and  each  year 
had  brought  in  a  Bill  to  include  crofter 
leaseholdtTB.  He  thought  the  light 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  a  mistake  in 
raising  rente  from  £30  to  £50.  Hon. 
Hembeis  were  aware  that  fijdty  of  tenure 
had  made  the  greatest  difference  to  the 
H^hland  crofter.  He  hoped  in  regard  to 
questions  affecting  the  Highlands  that 
tiiey  would  not  be  guided  by  newa- 
paper  reports  or  opinions  of  sportsmen 
who  were  in  the  habit  of  visiting  the 
Highlands  for  a  few  weeks  pleasure. 
It  should  be  remembered  that  the  crofter 
had  to  build  hia  own  house,  and  that  the 
landlord  did  not  provide  one  shilling  of 
the  cost.  It  seemed  to  Tiim  in  regard  to 
that  matter  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
did  not  understand  the  facts.  Those 
who  had  travelled  in  the  Highlands  and 
witnessed  the  work  done  through  the 
operations  of  the  Crofters  Commission 
would  admit  that  the  results  so  far  could 
not  be  praised  too  highly.  There  were 
willing  and  unwilling  landlords,  and  the 
working  of  this  Bill  would  depend  in  a 
great  measure  on  the  spirit  in  which  all 
concerned  approached  the  subject.  In 
the  island  of  Lewis  and  other  congested 
districts  it  was  essential  that  advances 
of  a  generous  character  should  be 
made  for  the  building  of  houses.  The 
poor  people  there  had  been  robbed  of 
th'  ir  rights  for  generations.  He  hoped 
the  Bill  would  be  printed  and  circulated 
without  delay  in  order  that  it  might 
reach  the  Highland  constituencies  at  the 
earhest  possible  date.  He  was  sure  that 
the  Prime  Minister  was  at  the  back  of  the 
proposab  now  made,  and  that  he  would 
facilitate  the  progress  of  the  measure. 


•Mr.  CATHCAET  WASON  (Orkney 
and  Shetland)  congratul 
tary  for  Scotland  on  the 
this  Bill  which  he  had  so 
It  was  perfectly  evident  i 
tatives  of  the  northern  d 
right  hon.  Gentleman  1 
studied  the  great  question 
the  north  of  Scotland.     H 

Mr.  Weir. 
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to  divide  the  Bill  into  two  parts.  The 
hon.  Member  from  North  Ayrshire  wanteil 
to  know  what  justification  there  was  foi~ 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill.  In  answer 
to  that  he  would  say — "  We  are  the  justi- 
fication for  the  introduction  of  the  Bill." 
This  land  reform  had  been  demanded 
with  a  practically  unanimous  voice  from 
one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other.  The 
measure  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  now  brought  forward  would,  he  be- 
lieved, do  excellent  work  in  Scotland. 
There  was  one  matter  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  referred  in  the  guise  of 
a  threat  in  recalling  the  fate  of  Sir 
George  Trevelyan's  Bill.  That  was  a 
long  time  ago.  The  Bill  failed  because 
it  was  not  sufficiently  drastic  If  they 
did  not  get  a  reform  now,  and  if  they 
had  to  wait  a  few  years  more,  they  would 
have  to  face  a  much  bigger  land  agitation 
than  they  were  endeavouring  to  meet  at 
present.  He  sincerely  trusted  that  the 
efforts  of  the  Government  to  promote  this 
moderate  scheme  of  land  reform  would  be 
successful. 


Mr.  MUNRO  FEEGU80N  (Leitb 
Burghs)  said  the  speech  of  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  was  such  as  they  might  have 
expected  from  him  in  bringing  in  this  Bill. 
The  main  lines  of  the  Bill  were  not  only 
hold  hut  sound.  Ke  thought  the  £50 
line  was  right.  It  was  in  the  Bill  which 
he  brought  in  with  his  right  hon.  friend 
some  years  ago.  When  they  came  to  ex- 
tend the  crofting  area  there  was  really 
nothing  for  it  except  the  inclusion  of  the 
whole  of  Scotland,  That  was  inevitable. 
They  might  dispute  as  to  the  exact  kind 
of  protection  to  be  given  to  the  small 
tenant  within  the  crofting  area  and  out~ 
side  of  it,  but  whatever  they  did  beyond 
the  crofting  area  must  necessarily  extend 
to  the  whole  of  Scotland.  He  did  not 
think  they  need  trouble  about  definitions. 
He  thought  now,  as  he  had  always 
thought,  that  in  the  old  Bills  the  de- 
finitions CMisisted  to  a  considerable 
extent  of  fiction.  He  thought  the  present 
Bill  was  based  on  fact.  The  whole 
country    was  alarmed   at    the  lack   of 


273 


Small  Landholders        (28  July  1906} 


(Scotland)  Bill. 


274 


matter,  and  he  hoped  more  would  be 
^one  in  regard  to  it.  As  to  the  proposals 
of  the  Bill  he  could  not  himself  give  a 
decided  opinion  because  the  Small  Hold- 
ings Committee  had  not  yet  reported. 
liooal  authorities  were  really  of  no  use  in 
dealing  with  the  subject  of  allotments 
or  small  holdings.  It  was  not  because  of 
want  of  will,  but  there  was  want  of 
method  and  economy.  When  there  was 
%  central  committee  of  the  kind  pro- 
posed not  only  would  the  question  of 
loans  come  in,  but  also  the  question  of 
cheap  equipment.,  upon  which  an 
immense  amount  depended.  Alarm  had 
been  expressed  about  the  possibility  of 
the  Commission's  taking  a  piece  of  land 
in  a  farm  and  dotting  down  a  number  of 
small  farm  on  it.  That  was  not  the  system 
on  which  the  Bill  would  have  to  be  worked. 
There  were  some  districts  where  with 
oompulBory  powers  the  Commission 
would  naturaUy  in  the  first  place  give 
small  holdings  a  chance,  and  where  they 
had  a  right  to  expect  they  would  succeed. 
He  saw  no  difiBiculty  as  to  that  part  of 
the  proposal.  The  Crofters  Commission 
had  a  most  intricate  and  difficult  work 
to  perform,  and  it  had  performed  it 
with  much  tact  and  justice.  All  over  the 
ffighlands  there  had  been  a  great  change. 
He  did  not  know  what  had  been  the 
cause.  It  might  have  been  brought  about 
during  the  war  when  many  recruits 
were  raised  from  the  Highlands.  But 
for  one  reason  or  another  there  was  far 
less  opposition  to  small  holdings  than 
there  had  been,  and  he  believed  the 
great  majority  of  landlords  would  co- 
operate with  the  Commission,  whatever 
their  views  might  be,  in  carrying  out  the 
policy  of  his  ri^t  hon.  friend.  He 
believed  this  Bill  would  be  of  advantage 
in  both  the  Highlands  and  the  Lowlands. 
There  were,no  doubt,  other  Ways  by  which 
the  ends  they  aimed  at  might  be  arrived 
at,  and  he  thought  there  should  be  a 
certain  amount  of  latitude  in  regard  to 
details.  They  must  admit  considerable 
eight  of  initiative  on  the  part  of  the 
State  if  they  were  to  make  any  real 
TOOgrees  in  dealing  with  the  land  question. 
He  congratulated  his  right  hon.  friend 
<m  tiie  measure  which  he  had  introduced, 
and  he  believed  that  rightiy  administered 
it  irottld  bring  prosperity  to  tiie  whole 

S»Ite  BUI  should,  in  his  opinion, 
'  ■*■■      f  Committee  of  Scottish 
'  might  be  properly 
'^erei 


♦Mr.  MORTON  thanked  the  Govern- 
ment for  introducing  this  Bill,  and 
especially  the  Prime  Minister,  who  had 
so  far  redeemed  the  promise  which  he 
made  during  the  last  election.  Some 
hon.  (Gentlemen  on  the  ot^er  side  of  the 
House  had  stated  that  they  were  going 
to  oppose  the  Bill.  He  supposed  that  the 
Tories  would  oppose  anything  which  was 
intended  to  upset  the  old  feudal  system  ; 
but  it  must  be  remembered  that  the 
Tories  had  passed  an  Irish  Land 
Act  which  had  upset  all  feudal  notions 
as  to  land  tenure ;  and  that  which 
Parliament  had  given  to  Ireland  could 
hardly  be  refused  to  Scotland.  It  was 
significant  that  all  the  crofter  counties 
were  now  represented  in  this  House  by 
Liberal  Members,  whereas,  under  the  old 
system,  the  crofters  were  practically 
bound  hand  and  foot  to  their  landlords 
and  had  to  vote  as  they  were  told. 
In  the  county  of  Sutherland  there 
was  plenty  of  land  to  give  every  crofter 
a  sufficient  holding  on  which  he  and  his 
family  could  live.  Nearly  400,000  acres 
had  been  earmarked  by  the  Royal 
Commission  for  that  purpose.  Undoubt- 
edly the  proper  user  of  the  land  was  one 
of  the  most  important  questions  which 
could  arise  in  any  country;  and  the 
problem  had  been  solved  in  Belgium, 
Holland  and  Denmark,  where  small 
holders  were  able  to  till  tiie  land  and 
live  upon  it.  The  unemployed  question 
could  only  be  solved  by  keeping  the 
people  in  the  country,  and  giving  them 
the  land  to  work  upon.  For  over  twenty 
years  he  had  been  traversing  the  crofting 
counties,  and  a  better  population  could 
not  be  found  anywhere.  He  denied  that 
these  people  were  lazy ;  they  were  only 
too  anxious  to  till  the  land  if  they  were 
allowed  to  do  so.  He  hoped  that  the 
Qovemment  would  afford  assistance  to 
the  crofters  in  getting  theb  produce  to 
market,  which  would  be  not  only  for 
the  benefit  of  the  crofters,  but  for  the 
benefit  of  the  country  at  large.  He 
was  glad  to  hear  that  there  was  to  be  ' 
eompukory  powers  because  he  was  sure 
that  a  great  many  landlords,  when  they 
knew  that  compulsory  powers  were  to  be 
given,  would  come  to  terms  with  their 
crofting  tenants.  In  fact^  he  beUeved 
that  in  very  few  instances  would  the 
compulsory  powers  have  to  be  used  at 
all.  He  was  glad  that  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  was  to  be  done  away 
with.    It  had  made  many  mistakes,  it 
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a  power  would  relieve  ttie  eituatiaik. 
They  were  all  agreed  as  to  the  importance 
of  preserving  l^e  population  oi  the 
Highlands.  During  the  last  thirty  or 
forty  years  that  population  had  decreased 
by  one'halt.  That  was  a  matter  which 
urgently  demanded  attention,  because 
if  there  was  one  section  of  the  popul&tioii 
worth  preserving  in  the  United  Kingdom 
it  was  the  population  of  the  Highlands. 
Historically  speaking,  it  waa  one  of  the 
oldest  populations  permanently  settled 
on  4^e  land.  They  all  knew  the  share 
it  had  taken  in  the  foundation  of  oar 
Empire.  ^ 


had  done  no  good  whatever,  and  nobody 
would  be  Borry  at  its  demise  or  weep 
over  its  grave.  He  trusted  that  the 
right  hon.  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
would  be  able  to  issue  copiea  of  the 
Bill  as  soon  as  possible,  so  that  the  con- 
stituencies  in  the  crofting  counties  and 
in  Scotland  generally  might  be  fully 
instructed  as  to  ite  provisions  between 
now  and  the  SSrd  of  October. 

Me.  R.  L.  HARMSWORTH  (Caithness- 
shire)  said  that  this  was  a  day  to 
which  the  people  in  the  north  had  looked 
forward  for  many  years  past,  and  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  heart  to  thousands  in  that  part  of 
the  country.  He  thought  the  Bill  pro- 
jected was  sound  and  generous.  He 
had  been  informed  that  the  Crofters  Act 
had  been  of  considerable  assistance  to 
the  landlords ;  and  he  had  been  told  by 
both  landowners  and  factors  that  they 
would  not  oppose  an  extension  of  thsAct  to 
leaseholders.  It  was  absolutely  necessary 
that  there  should  be  no  reduction  in  the 
£50  limit  in  the  county  which  he  repre- 
sented, for  that  was  the  land  of  holding 
for  which  there  was  the  largest  demand. 
He  hoped  that  his  right  hon.  friend  would 
use  his  utmost  endeavour  to  get  the  Bill 
printed  and  circulated  as  soon  aa  possible. 

''Mr.  AINSWORTH  (Argyllshire)  said 
the  mere  fact  that  the  Bill  proposed  to 
establish  a  Land  Commission  with  full 
power  to  deal  with  all  cases  of  hardship 
was  very  satisfactory.  When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  possible 
expropriation  of  landlords,  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  in  the  part  of  Scotland  with 
which  he  was  associated  that  was  the  very 
last  thing  they  desired.  Nothing  caused 
them  more  sorrow  than  when  they  saw 
the  sale  of  the  estates  of  famiHea  who 
had  long  lived  m  the  district.  Among 
the  powers  to  be  given  to  the  Land  Com- 
mission he  hoped  to  see  included  that 
of  land  purchase.  ' 
casea  in  which  it 
in  the  interests  of 
property  should  p 
present  proprietor 
mission.  He  hopei 
given  to  the  Lai 
become  absolute 
being  merely  the 
transfer  of  land  fi 
prietors  to  anotiier. 
geated  or  over-pop 

Mr.  Morton, 


*Mr.  WILKIE!(  Dundee)  representing 
as  he  did  an  industrial  centre  in  the 
Lowlands  of  Scotland,  wished  to  dwell 
on  the  importance  of  attracting  the  people 
back  to  the  land  and  of  keeping  the  people 
on  the  land.  From  that  point  of  view 
he  heartily  welcomed  tlus  Bill  as  one  of 
the  means  whereby  they  might  hop© 
to  help  to  solve  the  great  unemployment 
problem.  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Ayrshire  complained  that  the  Bill 
would  interfere  with  freedom  of  contract. 
Well,  he  hoped  that  it  would  inter- 
fere with  the  so-called  freedom  of 
contract  in  land,  and  that  it  would 
thereby  save  the  people  from  being 
starved.  They  were  told  that  the  Land 
Commission  was  to  have  compulsory 
powers,  and  he  would  like  to  press  on  the 
Government  the  importance  of  making 
the  Commissioners  representative  of  the 
masses  and  not  merely  of  the  classes. 
While  he  did  not  commit  himself  to  every 
detail  of  the  Bill,  not  having  seen  tbem, 
still  he  welcomed  the  measure  as  they 
welcomed  the  appearance  of  the  rainbow 
through  the  rain,  as  it  enabled  them  to 
feel  that  the  Government's  promise  waa 
not  to  be  in  vain. 

*Mk.  HALLEY  STEWART  (Greenock) 
wished      to    join     in    the    chorus    of 
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ooold  comfortably  viait  the  establish- 
ment. It  was  said  that  the  management 
was  such  as  to  fail  to  inspire  the 
pablio  with  confidence.  To  whom  was 
this  Board  responsible?  Surelj  not  to 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  If  the 
members  of  this  Board  had  been  receiving 
s«»]&ries  the  Minister  at  the  House  would 
have  had  some  control  over  them.  Then 
came  a  more  serious  charge — 

*'  TIm^  have  failed  to  press  Soottish  cl&ima 
for  equiTslent  treatment  in  regard  to  the 
DurchAae  of  pictures.  The  salaries  paid  to 
Seutish  ofBciius  compare  unfaTonrably  with 
Uie  salaries  paid  in  aoakiffoas  instatations  in 
England  and  Ireland.  \Ve  can  find  no 
trace  of  anything  like  a  npecifio statement  that 
Mtional  bnildingsshoold  be  maintained  on  asin  i 
lar  sjstom  in  Scotland  to  that  of  the  sister  isle. 
Had  eneh  a  statement  be  fully  and  dearly  pnt 
forward  we  cannot  but  think  that  Parliament 
wQfold  have  recognised  the  justice  of  the  claim. 
We  think  the  failure  to  hare  put  forward  any 
such  case  amounts  to  a  dereliction  of  duty  on 
the  part  of  a  Board  to  which  the  art  paintings 
of  Scotland  were  entrusted.** 

All  this  was  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
Board  was  nominated  and  theiefore  irre- 
sponsible. He  asked  the  right  hon. 
Oeatleman  to  give  effect  to  what  after 
an  was  the  suggestion  of  a  Committee 
that  this  Board  should  be  made  more 
ropcesentative.  Why  not  elect  some 
members  from  the  Bojal  Scottish  Academy 
and  other  representatives  from  various 
parts  of  Scotland  ?  Some  of  those 
representing  town  councils  might  also  be 
Qsefol  on  the  Board,  for  at  any  rate  they 
woold  see  that  the  gallery  was  kept 
reasonably  clean.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  carefully  consider  the 
question  of  sending  this  Bill  to  a  Qrand 
Committee.  Where  were  the  English  Mem- 
bers who  were  going  to  assist  them  in 
regard  to  this  Imperial  question,  t  It  was 
known  that  this  debate  was  coming  on. 
They  would  not  come  to  the  House  when 
tiie  Bill  was  in  Committee,  and  tiie  great 
advantage  woidd  be  that  if  it  was  sent  to  a 
Grand  Committee  they  would  have  the 
tame  men  there  and  it  would  be  got 
through  at  once.  They  had  only  had  a 
Saturday  afternoon  for  their  Caledonian 
day,  and  it  was  not  too  much  to  ask  that 
they  should  have  their  next  Caledonian 
day  upstairs. 

^Hb.  /MORTON  (Sutherland)  did 
not  see  any  great  difficulty  in  allow- 
ing this  Bill  to  have  a  Second  Reading 
sfker  the  promise  of  the  Prime  Minister 


that  the  next  stage  would  not  come  on 
until    the  *  autumn    session.     He     was 
sorry  that  the  Oovernment  had  intro- 
duced what  in  his  opinion  was  a  miserable 
Bill,  unworthy  of  Edinburgh  and  Scot- 
Land.    Surely  a  few  months  might  have 
been  allowed  for  the  Members  for  Scot- 
land to  consider  this  matter  with  their 
constituents  before  the  Second  Reading 
was   taken.    He   should   like   to   know 
1  what  the  late  Oovernment  did  for  Scot- 
and ;     they    ignored     her     on     every 
possible    occasion    except    when    they 
wanted  money.    He  was  not  satisfied 
with  the  present  Bill,  because  he  was 
certain  it  would  not  do  what  the  Scottish 
people  wanted.    He  did  not  think  the 
people  of  Scotland  would  be  satisfied  in 
any  way  with  this  attempt  to  set  up 
autocratically    and    bureaucratically    a 
Board   which  would  not    represent   the 
Scottish  people.    The  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land had  told  them  that  they  ought  not 
to  discuss  this  question  until  they  ^t 
into  Committee,    when  he    would   give 
every  consideration  to  this  matter.  Nomi- 
nated boards  had  been  the  curse  of  Ireland 
and  they  were  proceeding  now  to  be 
the  curse   of  Scotland.    There   were  a 
number  of  them,  and  they  did  not  care 
for  the  Secretary  of  Scotland  or  any- 
body else.    They  simply  told  the  right 
hon.    Oeatleman    what    they    wanted, 
and    he    had    to  Jdo    it.      What    was 
wanted   was  a   board  which   would  be 
fairly  representative,  not  of  any  particular 
political  views,  or  of  the  Scottbh  Office 
views,  but  of  the  views  of  the  people  of 
Scotland.    He  quite  agreed  with  what  had 
been  said  as  to  the  way  in  which  Scotland 
had  been  treated  by  this  and  other  Par- 
liaments in  recent  years  with  regard  to 
money.    Scotland  was  not  begging  for 
money  at  all,  but  simply  asking  for  her 
fair  snare  of  Imperial  funds.    In  asking 
that  the  erection  of  the  buildings  should 
be  paid  out  of  the  public  purse  they  were 
only  asking   for    what    they    were    en- 
titled    to     and    what     was     overdue. 
Under  the  present  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  it  was  quite  possible  that  they 
might  get  fair  treatment  in  regard  to 
buildings.    About  thirteen   or  fourteen 
years  ago  he  called  attention  to  the  neglec, 

ted  state  of  some  of  the  castles  and  palaces 

in  Scotland,  and  he  was  glad  to  say  that 

something  was  done  both  at  Stirling  and 

Linlithgow.    The   Prime   Minister,    who 
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was  at  that  time  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  gave  him  Dumbarton  Castle,  and 
he  (Mr.  Morton),  gave  it  to  the  town 
of  Dumbarton  for  a  museum,  but  the 
castle  had  not  yet  been  handed  over. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  consider  that  matter  and  fulfil 
his  promise.  A  promise  had  been  given 
to-day  that  an  opportunity  would  be 
afforded  in  Committee  for  the  discussion 
of  the  various  points  which  had  been 
raised,  and  he  supposed  that  they  must 
accept  it.  His  hon.  friend  the  Member 
for  Ross-shire  had  described  this  as  a 
Caledonian  day.  Being  a  Caledonian 
day,  it  was  surprising  that  the  Prime 
Minister  did  not  arrange  to  have  the 
bagpipes. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  kindly  address  himself  to  the 
Bill? 

Mr.  MORTON  suggested  that  his  hon. 
friend  should  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

''♦Mr.  GULLAND  said  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  had  promised  to  do  his  best 
to  get  a  Scottish  Committee  for  the  con- 
sideration of  this  BiU.  He  hoped  the 
Prime  Minister,  who  was  now  in  his 
place,  would  give  effect — 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  not  entitled  to  make  a  second  speech. 
If  he  is  asking  leave  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment,  let  him  do  so,  but  he  must 
not  enter  into  a  review  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  GULLAND  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw  the  Amendment. 

Leave  not  being  granted,  the  debate 
was  continued. 

'^Sm  HENRY  CRAIK  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities)  said  all  who  had 
listened  to  the  speaker  who  had  just  sat 
down  must  be  convinced,  by  a  useful 
object  lesson,  of  what  would  be  in- 
volved in  referring  all  Scottish  questions 
to  purely  Scottish  committees. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  That  is  not  the 
subject  matter  of  the  discussion  now 
before  the  House.  The  subject  matter 
of  the  discussion  is  the  BiU.     What  the 

Mr.  Jfortim. 


oharacter  of  the  Committee  Will  be  to 
which  it  is  ultimately  referred  is  a 
different  matter  altogether. 

'^SiR  HENRY  CRAIK  said  the  matter 
had  been  referred  to  frequently  during  the 
debate,  and  he  thought  he  might  be  in 
order  in  touching  upon  it.  His  reason 
for  rising  was  to  urge  once  more  the 
claims  of  the  Royal  Society  for  Edin- 
burgh. He  was  sorry  that  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  had  not  been  able  to  give 
greater  assurances  on  that  point. 
The  assurances  given  had  all  been  of  a 
very  general  character,  but  Scottish 
Members  would  like  to  know  how  in 
the  event  of  the  Royal  Society  being 
turned  out  of  its  present  location  it  was 
to  be  housed.  He  knew  from  experi- 
ence how  easy  it  was  for  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Government  to  say 
that  such  and  such  a  question  was  under 
consideration  with  the  Treasury,  and 
that  to  give  a  greater  undertaking 
might  prejudice  the  negotiations  that 
were  going  on.  In  the  end  when  the 
Second  Reading  of  a  Bill  had  been  got, 
and  the  particular  emergency  of  the 
moment  avoided,  very  little  was  heard  of 
the  bargain  with  the  Treasury.  He 
should  like  exceedingly  if  they  could 
have  an  assurance  from  the  ri^^t  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  place  which  had 
been  indicated  in  the  negotiations  with 
the  Scottish  Office  would  be  the  place 
fixed  by  general  consent  in  Edinburgh 
as  the  future  location  of  the  Royal 
Society. 

♦Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  (Shoreditch. 
Hoxton)  said  that  as  a  Scotsman  he  was 
very  much  disappointed  at  the  speech 
of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  on  this 
subject.  Everything  had  been  left  by  him 
in  a  very  vague  condition,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  them  accept 
the  assurance  that  when  the  Bill  got  into 
Committee  full  weight  would  be  given 
to  any  recommendations  brought  for- 
ward. Hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  had  pointed  out  that  the 
Scottish  people  had  often  been  disap- 
pointed, if  not  deceived,  by  the  Treasury. 
In  the  matter  of  the  Royal  Society  they 
felt  very  strongly  that  there  ought  to  be 
no  loophole  left  for  the  Treasury.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  put  in  the 
text  of  the  Bill  a  provision  which  would 
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of  negligence  it  ought  to  be  quite  suffi- 
cient. 

♦  Mb.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  said  the 
object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
insme  that  there  should  be  in  the  Bill 
itself  some  definite  assurance  of  what 
the  light  hon.  and  learned  (gentleman 
had  .just  said.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  said  that  he 
would  order  the  information  to  be  given 
under  certain  circumstances.  The  reason 
they  asked  for  this  assurance  was  because 
they  were  firmly  convinced  that  it  was  an 
entirely  wrong  and  unconstitutional 
principle  to  say  that  any  man  in  this 
country  should  be  found  guilty  of  an 
offence  by  a  verdict  of  his  countrymen, 
when  he  had  not  had  previous  notice  of 
^e  charge.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  that  he  was  not  found 
guilty,  that  this  was  a  mere  civil  inquiry 
and  that  the  liabiUty  which  attached 
to  it  was  a  civil  liability.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  intended  seriously  to  assure 
the  House  that  if  a  jury  said  that  A.  B. 
had  died  through  the  fault  or  negligence 
of  C.  D.  they  were  not  bringing  in  a 
verdict  which  at  its  lowest  point  amounted 
to  the  blame  of  culpable  homicide  against 
C.  D. 

Mb.  THOMAS  SHAW :    No,  no. 

♦Mb.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  said 
Uiat  he  would  address  himself  to  the 
authorities.  Ever  since  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  denied  this  in  the  con- 
ference he  himself  had  been  studiously 
looking  this  matter  up,  and  what  he 
asserted  was  that  when  a  man  died 
through  the  fault  or  negligence  of  another 
man,  the  other  man  was  open  to  a  charge 
which  at  the  lowest  was  culpable  homicide. 
That  was  perfectly  clear  from  the  defi- 
nition of  culpable  homicide,  given  by 
Hume.  He  could  also  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  references  from  Alison, 
and  he  referred  him  particularly  to 
the  last  great  criminal  work  by  the  late 
Lord  Advocate  in  this  House. 

Mb.  THOMAS    SHAW:    I  agree. 

Mb.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  said  he 
now  understood  the  right  hon.  and 
lemrned  Gentleman  to  agree  that  when 
a    man    caused    the   death    of   another. 


that  he  fell  urdar  the  blame  of  culpable 
homicide. 

Mb.  THOMAS   SHAW:    No,  not  at 

all. 

♦Mb.  MITCHELL-THOMSON :  Then 
what  does  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  agree  to  ?  He  referred  to 
a  case  in  which  it  was  stated  that  to 
put  the  blame  on  a  man  was  sufficient. 
He  submitted  that  by  this  Bill  as  it  stood, 
they  were  actually  blaming  a  person. 
The  verdict  in  itself  blamed  the  man, 
and  said  that  he  was  in  fault  or  guilty  of 
negligence,  as  it  might  be.  He  put  it 
on  the  authority  of  the  decisions 
extant  that  when  that  was  done 
the  verdict  at  its  lowest  point 
amounted  to  prima  facie  evidenc^of 
culpable  homicide,  and  where  such  blame 
was  possible  and  where  such  blame 
attached  to  a  man  it  was  only  reasonable 
that  everything  should  be  done  to  insure 
that  the  man  likely  to  suffer  such  blame 
should  have  notice  and  information 
as  to  the  inquiry.  He  hoped  therefore 
the  Amendment  would  be  accepted. 

♦Mb.  MORTON  hoped  this  Amend- 
ment would  not  be  passed,  because  the 
procurator  fiscal  could  not  carry  it  out. 
It  would  be  an  extremely  wrong  thing  if 
the  procurator  fiscal  was  to  be  allowed  to 
cast  any  reflection  upon  a  person  by  giving 
him  notice  unless  there  was  something  to 
justify  it.  Hon.  Members  should  bear 
in  mind  that  no  action  could  be  taken 
until  the  case  was  taken  to  another  court. 
A  coroner's  court  in  England  with  all 
its  powers  could  not  hang  a  person. 
They  found  a  verdict  against  him, 
and  then  the  case  went  through 
the  ordinaiy  procedure.  The  working 
men  of  Scotland  who  wanted  this  Bill 
wanted  it  because  they  wished  to> 
know  whether  there  was  anybody 
to  blane  before  they  took  proceed- 
ings. What  they  said  was  that  they 
went  to  the  coi^s  and  to  considerable 
expense  only  to  find  they  were  wrong. 
He  thought  it  would  be  altogether  wrong 
to  allow  the  procurator-fiscal  to  give 
notice.  They  wanted  to  have  many  of 
these  inquiries.  When  in  the  City  of 
London  they  commenced  to  make  in- 
quiries into  the  cause  of  fires,  whether 
there  was  loss  of  life  or  not,  it  was  found 
that  fires  were   largely   stopped.    These 
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inquirieB  ought  to  be  held  in  the  interest 
of  everyone  concerned  and  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  insist  on  his 
Amendment  and  so  put  an  impediment 
in  the  way  of  these  inquiries  which  were 
for  the  benefit  of  both  employers  and 
workmen. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  said  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sutherland  had  stated 
that  one  of  the  reasons  why  he  would 
not  support  the  Amendment  was  that 
whatever  verdict  the  jury  might  give 
no  action  could  be  taken,  but  that  that 
verdict  was  connected  with  other  legal 
actions  which  might  be  taken  elsewhere. 
But  though  no  further  legal  action 
might  be  taken  what  would  be  the  state 
of  a  man's  mind  if  a  jury  found  that  he 
was  guilty  of  culpable  homicide,  when 
he  was  not  present  at  the  inquiry,  and 
had  no  remedy  and  no  opportunity  of 
clearing  himself  of  the  charge  ?  His 
position  would  be  far  more  serious  if 
he  had  no  notice  that  such  a  charge 
was  to  be  made,  and  no  opportunity 
of  refuting  it.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  agreed  that  before 
a  charge  was  brought  against  an  in 
dividual  that  individual  should  have 
notice,  and  the  method  which  he  sug- 
gested was  that  a  letter  should  be  written 
to  the  procurator  -  fiscal  asking  him  to 
give  him  notice.  If  it  were  ri^t  that  a 
man  should  have  notice  before  a  charge 
was  brought  against  him,  why  not  put  it 
in  the  Bill  ?  He  would  suggest  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  unless  he  wanted  to 
have  a  verdict  of  culpable  homicide 
brought  against  him  for  keeping  hon. 
Members  in  the  House  until  Sunday 
morning  he  should  meet  them  in  a 
conciliatory  spirit. 

Mb.  THOMAS  SHAW  said  he  did  not 
think  there  could  be  any  better  evidence 
of  his  having  done  so  than  the  way  in 
which  he  had  dealt  with  the  House.  He 
had  already  accepted  two  Amendments. 

Mb.  COCHRANE  admitted  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  marvel  of 
good  temper  under  the  strain  and  stress 
of  circumstances,  but  he  would  like  to 
press  his  good  nature  a  little  further. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted 
there  was  substance  in  the  argument 
brought  forward  by  his  hon.  friend. 
Could  he  not  meet  it  by  introducing  into 
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the  Bill  an  Amendment  stating  that 
where  practicable  the  Procurator-fiscar 
should  give  notice  to  any  person  or 
persons  likely  to  be  affected  ?  It  could 
do  no  harm,  and  he  thought  it  would 
remove  a  grievance. 

Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW  said  that  by  the- 
indulgence  of  the  House  he  might  be 
allowed  to  say  that  there  seemed  to  be- 
a  point  in  the  last  observation  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  which  might  remove  a  diffi- 
culty in  the  practical  working  of  the 
Act.  The  House  would  understand  that 
he  totally  dissented  from  the  view  of 
anything  in  the  nature  of  a  criminal 
inquiry  at  all.  On  the  other  hand  he 
would  communicate  the  view  last  pre- 
sented by  his  hon.  friend  to  the  Ijord. 
Chancellor  to  see  whether,  if  possible, 
without  interfering  with  the  practical 
and  prompt  working  of  the  Bill  they 
could  adopt  some  words  of  tiie  kind 
suggested.  If  it  were  not  done  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  understand  it  wa» 
because  they  believed  it  would  kill  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  But  they  would 
very  favourably  consider  it. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  in  tiie  com- 
munication he  proposed  to  make  to  the 
Lord'Chancellor  he  would  include  in  it 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North- West  Lanarkshire. 

Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW :  Certainly. 

Mb.  younger  said  he  was  quite 
willing  to  accept  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's offer,  and  would  withdraw  hi& 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, — 

'*  In  Clause  3  to  leave  ont "  section  2  hereof  *" 
and  insert  *  this  Act "  {Mr,  Thomas  Shaw.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Adjournment, — Motion     made,  and 

Question,   *'  That  this   House   do  now 

adjourn,"— (If r.  Whiteky,) — ^put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Ad  jonmed  accordingly  at  eight  minutes 
after  Six  o*clo^  till  Monday  next. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
Monday,  ZOth  July,  1906. 


Sereral  Lords  took  the  Oath. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


Pontrefract  Corporation  Bill.  Read  3% 
with  the  Amendments  ;  further  Amend- 
ments made ;  Bill  passed,  and  returned 
to  the  Commons. 

Sutton  District  Water  Bill.  Read  3% 
with  the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and 
returned  to  the  Commons. 

Kingston-upon-HuU  Corporation  Bill. 
Read  3%  with  the  Amendments ;  further 
Amendments  made ;  Bill  passed,  and 
returned  to  the  Commons. 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  3)  Bill  [H.L.J;  Electric  Lighting 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  4)  Bill  [h.l.1  ; 
Gas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation  Bill 
[H.L.].  Returned  from  the  Commons 
agreed  to,  with  Amendments. 

Gras  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1)  Bill 

S H.L.1  ;  Gas  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2) 
Jill  [h.l.1  ;  Tramways  Orders  Confirma- 
tion Bill  [h.l.1.  Returned  from  the 
Commons  agreed  to,  with  Amendments. 

Folkestone,  Sandgate,  and  Hythe 
Tramways  BOl  [h.l.];  South  Eastern 
and  London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  Rail- 
ways Bill  [h.l.].  Returned  from  the 
Commons  agreed  to,  with  Amendments. 
The  said  Amendments  considered,  and 
agreed  to. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Order 

Sousing    of    Working    Classes)    Bill, 
turned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendment  agreed  to. 

Newburgh  and    North  Fife  Railway 

(Extension  of  Time)  Order  Confirmation 

Bill     (No.  186)  ;    Paisley  Roads  Order 

Confirmation  Bill  (No.  186) ;  Inverclyde 

Bequest  Order    Confirmation  Bill   (No. 

187) ;     Perth    Corporation    Gas    Order 

Confirmation  BiU,  (No.  188).     Read  1» ; 

to    be    printed ;    and  (pursuant   to  the 

Private  Legislation  Procedure  (Scotland) 

Act,  1899),  deemed  to  have  been  read  2* 
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(The  Lord    Hamilton  of    Dalzell),   and 
reported  from  the  Committee. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
Oas  Bill.  Brought  from  the  Commons. 
Read  3*  (according  to  order),  with  the 
Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned 
to  the  Commons. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  9)  Bill ;  Bacup  Corporation  Bill ; 
Cork  City  Railways  and  Works  Bill  ; 
Derby  Gbs  Bill ;  Middlesex  Countv 
Council  (General  Powers)  Bill  j  St.  John  s 
(Westminster)  Improvement  Bill ;  Tod- 
morden  Corporation  Bill ;  Tottenham  and 
Edmonton  Gas  Bill.  Returned  from  the 
Commons  with  the  Amendments  agreed 
to. 


PETITIONS, 


EDUCATION. 

Petition  to  be  allowed  to  continue  to 
give  Church  of  England  teaching  in 
schools  ;  of — 

Teachers  in  non-provided  schools  of 
Higham  Ferrers. 

Read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Petition  against  abolition  of  the 
voluntary  school  system;  of — 

Inhabitants  of  Burythorpe. 

Read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Tajble. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


COLONIES:  ANNUAL. 

No.  488.  Gold  Coast:  Report  for 
1905. 

CHARITABLE   DONATIONS    AND   BE- 
QUESTS (IRELAND). 

Sixty-first  Annual  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Charitable  Donations  and 
Bequests  for  Ireland. 

RAILWAY  COMPANIES. 

Returns  of  the  capital,  traffic,  receipts, 
and  working  expenditure  of  the  railway 
companies  of  the  United  Kingdom  for 
the  year  1906 ;  with  a  general  report 
thereon  and  summary  tables  for  a  series  of 
years. 

L 
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STATISTICS  (COLONIES). 

Statistical  Tables  relating  to  British 
Colonies,  Possessions,  and  Protectorates. 
Part  XXIX.,  1904. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

Fiftieth  Beport  of  His  Majesty's  Civil 
Service  Commissioners,  with  appendix. 

PUBLIC  WORKS  (IRELAND). 

Seventy-fourth  Annual  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Public  Works  in  Ire- 
land, with  appendices,  for  the  year  ended 
March  31st,  1906. 

INLAND  REVENUE. 

Forty-ninth  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  His  Majesty's  Inland  Revenue, 
for  the  year  ended  March  31st,  1906. 

TRADE  REPORTS :  ANNUAL  SERIES. 
No.  3684.     Muscat. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD. 

Thirty-fifth  Annual  Beport  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  1905-1906. 

Presented  [by  Command] ;  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

NAVY  (PAY). 

List  of  exceptions  to  the  King's  Begula- 
tions  as  to  pay,  non-effective  pay,  and 
allowances,  sanctioned  by  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners of  the  Admiralty,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Lords  Commissioners  of 
the  Treasury,  pursuant  to  the  Order  in 
Council,  dated  (December  19th,  1881, 
during  the  year  1905-1906. 

ALKALI,  ETC.,  WORKS  REGULATION 
ACTS,  1881  AND  1892. 

ForW-second  Annual  Beport  on  Alkali, 
etc..  Works  by  the  chief  inspector ;  pro- 
ceedings during  the  year  1905. 

METROPOUTAN  WATER  BOARD. 

Annual  Beport  of  the  Proceedings  of 
the  Metropolitan  Water  Board,  and 
abstract  of  their  accounts  for  the  year 
ended  March  31st,  1905. 

FACTORY  AND    WORKSHOP   (PERIOD 
OF  EMPLOYMENT). 

Orders,  dated  July  24th,  1906,  made 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 


Department  in  pursuance  of  Section  36  of 
the  Factory  ana  Workshop  Act,  1901— 

Beyoking  certain  previous  orders  and 
granting  a  special  exception  for  a 
period  of  one  year  as  regards  the 
hours  of  employment  of  women 
and  young  persons  in  certain 
classes  of  factories  and  workshops. 

Bevoking  an  Order  of  January  12th, 
1884,  and  granting  a  special 
exception  as  regards  the  period  of 
employment  of  women  and  young 
persons  in  factories  in  the  county 
of  London  in  which  letterpress 
bookbinding  is  carried  on. 

LONDON  CORPORATION. 

Annual  Accounts  of  the  Chamberlain 
of  London,  for  the  year  1905. 

CLERGY  (WEST  INDIES). 

Betum  of  the  amount  payable  on 
January  5th,  1906,  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  for  ecclesiastical  purposes  in  the 
West  Indies. 

SUPERANNUATION  ACT,  1887. 

Betum  for  the  year  ended  March  31st« 
1906,  of  the  Army  and  Navy  Officers 
permitted  under  Bule  2  of  the  regulations 
drawn  up  under  section  6  of  the  Act  to 
hold  civil  employment  of  profit  under 
public  departments. 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to 
Act) ;  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

RATEABLE  HEREDITAMENTS. 

Betum  respecting:  Laid  before  the 
House  (pursuant  to  order  of  May  4th 
last),  and  to  be  printed.     (No.  183.) 

FATAL  ACCIDENTS  AND  SUDDEN 
DEATHS  INQUIRY  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  and  Bead 
1»,  and  to  be  printed.     (No.  184.) 


THE  SHIPBUILDING  PROGRAMME. 

Lord  BRASSEY  rose  to  call  attention 
to  the  recommendations  of  the  Ad- 
miralty Committee  on  Naval  Be8erve8,and 
to  the  shipbuilding  programme  of  the 
present  year.  The  noble  Lord  said : 
My  Lords,  the  questions  which  I  have 
placed  on  the  notice  Paper  relate  to  the 


289  Ths  Shipbuilding  {SO  July  1906} 


Programme, 


290 


BeservBS  of  the  Navy.     I  will  introduce 
them  briefly  in  a  few  general  observations. 

This  is  no  time  to  disarm.  It  is  a  time 
when  every  head  of  expenditure  should 
"be  narrowly  scrutinised.  We  see  every- 
where signs  of  impatience  under  the 
burdens  of  preparations  for  war.  In 
^countries  despotically  governed  it  is  an 
undercurrent.  In  countries  democratically 
governed  it  finds  expression  at  the 
elections.  In  view  of  recent  changes  in 
the  position  of  other  Powers,  demands  for 
retrenchment  are  justified,  even  for  the 
British  Navy.  We  have  to  take  care 
that  retrenchment  is  carried  out  in  such 
<a  manner  as  will  leave  our  naval 
supremacy  assured. 

Can  we  reduce  the  Votes  for  shipbuild- 
ing ?  Can  we  reduce  the  Votes  for  the 
manning  of  the  Navy  ?  The  answer  to 
these  questions  must  depend  on  com- 
parisons. We  have  to  consider  how  we 
stand  as  to  ships,  and  how  we  stand  as  to 
manning.  In  ships  ready  for  service, 
and  more  particularly  in  battleships  and 
armoured  cruisers,  we  hold  a  command- 
ing position.  Measuring  progress  in  ship- 
building by  the  amounts  voted  we  are 
«qual  to  a  two-Power  standard  with  some 
lAargin.  In  the  circumstances  of  the 
hour  it  is  possible  to  postpone  the  laying 
down  of  a  battleship.  We  possess  in- 
comparable resources  for  rapid  and  ex- 
tensive building.  There  is  some  ad- 
vantage in  delay.  The  latest  ships  are 
the  most  up-to-date.  It  gives  occasion 
for  reflection  when  we  see  that  none  of 
the  types  laid  down  within  the  last  ten — 
I  may  even  say  the  last  five — ^years  are 
included  in  the  programme  of  shipbuild- 
ing this  year  submitted  to  Parliament. 
It  if  not  chimerical  to  hope  that  if  we 
show  ourselves  in  earnest  in  a  policy  of 
Tednetion  our  example  may  be  followed. 
If  other  Powers  continue  to  push  forward 
construction  we  shall  be  bound  to  meet 
them.  We  shaU  do  so  with  reluctance. 
In  the  enlargement  of  programmes  of 
shipbuilding  we  have  not  been  the 
aggressors.  In  the  last  two  years  we 
have  cut  down  Navy  Estimates  by 
£5,000,000  and  the  Estimates  for  new 
works  by  £4,000,000.  I  will  not  pursue 
the  poiiit.  Your  Lordships  are  awaiting 
a  statement  from  Lord  Tweedmouth. 

I  turn  from  shipbuilding  to  manning. 
In  manning,  as  in  shipbuilding, we  measure 


our  requirements  largely  by  comparisons. 
In  the  Estimates  of  the  present  session 
Parliament  is  asked  to  vote  129,000  men 
for  the  active  ratings  of  the  Navy,  as 
against  52,000  for  France  and  40,000  for 
Gfermany.  In  fixing  the  numbers  re- 
quired for  the  manning  of  the  Navy,  we 
have  to  look,  not  only  to  comparisons 
but  also  to  the  list  of  our  effective  ships. 
If  we  take  all  the  ships  now  on  the  list, 
and  add  all  the  ships  we  are  likely  to 
build  in  the  next  ten  years,  and  if, 
further,  we  assume  that,  while  all 
skilled  ratings  would  be  drawn  from 
the  permanent  men.  complements  may 
be  partly  filled  up  from  well-trained 
Reserves,  it  is  evident  that  the  permanent 
force  is  excessive  in  proportion  to  the 
number  of  effective  up-to-date  ships. 
We  have  relied  too  much  on  permanent 
men  for  manning  the  Navy  in  an  emer- 
gency. In  Reserves  we  are  below  both 
France  and  Germany. 

Impressed  with  the  necessity  for 
dealing  with  the  Reserves  upon  a  com- 
prehensive plan,  the  Admiralty  in  1902 
appointed  a  Committee,  with  Sir  Edward 
Grey  as  ohairman.  It  is  to  fcheir  re- 
commendations that  my  questiouB  refer. 
The  Committee  recommended  that  the 
Reserves  of  all  classes  should  be  rein- 
forced —the  stokers,  the  skilled  ratiAgs  of 
electricians  and  signalmen,  and  the 
Reserves  in  the  Colonies.  They  recom- 
mended that  a  force  should  be  raised  as  a 
reserve  to  the  marines.  When  Com- 
mander-in-Chief in  the  Mediterranean, 
Sir  John  Fisher  delivered  a  lecture 
showing  how  the  Army  might  be  utilised 
as  a  reserve  for  the  manning  of  the 
Navy,  and  I  should  like  to  hear  that 
something  has  been  done  on  the  lines 
advocated  by  Sir  John  Fisher. 

Passing  to  the  officers  of  the  Resezve, 
various  regulations  have  recently  been 
approved,  having  for  their  object  to 
secure  a  higher  standard  of  efficiency. 
The  officer  of  the  mercantile  marine 
has  none  of  the  advantages  rightly 
afforded  to  cadets  at  Osborne  and 
Dartmouth.  The  Admiralty  should  take 
up  this  important  question.  Every 
Reserve  cadet  should  receive  such 
an  education  as  will  enable  him  when 
called  upon  to  do  his  duty  as  a  naval 
officer.  The  premiums  to  sMpowners  for 
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providing    inBtructois     for     apprentices 
would  be  inconsiderable. 

I  have  one  more  suggestion.  The 
Reserves  are  growing  beyond  the  ad- 
ministrative power  of  one  central  office. 
The  admiral  superintendent  of  the 
Reserves  should  be  represented  at  the 
chief  commercial  ports  by  an  officer  of 
standing  in  the  service,  who,  with  the  aid 
of  a  small  staff,  should  keep  in  touch  with 
shipowners,  as  to  appointments  to 
commissions  and  as  to  recruiting  for 
Reserves  of  every  class.  My  main  pur- 
pose  is  to  insist  in  general  terms  on  the 
possibiUty  of  combining  economy  in 
the  expenditure  on  manning  with  wider 
powers  of  expansion.  I  do  not  look  for  a 
reply  from  my  noble  friend  on  details, 
but  I  should  be  glad  to  have  an  assur- 
ance of  his  general  concurrence.  In 
conclusion,  I  may  say  that  in  creating 
Reserves  for  the  Navy  we  achieve  a 
double  purpose ;  we  are  training  up 
officers  and  men  of  the  best  stamp  and 
quality  for  the  mercantile  marine;  and 
tiiere  is  a  general  testimony  that  they 
are  needed. 

•  Earl  CAWDOR:  My  Lords,  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just 
sat  down  appears  to  divide  itself  into 
two  parts,  the  latter  part  dealing  more 
with  the  Reserves  than  the  other  questions 
of  interest  to-day.  Your  Lordships  per- 
haps will  pardon  me  if  I  pass  away  from 
the  question  of  the  Reserves,  and  deal 
with  what  appears  t  >  me  to  be  the  most 
important  question  we  can  have  to 
discuss  in  this  session  of  Pailiament.  I 
refer  to  the  Shipbuilding  Vote  and  the 
shipbuilding  programme  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day.  Though  I  do  not  wish 
for  a  moment  to  suggest  that  the  question 
of  Naval  Reserves  is  not  one  of  great 
and  vital  importance,  I  do  suggest  that 
the  Shipbuilding  Vote  overshadows  and 
surpasses  it  in  importance. 

It  is  very  desirable  that  in  the  first 
instance  your  Lordships  should  appre- 
ciate quite  clearly  exactly  the  position 
of  to-day  with  respect  to  the  shipbuilding 
progranmie.  I  therefore  make  no  apol- 
ogy for  detailing  it  to  your  Lordships, 
and  I  will  do  so  in  as  few  words  as  I  can. 
In  November  last,  and  again  in  March 
last,   when  the  Naval   Estimates  were 

Lord  Brassey, 


laid  before  the  country,  the  minimimi 
programme  that  was  thought  necessary 
in  shipbuilding  was  as  follows.  We  were 
to  have  laid  down  this  year  four  battle- 
ships of  the  "Dreadnought"  type,  five  sea- 
going torpedo  boat  destroyers,  twelve 
coastal  torpedo  boat  destroyers,  and 
twelve  submarines.  In  July,  what  do  we 
find  ?  We  find  that  instead  of  four 
battleships  we  are  to  have  but  three; 
instead  of  five  seagoing  torpedo  boat 
destroyers  we  are  to  have  but  two ; 
and  that  instead  of  twelve  submarines 
we  are  to  have  but  eight.  That  makes 
a  diminution  in  the  shipbuilding  pro* 
gramme  as  far  as  battleships  are  concerned 
of  25  per  cent. ;  a  diminution  as  far  as 
those  valuable  sea-going  torpedo  boat 
destroyers  are  concerned  of  no  less  than 
60  per  cent. ;  and  a  diminution  as  far  as 
submarines  are  concerned  of  no  less 
than  33  per  cent. 

The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  has 
told  us  what  the  programme  for  the  year 
1907-^  is  to  be.  In  1907-8,  instead  of 
four  battleships  of  the  "  Dreadnought  '* 
type  which  were  to  have  been  laid  down, 
we  are  to  have  but  two.  The  conditions 
with  respect  to  the  programme  of  battle^ 
ships  in  1907-8  are,  I  think,  a  little 
peculiar.  We  are  to  lay  down  two 
battleships  instead  of  four,  but  we  are  not 
to  lay  down  even  those  two  battleships 
until  quite  late  in  the  year.  And '  for 
what  reason  ?  In  order  that  we  maj 
emphasise  the  good  faith  of  the  British 
people,  in  order  that  we  may  induce 
foreign  countries  to  believe,  what  appar- 
ently the  Government  do  not  think  ^ey 
would  otherwise  believe,  that  the  people 
of  Great  Britain  are  in  earnest  in  a 
desire  for  a  reduction  of  armaments^ 
I  had  never  realised  before  l^t  the  good 
faith  of  the  people  of  Great  Britain, 
needed  bolstering  up  by  such  a  scheme- 
as  that.  And  t£ien  we  are  told  that  if 
the  proposals  laid  before  The  Hague 
Conference  prove  abortive  we  are  to  lay 
down  the  third  battleship.  That  seems 
to  me  to  be  an  extraordinary  procedure* 
with  regard  to  what  is  supposed  to  be  an. 
amicable  consideration  of  possible  ar- 
rangements for  the  dinunution  o£ 
armaments. 

I  venture  to  think  the  proceedings  of 
His  Majesty's  Government  with  regard  to 
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The  HaguB  Conference  are  a  little  oom- 
plioated,  and,  may  I  say,  a  little  con- 
tradictory. I  have  explained  to  your 
Lordships  what  is  proposed  to  be  done 
irith  respect  to  the  Navy  in  order  to 
emphasise  the  good  faith  of  Great  Britain. 
But  what  about  the  Army!  Your 
Lordships  will,  I  am  sure,  remember 
perfectly  clearly  the  statement  made 
i>ut  a  short  time  ago  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
'inan  stated  in  another  place  that  while 
the  Qovemment  had  been  able  to  reduce 
considerably  the  cost  of  the  Army, 
they  had  at  the  same  time  succeeded  in 
increasing  its  striking  efficiency  by  50 
per  cent.  'Is  that  to  be  taken  to  The 
Hague  Conference  as  well  ?  Is  that  to  be 
a  method  of  emphasing  the  good  faith  of 
€^reat  Britain  and  showing  foreign 
countries  a  lead  in  the  direction  of 
armaments  1  Is  it  not  an  insult  to  the 
<K)mmon  sense  of  the  country  to  tell  them 
things  of  that  kind  ?  What  foreign 
<sountries  look  to,  and  what  they  care 
About,  is  not  what  we  are  saving  in  cost ; 
they  look  to  what  the  striking  power  of 
this  country  is  abroad.  I  thmk  that  a 
little  less  of  these  theatrical  performances 
asfar  SA  the  Conference  at  The  Hague  is 
concerned  may  lead  to  better  results. 

There  is  in  one  of  the  newspapers  of 
the  day  a  few  words  that  seem  to  bear 
rather  upon  our  idea  of  immediate 
reductions.  I  am  alluding  to  a  statement 
of  what  took  place  in  January,  1792, 
when  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  it 
was  pointed  out  that  the  friendly  assur- 
ances received  from  foreign  Powers 
induced  the  King  to  think  that  some 
immediate  reduction  might  safely  be 
made  in  our  naval  and  military  establish- 
ments. Mr.  Pitt  sounded  the  note  of 
security  in  language  even  more  assured. 
He  said — 

*'  Unquestionably  there  never  was  a  time  in 
the  hintory  of  the  country  when  from  the 
situation  of  Europe  we  might  more  reasonably 
«Ypeot  fifteen  years  of  peace  than  we  may  at 
thn  present  moment.*' 

Before  the  year  was  out  England  was 
thrown  into  a  struggle  lasting  over 
twenty  years,  and  terminating  only  on 
the  field  of  Waterloo.  I  merely  mention 
thi8»  my  Loids,  to  show  that  even  the 
best  advised  of  the  greatest  administrat<»rs 
may  sometimes  make  a  mistake  as  to  the 
pooition  of  Europe  and  as  to  the  possi- 


bilities of  safely  cutting  down  the  arm^k 
ments  for  the  protection  of  the  coimtry. 

There  is  one  other  point  I  should  like 
to  press  upon  your  Lordships  with  regard 
to  the  reductions  that  are  now  pro- 
posed. We  are  now  dealing  with  battle- 
ships of  an  entirely  new  type.  Every 
battleship  of  the  "  Dreadnought "  type  is 
equivalent,  at  least,  in  armament  to  two 
of  the  best  battleships  afloat  to-day. 
I  do  not  think  I  am  putting  it  too  high, 
if  high  enough ;  and  when  you  talk  of 
striking  o£E  a  battleship  from  your 
shipbuilding  programme  to-day  you  are 
striking  oS  a  "Dreadnought,"  which  is 
equivalent,  as  I  have  said,  to  two  of  the 
best  battleships  now  afloat.  I  beg 
your  Lordships  and  the  country  to  bear 
in  mind  that  what  we  have  got  to  get 
ahead  in  is  the  last  and  best  fighting 
battleship  in  the  world.  It  is  no  use 
counting  up  the  number  of  smaller 
and  out-of-date  battleships  we  have  got. 
We  must,  if  this  country  is  to  be  secure,^ 
be  the  foremost  country  in  the  world, 
with  the  strongest  battleships.  Ten  or 
twelve  years  hence  the  country  that  owns 
the  most  "  Dreadnoughts,"  or  improved 
"  Dreadnoughts,"  will  be  the  country  that 
will  dominate  the  sea. 

A  great  deal  has  been  said  about  the 
Sea  Lords.  I  venture  with  great 
humility  to  say  that  I  think  a  great  deal 
too  much  has  been  said  about  the  action 
of  the  Sea  Lords.  I  think  we  have  been 
landed  in  a  very  evil  precedent,  by 
which  His  Majesty's  Government  shelter 
themselves  without  a  shred  of  explana- 
tion behind  their  skilled  advisers.  We 
are  told  that  the  Sea  Lords  have  recom- 
mended these  reductions.  I  wiU  not  go 
behind  that  statement  made  distinctly 
and  solenmly  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
May  I  quote  his  words  — 

"  The  Sea  Lords  have  had  no  pressure  pat 
upon  them  in  thia  matter.  On  the  contrary, 
taking  the  further  surTey  of  the  situation  as  it 
now  presents  itself  to  them  they  ha\e  advised 
us  that  what  we  now  propose  is  sufficient  to 
maintain  the  strength  and  preserve  all  the 
power  that  is  required  for  the  British  Navy. 
Not  only  so,  but  they  recommended  this  to  us, 
and  they  expressly  asked  that  the  House  of 
Commons  should  be  informed  that  it  was  their 
reoommendation  " — 

and  then  the  Prime  Minister  added — 

**  In  order,  I  suppose  that  they  might  get  the 
credit  for  it." 
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is  not  in  any  sense  an  aggressive  force  ;  it 
is  our  defensive  force.  If  you  tamper  with 
that,  my  Lords,  you  tamper  with  the 
security  of  the  Empire. 

'The  first  LORD  op  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord  TwEEDMOUTH):  My 
Lords,  we  have  heard  two  very  difierent 
speeches  to-day  on  this  subject.  My 
noble  friend  who  opened  this  debate, 
than  whom  there  is  no  man  more  ac- 
quainted with  the  Navy,  no  man  who 
has  given  greater  attention  to  it  is 
better  acquainted  with  its  wants  and 
with  the  wants  of  the  country,  has 
approved  of  the  policy  of  His  Majesty's 
Government.  The  noble  Earl  opposite, 
on  the  other  hand,  has  denounced  our 
policy  and  has  said  that  it  is  without 
precedent,  that  it  is  dangerous 

Earl  CAWDOR:  I  did  not  say  the 
policy  was  without  precedent. 

*LoRD  TWEEDMOUTH :   The  noble 
Earl  has  denounced  our  policy  and  has 
said  that  it  is  dangerous,  and  that  it  is 
undoubtedly  weakening  us  in  the  face  of 
rival    nations  in   Europe.     I   am   qu  te 
prepared  to  meet  that  charge   and  to 
show  that  the  proposals  that  are  being 
made  by  Ris  Majesty's  Government  are 
not  such  as  in  the  existing  condition  of 
Europe,    and   in   the    existing   building 
progranmies  of  other  nations,  is  danger- 
ous to  this  country.     I  feel  that  I  am 
entering  into  this  contest  to  some  extent 
with  one  hand  tied  behind  my  back, 
because  I  do  not  believe  it  to  be  either 
wise  or  prudent  or  good  policy  to  go  into 
minute   details   as   to   the   comparative 
strength  of  our  Navy  and  other  navies, 
or  to  set  the  ships  of  various  classes  in  our 
Navy  against  the  ships  of  various  classes 
in  another.     I  do  not  think  it  is  wise  to 
brandish  the  strength  of  our  Navy  in  the 
face  of  the  rest  of  the  world.  It  is  not  right 
to  use  the  British  Navy  as  a  sort     of 
shillelagh  which  you  are  to  "whirl  aroimd 
and  say,     **  Here's  a  head,  let's  knock 
it."     That  is  not  the  line  that  I  propose 
to  take.     I  believe  that  the  Navy  b  a 
flharp  and  keen  weapon,  a  weapon  that 
is  kept  both  sharp  and  keen,  and  which 
is  ready  for  the  purpose  for    which   it 
is     required,   namely,    the    defence    of 
our  country,  and  not  for  aggression  on 
any  foreign  country. 

Earl  Cawdor, 


Earl  CAWDOR  :    Hear,  hear ! 


*LoRD  TWEEDMOUTH:  The  noble 
Earl  has,  I  think,  adopted  the  course  that 
he  condemned  in  others  by  also  bringing 
the  Sea  Loids  very  much  into  this  dis- 
cussion. For  my  part,  I  shall  not  do 
that.  I  consider  that  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  as  a  whole,  the  Sea  Lords  and 
the  civil  members  alike,  are  responsible 
for  all  that  takes  place ;  and  for  my 
own  part,  knowing  the  grave  responsi- 
bility that  lies  upon  me,  I  assure  you 
that  in  considering  these  matters  during 
the  last  few  weeks  I  have  given  to  them 
my  very  closest  attention.  I  have  had 
the  advantage  of  the  advice  of  many 
both  within  and  without  the  Admiralty, 
and  I  am  prepared,  so  far  as  is  possible 
for  one  who  has  only  been  for  seven 
months  at  the  Admiralty,  to  take  the 
responsibility  on  myself  of  saying  that 
I  believe  the  proposals  of  His  Majesty's 
Government  at  this  time  do  not  lead 
to  .danger,  but  are  perfectly  consonant 
with  the  best  interests  of  our  country. 

The  noble  Lord  asked  me  three  ques- 
tions which  he  said  were  somewhat 
unusual.  I  think  they  were.  But  still 
I  will  answer  them.  He  first  asked. 
Did  the  Sea  Lords  initiate  the  new  pro- 
gramme of  their  own  accord  %  My 
Lords,  the  Sea  Lords,  along  with  their 
colleagues  in  the  Admiralty,  considered 
the  whole  situation  as  it  was  between 
March  and  July,  and  together  unani- 
mously came  to  the  conclusion  that  they 
could  recommend  this  particular  reduction 
in  the  programme.  The  noble  Earl  next 
asked.  Had  they  submitted  to  them  any 
more  drastic  proposals  ?  My  Lords,  they 
had  no  proposals  of  any  sort  or  kind 
submitted  to  them.  They  were  asked 
simply  to  review  the  situation  and  make 
their  own  proposals.  The  question  of  a 
change  of  standard  never  was  brought 
before  them  at  all.  I  have  said  that  I 
do  not  think  it  wise  to  go  into  the  details 
of  the  comparative  strength  either  of 
Fleets  or  of  ships  belonging  to  difEerent 
countries.  I  believe  all  that  is  necessary 
can  be  found  in  the  Dilke  Return,  and  I 
believe  that  every  man  from  that  Return 
can  judge  for  himself  what  the  relative 
strengths  of  the  British  Fleet  and  other 
fleets  now  are.  But,  my  Lords,  the 
Board  as^a  whole  accept  this  policy,  and 
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think  it  right  to  adopt  a  policy  of  economy 
30  long  as  the  full  sea  supremacy  of  our 
country  can  be  maintained. 

f-'The  Board  have  been  very  severely 
criticised,  and  the  Sea  Lords  most  of  all, 
for  their  decision  in  July  to  change  the 
programme  which  was  put  forward  in 
Harch  at  the  time  of  the  statement  on  the 
Estimates.  Whether  the  .Admiralty  was 
Tight  or  wrong  with  regard  to  that  is  a 
•question  of  the  consideration  of  circum- 
stances. There  is  certainly  neither  pre- 
cedent nor  good  sense  in  the  idea  that 
1>ecause  a  particular  programme  has  once 
l>een  put  forward  there  is,  therefore, 
never  to  be  any  change  from  that  particu- 
lar programme ;  and  I  say  that  it  is 
against  all  rules  of  economy  to  say  that  a 
great  department  is  obliged  to  spend  up 
to  an  estimate  that  has  been  made  at  an 
•early  date  before  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case  had  been  considered,  instead  of 
revising  it  if  it  thinks  it  necessary.  That 
course,  after  all,  has  the  precedent  of  pre- 
^ou8  Boards ;  it  has  been  the  course 
taken  by  three  successive  Boards  in 
three  successive  years  when  the  First 
Xords  were  Lord  Selborne,  Lord  Cawdor, 
and  myself.  In  the  last  year  that 
Lord  Selborne  was  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  six  armoured  ships  were  in- 
cluded in  the  programme ;  one  was 
<liopped.  In  the  programme  of  last  year, 
for  which  the  noble  Earl  opposite  was 
responsible,  five  armoured  ships  were 
in  that  programme,  and  on  consideration 
one  was  diopped.  This  year,  again, 
lour  armoured  ships  were  in  the  pro- 
gramme, and  after  full  consideration  one 
was  dropped. 

I  would  remind  you  of  this,  and  it  is,  I 
think,  an  important  consideration,  that 
yesLT  after  year  these  armoured  ships  are 
{getting  more  complex,  more  costly,  and 
more  and  more  of  an  experiment.  If 
•error  there  be,  there  was  error  with  the 
late  Boards  as  well  as  with  the  present 
Board,  for  the  couise  they  adopted  was 
•exactly  the  same.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I 
contend  that  there  was  blame  with  none 
-of  the  Boards  for  the  course  they  took. 
I  believe  that  they  all  took  a  wise  course, 
and  one  that  was  justified  by  the  change 
of  circumstances.  The  business  of  the 
Admiralty  is  at  the  beginning  of  the 
year  to  provide  for  what  seems  to  be  the 
necessities  of  the  year.    I  would  wish  to 


insist  that  it  is  a  wise  thing  to  take  your 
programme  year  b>  year  and  not  attempt 
to  go  beyond  the  needs  and  the  necessities 
of  the  particular  year.  It  is  impossible 
to  forecast  what  the  changes  and  delays 
in  the  programmes  of  foreign  nations  may 
be,  and  't  must  be  year  by  yeir  the  duty 
of  the  Admiralty  to  consider  those  changes 
and  those  delays  before  they  decide  on 
what  their  own  eventual  programme  is  to 
be.     That  I  believe  to  be  sound. 

Now,  my  Lords,  the  Admiralty  do  not 
desire  to  spend  money  unnecessarily, 
and  when  they  came  to  consider  the  great 
changes  and  the  great  delays  that  had 
taken  place  in  foreign  building  during  this 
year  they  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that 
it  was  wise  and  right  to  reduce  the  pro- 
gramme as  it  stooa  when  the  noble  Earl 
left  office.  It  was  proposed,  as  the  noble 
Earl  said,  to  build  four  armoured  ships, 
five  ocean-going  destroyers,  twelve 
coastal  destroyers,  and  twelve  sub- 
marines. The  outlook  then  was  that 
France  was  going  to  lay  down  several 
very  large  battleships  ;  the  United  States 
were  going  to  lay  down  two  new  great 
battleships,  besides  two  that  had  before 
been  carried.  Russia  was  going  to  lay 
down  one  first  class  battleship  and  two 
armoured  cruisers ;  and  Germany  was 
going  to  lay  down  two  very  large  battle- 
ships and  one  armoured  cruiser. 

It  was  in  view  of  this  knowledge 
that  the  programme  was  originally 
formed.  But  from  week  to  week  and 
from  month  to  month  we  got  reports 
of  delay  in  the  commencement  of  this 
new  construction,  and  of  the  dropping  of 
these  proposed  ships.  Neithei  in  France 
nor  in  the  United  States  have  any  new 
keels  been  laid  down.  Germany  for  the 
first  t^me  has  failed  to  fulfil  her  pro- 
gramme, and  the  delay  in  those  German 
essels  has  been  more  than  four  months  ; 
and  only  this  very  morning  I  have  had 
information  that  the  first  of  the  two 
great  battleships  proposed  to  be  laid 
down  by  Germany  will  not  be  laid  down 
till  the  month  of  September  next.  The 
same  thing  has  taken  place  in  the 
United  States.  In  France,  instead  of  six 
new  battleships  to  be  completed  two  a 
year,  they  are  not  to  be  comple  ed 
until  the  end  of  1912,  or  at  the  rate  of 
only  one  a  year  instead  of  two.  In 
Russia  there  has  been  a  reduction  in  thn 
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proposed  vote  for  new  construction  of 
£2,500,000.  In  consequence  it  was  decided 
to  drop  one  of  our  own  big  battleships 
and,  further,  there  were  dropped  three 
ocean-going  destroyers  and  four  sub 
marines. 

But  I  wish  to  make  it  perfectly  clear 
that  in  lieu  of  those  vessels  a  new 
vessel  is  to  be  laid  down.  It  is  true 
it  is  not  to  be  laid  down  till 
early  next  year,  but  I  will  give  the 
House  a  description  of  it.  It  is  to 
be  laid  down  at  Pembroke  Dockyard 
very  early  in  the  financial  year  1907-8. 
It  18  an  improved  "  Scout,"  and  has  been 
designed  after  the  experience  of  the 
"  Gem  "  and  the"  Scout"  class.  It  includes 
the  turbine  machinery  of  the  "Amethyst," 
and  full  advantage  will  be^  taken  of 
the  oil-fuel  experiences  of  the  last  few 
years  in  vessels  of  all  classes.  The 
vessel  will  have  a  very  much  increased 
radius,  and  will  be  able  to  steam  over 
2,000  knots.  She  will  be  a  very  fast 
vessel  and  will  have  much  heavier  arma- 
ments and  a  greater  radius  of  action 
than  that  of  the  "Scout,"  and  being 
designed  for  the  same  speed  will  be  much 
superior  to  third-class  cruisers  in  this 
respect.  She  is  to  be  fitted  with  a  double 
bottom,'and  will  be  fully  capable  of  service 
on  distant  foreign  stations;  so  work 
that  is  now  carried  out  by  smaller  types 
of  cruisers  will  be  done  bv  this.  That 
I  believe  to  be  a  very  important  vessel. 

There  is  good  reason  also  for  the 
postponement  of  the  ocean-going  de- 
stroyers and  submarines.  The  com- 
plexity and  difficulty  of  the  ocean- 
going destroyers  is  very  great,  and  the 
Admiralty  desire  to  have  greater  experi- 
ence of  their  action  and  work  before 
th^y  lay  down  so  large  a  number  as 
was  proposed.  With  regard  to  the 
submarines  also,  a  new  tjrpe  is  now 
being  developed,  and  it  is  not  thought 
desirable  to  start  twelve  submarines 
this  year.  Eight  are  quite  enough 
with  our  present  knowledge,  and  we 
had  much  better  wait  until  the  new 
type  is  developed  and  we  have  the 
benefit  of  the  knowledge  thereby  gained. 

But,  besides  the  facts  that  I  have  tried 
to  bring  before  you  with  regard  to  the 
progress  of  building  amongst  foreign 
nations,  there  is  also  this  consideration. 
We  have  proved  in  the  most    striking 
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manner  this  year  the  great  and  immediate 
efficiency  of  EKs  Majesty's  Navy.  On  three 
different  occasions  we  have  carried  oat 
considerable  manoeuvres.  First,  there 
was  the  mobilisation  in  February  of  the 
scouts,  destroyers,  and  torpedo  boats, 
110  in  all ;  they  carried  out  considerable 
manoeuvres  and  operations  in  bad 
weather  \vith  the  greatest  success  and 
with  very  smftU  defects.  There  were 
also  the  manoeuvres  at  Lagos,  which 
lasted  from  February  15th  to  March  lst„ 
in  which  twenty-nine  battleships  and 
eighteen  cruisers  took  part,  and  which 
again  proved  that  the  Fleet  was  ready 
for  action  at  a  moment's  notice.  Again,, 
we  had  the  grand  manoeuvres  between 
June  12th  and  July  2nd,  in  which  no  less- 
than  319  ships  took  part,  and  which 
were  remarkable  for  their  success  and 
for  the  rapidity  of  mobilisation  which  it 
was  found  possible  to  effect  in  the 
nucleus  crews  of  the  reserve  ships. 
Those  ships  performed  a  record  in 
mobilisation,  for  of  all  those  vessels  the 
longest  in  getting  mobilised  took  only 
three  hours,  and  the  shortest  forty 
minutes.  That,  my  Lords,  gave  proof 
of  how  ready  the  Fleet  was  to  go  to  sea, 
how  quickly  it  could  be  mobilised,  and 
how  speedily  the  reserves  could  be 
brought  on  board  ship. 

I  now  come  to  the  question  of  the 
national  advantage  of  endeavouring  ia 
some  way  to  reduce  the  huge  expenditure^ 
of  this  country.  That  expenditure 
has  increased  by  half  during  the  past  ten 
years,  and,  most  of  all,  the  defence 
service  expenditure  has  increased  to 
somethmg  like  £61,000,000  a  year, 
without  taking  into  consideration  the 
Works  account  or  the  cost  of  our  Army 
in  India.  Surely  it  is  a  desirable  thing, 
and  an  object  that  should  be  aimed  at 
by  all  parties  in  this  House  and  in  the 
country,  to  reduce  these  great  charges 
that  weigh  so  heavily  on  the  people^ 
The  noble  Earl  was  rather  sarcastic  about 
The  Hague  Conference. 

Eakl  CAWDOR:  Not  about  The 
Hague  Conference,  but  only  about  the 
operations  of  His  Majesty's  Government 
with  regard  to  that  Conference. 

*LoRD  TWEEDMOUTH :  I  think  the 
noble  Earl  looked  upon  those  who  support 
The  Hague  Conference,  and  who  think 
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that  Bomething  may  be  got  from  the 
meeting  of  nations  at  such  a  Conference, 
as  in  the  nature  of  ideal  dreamers. 

Eabl  CAWDOR  :    Oh,  no,  I  did  not. 

♦Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  At  any  rate, 
that  is  an  opinion  which  is  held,  and  t  is 
one  against  which  I  protest.  The  noble 
Viscount  opposite,  Lord  Goschen,  in  1899, 
before  the  last  Hague  Conference,  said — 

**  We  bare  been  compelled  to  increase  our 
exfienditare,  as  other  nations  have  increased 
theirs,  not  pressing  on  more  than  they.  As 
they  have  increase^  so  have  we  increased.  I 
hare  now  to  state  on  behalf  of  His  Majesty's 
Crovemment,  that  similarly  if  the  other  great 
naval  powers  should  be  prepared  to  diminish 
their  programme  of  shipbuilding,  we  should  be 
prepared  on  our  side  to  meet  such  a  procedure 
oy  modifying  ours." 

Viscount  GOSCHEN  :    Hear,  hear  ! 

♦Lord  TWEEDMOUTH:  The  noble 
Viscount  continued — 

**  The  difficulties  of  adjustment  are  no  donbt 
immeuse,  but  our  doHire  that  the  conference 
should  succeed  in  lightening  the  tremendous 
boideo  which  now  weighs  down  all  European 
nations  is  sincere.  But  if  Europe  comes  to  no 
agreement,  and  if  the  hopes  entertained  by  the 
Ciar  should  not  be  realised,  the  pro>cramme 
which  I  have  submitted  to  the  House  must 
stand.'' 

Those  are  words  with  which  I  desire 
entirely  to  associate  myself.  It  is  quite 
true  that  it  is  suggested  that  for  the 
programme  of  1907-8  in  the  first  instance 
only  two  battleships  should  be  laid  down, 
and  that  the  third  should  be  laid  down  if 
the  proceedings  of  the  Hague  Conference 
come  to  nothing.  It  seems  to  me  that 
this  country  will  go  to  that  Conference 
with  a  good  face  and  with  a  good  record, 
for  it  can  show  that  successive  Govern- 
ments have  year  by  year  diminished  the 
Naval  Estimates  of  this  country  by  some 
£6,600,000,  that  they  have  each  in  their 
turn  done  something  to  reduce  the 
building  programme  of  the  Navy,  and 
that  they  are  prepared  still  further  to 
extend  that  reduction  if  other  countries 
are  willing  to  join  them  and  to  follow 
suit.  I  think  we  shall  be  able  to  put 
that  case  very  strongly  before  the  Hague 
Conference,  and  for  my  part  I  hope  we 
shall  have  some  success  in  the  representa- 
tions that  we  shall  make  there. 

Let  me  now  turn  to  the  other  question 
that  was  raised   by  my   noble   friend. 


Lord  Brassey — the  question,  6i  the  Naval 
Reserves.  That  is  a  very- important  and 
a  very  intricate  subject  Co  deal  with.  A. 
strong  Committee  was  appointed  in  1902 
to  examine  the  question,  and  many  of 
the  recommendations  of  that  Committee^ 
have  since  been  carried  out.  At  that 
time  the  condition  of  things  was  very 
different.  There  were  then  an  immense 
number  of  ships  which  it  was  supposed 
were  to  be  manned  in  time  of  war.  The- 
number  of  ships  has  been  greatly  dimin-^ 
ished,  and  the  conditions,  therefore,are- 
very  different.  Two  of  the  things  that  Sir 
Edward  Grey's  Committee  reconmiended 
were  the  strengthening  of  the  Fleet 
Reserve,  and  the  better  training  of  the- 
Royal  Naval  Reserve.  The  FleetReserve,. 
which  consists  partly  of  men  who  have- 
been  on  the  shorter  period  of  engagement 
in  the  Navy — they  are  engaged  for  twelve 
years,  five  years  on  active  service  and 
seven  year^  in  the  Reserve — has  greatly 
increased  since  that  time.  They  were 
something  over  5,000  at  the  time  the- 
Committee  sat  in  1902  ;  they  are  now 
upwards  of  15,000,  and  are  increasing 
every  day.  Sir  Edward  Grey's  Committee 
also  strongly  recommended  the  establish- 
ment of  Naval  Volunteers.  There  are- 
now  4,200  Naval  Volunteers,  and  they 
are  a  very  efEective  body. 

The  difficulty  that  arises  is  that  there 
are  two  opinions  as  to  the  proportion 
that  the  Reserve  should  bear  to  the 
active  men  in  the  Naval  service.  Sir 
Edward  Grey's  Committee  put  that 
number  as  high  as  fifty  per  cent.  Naval 
opinion  now  takes  a  very  much  lower 
view  and  talks  about  fifteen  or  twenty^ 
per  cent.  I  think  there  is  a  general  agree- 
ment that  the  Royal  Fleet  Reserve  is- 
the  best  Reserve  for  the  Navy  and  ia 
the  one  on  which  we  can  best  depend 
on  accoimt  of  the  men  having  received 
their  training  in  the  Naval  Service  it-^ 
self.  But,  after  all,  the  main  and  most 
important  part  of  naval  seamen  must, 
be  the  men  of  long  service,  because  the 
work  of  a  seaman  now  has  become  so* 
intricate,  so  complex,  I  might  almost 
say  so  scientific,  that  it  requires  long 
training  to  ensure  success.  Consequently 
the  number  of  men  who  are  at  any  time 
in  the  Navy  on  comparatively  short, 
service  or  non-continuous  service,  cannot, 
be  a  very  large  one,  and,  therefore,  be- 
yond a  certain  number  we  cannot  get 


:807 


The  ShvpbuUding 


{LORDS} 


Programme, 


308 


Hoyal  Fleet  Reserve  men  from  this  source, 
but  the^  are  increasing.  They  will  in- 
<;rease,  and  every  encouragement  will  be 
given  to  them. 

With  regard  to  the  Royal  Naval  Re- 
serve, considerable  changes  have  been 
•made.  It  was  before  I  became  First 
Xiord  that  the  decision  was  arrived  at. 
They  have  been  given  an  entirely  new 
system  of  training.  Instead  of  being 
trained  at  shore  batteries  and  on  training 
ships,  with  the  exception  of  a  small 
number  during  the  next  four  years  which 
^re  to  be  used  for  men  who,  having 
engaged  on  the  old  system,  have  not 
•completed  their  term  of  service,  and  are 
xmwilling  to  serve  under  the  new  con- 
'ditions,  they  will  in  future  be  entirely 
.trained  on  board  seagoing  ships,  and 
will,  instead  of  doing  their  fourteen  days 
a  year  on  shore  or  in  the  training  ships,  be 
trained  twenty-eight  days  every  second 
year  in  sea-going  ships,  and  principally  in 
the  nucleus  ships  in  reserve  in  the  various 
ports  round  the  United  Kingdom.  Entry 
into  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve  has  been 
tfor  the  time  arrested,  but  for  my  part 
I  am  strongly  in  favour  of  maintaining 
the  Royal  Naval  Reserve,  and  so  far  as 
1  am  concerned,  I  would  not  be  a  party 
to  its  abolition,  though  undoubtedly  its 
number  must  be  reduced,  and  will  be 
Teduced,  I  should  think,  to  some  extent 
•by  the  more  strict  conditions  of  service 
•which  have  been  imposed.  The  suspen- 
leion  of  entry  has  now  continued  for  about 
<a  year  and  a  half,  and  a  waste  is  going  on 
4it  the  rate  of  about  8  per  cent,  a  year. 
I  think  that  within  a  very  short  time  it 
will  be  possible  and  desirable  to  re-open 
iihe  entries  to  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve 
both  of  ofl&cers  and  of  men.  I  do  not 
•Bay  exactly  under  what  conditions,  but 
with  the  idea  at  any  rate  of  increasing 
•considerably  the  number  of  stokers  that 
will  be  available  for  the  Reserve.  I 
iihink  I^have  answered  the  questions  put 
'to  me  by  Lord  Brassey.  In  conclusion 
I  would  say,  as  I  began,  that  I  do  feel 
*the  responsibility  which  rests  upon  me 
'in  agreeing  and  being  a  party  to  the 
deduction  that  has  been  made,  and  I 
£rmly  believe  that  that  reduction  will  not 
dead  to  any  damage  to  our  coimtry. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  :  My 
liords,  I  hope  your  Lordships  will  excuse 
jne,  if,  like  my  noble  friend,  Lord  Cawdor, 
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I  address  the  few  remarks  with  which  I 
shall  trouble  the  House  to  thai  par j  of 
the  noble  Lord's  speech  which  refers  to 
the  shipbuilding  programme.  Although 
I  fully  admit  the  great  importance  cf  the 
question  of  Reserves,  I  will  defei  till 
some  othej  occasion  any  remarks  I  may 
have  to  make  upon  that  subject.  Any- 
one who  has  listened  to  the  speech  which 
has  just  been  delivered  by  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  and  who  has  read  the 
speeches  which  were  made  by  his 
two  colleagues  on  the  shipbuilding  pro- 
gramme in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, can  hardly  fail  to  have  been 
impressed  by  the  Ufference  of  tone 
adopted.  In  the  other  House  the  great 
question  was  economy,  and  what  was 
produced  and  flaunted  before  the  House 
was  the  part  which  the  Naval  Lords 
have  played  in  this  matter. 

The  Naval  Lords,  by  a  very  unfortu- 
nate course  on  the  part  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  were  brought  out  and  placed 
in  very  clear  contradistinction  to  the 
other  Members  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
I  need  hardly  say  that  that  is  entirely 
contrary  to  the  whole  theory  and  prac- 
tice of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  during, 
at  all  events,  the  last  thirty  years. 
The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  and  the 
Prime  Minister  were  both  well  aware  of 
this,  for  they  said  that  they  knew  it  was 
inconvenient  and  for  many  reasons 
undesirable,  and  that  they  only  did  it 
because  of  very  exceptional  circum- 
stances. To-night  the  noble  Lord  took 
quite  a  diSerent  course.  He  separated 
himself  entirely  from  those  colleagues. 
He  said,  and  I  am  sure  that  anyone  who 
knows  anything  of  Naval  affairs  and  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  will  cordially 
agree  with  him,  that  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  is  one  and  indivisible,  and  that 
the  First  Lord  is  the  person  who  is 
responsible  to  Parliament  and  to  the 
country  for  the  action  of  that  Board. 

How  can  you  reconcile  that  with  what 
was  said  in  the  other  House  ?  What 
was  the  reason  why  a  totally  different 
statement  was  made  in  that  House ! 
The  Prime  Minister  said  it  was  an  ex- 
ceptional case.  His  reason  for  introducing 
the  Naval  Lords  was  that  he  wished  to 
throw  upon  them  the  responsibility  for 
the  reduction  which  was  being  made» 
to  assure  the  country  that  it  was  they 
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who  were  primarily  responsible  for  it,  and 
he  went  so  far  as  to  say  that  they  had 
asked  him  to  state  that  to  the  House  of 
Cknnmons.  If  the  naval  Members  of  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  made  that  statement 
I  am  sure  that  the  First  Lord  himself 
could  not  have  been  aware  of  it,  because 
he  knows  as  well  as  anyone  how  improper 
it  is  to  put  forward  professional  advisers 
and  throw  upon  them  the  responsibility 
for  a  programme.  Those  of  your  Lord- 
ships who  read  the  papers  on  Saturday 
morning  will  have  seen  that  it  is  said, 
more  especially  in  the  Radical  Press,  that 
we  are  perfectly  safe  because  this  is  the 
programme  of  the  Naval  Lords.  I 
confess  that  this  is  rather  an  undignified 
and  undeserved  position  in  which  to 
place  my  noble  friend. 

In  the  statement  we  have  listened  to 
to-night  we  have  heard  a  variety  of 
circumstances  in  justification  for  the 
reduction  in  the  programme  which  were 
not  stated  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  noble  Lord  has  stated  them 
in  some  detail  with  regard  to  the  naval 
proposals  of  two  or  three  other  countries 
whose  rogrammes  he  has  learned  are 
very  much  in  arrear.  Those  who  have 
no  official  information  and  who  are 
merely  private  Members  of  this  House  of 
course  accept  that  statement,  and  more- 
over the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  haa 
means  of  forming  a  judgment  which  are 
not  accessible  to  other  Members  of  this 
House.  At  the  same  time  one  cannot 
help  reminding  him  that  in  cutting  oft 
one  *'  Dreadnought "  at  a  time  when  we 
have  unfortunately  probably  lost  the 
'*  Montagu  "  we  are  weakening  the  Navy 
of  this  country. 

Further,  I  do  not  understand  why  the 
programme  of  1907-8  was  introduced  in 
the  other  House.  The  noble  Lord  stated 
to-night  that  he  did  not  go  on  any 
standard,  that  he  gave  up  standards,  and 
that  his  intention  was  to  proceed  from 
year  to  year  according  to  the  information 
he  received.  If  that  is  so,  why  was  the 
programme  of  1907-8  laid  before  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  ?  We  remember 
what  the  noble  Earl  the  Under-Secretary 
of  State  for  War  said  in  this  House  the 
other  day.  He  said  that  the  mandate  was 
economy,  and  he  reminded  us,  in  speaking 
on  the  Army  Estimates,  that  economy  and 
the  cutting  down  of  expenditure  had  been 


the  first  principle  which  His  Majesty*^ 
Government  had  observed.  Of  course^ 
in  this  way  it  may  have  been  desirable 
to  promise  future  economies  to  the  other 
House,  but  that  is  not  in  accordance 
with  the  statement  which  has  been  made 
to  us  to-night.  I  do  not  understand  how 
you  can  tell  now  what  the  circumstances 
of  next  year  will  be.  You  have  the 
Hague  Conference,  and  you  do  not  even 
know  what  the  result  of  it  will  be.  You 
say  that  if  the  Hague  Conference  proves 
unsuccessful  you  will  lay  down  an)ther 
ship.  But  can  the  noble  Lord  inform  us 
how  it  is  known  already  that  the  fourtUi 
ship  can  be  cut  oflf  ? 

The  noble  Lord  gave  the  Hague  Con- 
ference as  one  of  the  reasons  for  being- 
additionally  anxious  to  spend  as  little* 
on   the  Fleet   as   he   could.    Does  the* 
noble  Lord  really  beUeve  that  anything^ 
he  spends  this  year  will  have  any  efEect 
on    the    Hague    Conference  ?     Does   he 
suppose  that   Germany  or  France   are 
going  to  alter  their  programme  because 
he  lays  down  one  battleship  less  ?    In 
reference  to  this  matter  I  regret  most 
bitterly   the   use   that   has   been   made 
of  the  names  of  the  Naval  Lords.    I 
hope  my  noble  friend  will  point  out  to  his 
colleagues  what  an  indiscretion,  to  say 
the  least  of  it,  they  have  committed. 
The  noble  Lord  has  told  us  that  no 
pressure  of  any  kind  or  sort  was]f]aid 
upon   them.    Does  he  assure   us,   too, 
that  these  reductions  were  suggested  by 
them,    for    that    is    what    the    Prime 
Minister's  words  come  to  ?    The  Prime 
Minister  did  not  mean  merely  that  the 
Naval  Lords  acquiesced  in  certain  re> 
ductions,   but   he   said  that  they  had 
recommended  them,  and  that  they  had*^ 
expressly  asked  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons might  be  informed  of  this,  in  order, 
to  use  the  Prime  Minister's  exact  words, 
that  they  might  get  the  credit  for  it.    I" 
must  say  it  does  surprise  me  very  much 
to  hear  that  the  Naval  Lords  asked  that 
any  such  assurance  should  be  given  to 
the  House  of  Commons. 

Therefiare  many  noble  Lords  in  this 
HouseSwho  are  identified  with  the  Navy,. 
and  who  have  been  connected  at  various 
times  with  Boards  of  Admiralty.  I 
should  like  to  ask  whether  any  of  them' 
remember  any  case  in  which  a  Naval  Lord 
ever  asked  that  anything  he  had  done  or* 
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recommended  might  be  laid  before  the 
House  of  Commons  1  This  statement 
was  made  in  Parliament  and  relied  upon, 
and  the  public  rely  upon  it.  The  public 
is  relying  at  this  very  moment  for  their 
safety  upon  the  acceptance  of  a  programme 
which,  as  they  have  been  assured,  has 
been  laid  down  by  the  Naval  Lords.  One 
might  almost  ask  that  Papers  should  be 
laid  on  the  Table.  Your  Lordships  all 
know  that  when  a  Minister  relies  upon  a 
statement  he  is  bound  to  prove  it  if 
called  upon  to  do  so.  Of  course,  it  would 
be  absurd  in  this  case  to  move  that  any 
Papers  should  be  laid  on  the  Table, 
because  everyone  who  knows  anything 
.about  the  Admiralty  is  aware  that  it 
would  be  contrary  to  the  whole  principle 
and  practice  of  the  Admiralty  and  to 
public  policy  to  do  so ;  but  what  I  wish 
to  impress  upon  your  Lordships  is  that 
the  very  fact  that  a  statement  of  this 
sort  has  been  made  which  it  is  impossible 
^for  Ministers  to  substantiate  shows  how 
improper  it  was  for  it  ever  to  have  been 
made. 

*LoRD  BLLENBOROUGH  :  My  Lords, 
*the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  has  not 
convinced  me  by  the  reasons  he  has  given 
for  the  reductions  in  the  shipbuUding 
programme  that  have  been  made,  and  I 
am  particularly  anxious  about  the  fate 
of  the  vessel  whose  existence  is  to  depend 
on  the  Hague  Conferenoe.  But  the 
chief  anxiety  that  I  feel  on  this  question  is 
due  to  the  opinion  held  by  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  and  published  when  he 
was  sitting  on  the  Commission  appointed 
to  inquire  into  our  food  supply  in  time 
of  war.  He  then  expressed  the  opinion 
that  if  all  private  property  at  sea  not 
contraband  were  exempted  from  capture 
or  destruction  by  belligerents  all  the 
difficulties  which  that  Committee  were 
appointed  to  consider  would  disappear 
and  all  proposed  remedies  would  beoome 
imneoessary.  As  if  food  would  not  at 
once  be  declared  contraband  of  war  by 
any  nation  which  found  itself  at  war  with 
us !  I  confess  that  when  the  present 
Government  was  formed  I  was  sorry  to 
see  a  person  holding  such  opinions  given 
a  post  at  the  Admiralty.  I  had  hoped 
that  a  position  would  have  been  found 
for  him  inland.  The  manner  in  which 
he  has  lately  dealt  with  the  Sea  Lords,  as 
reported  in  the  newspapers,  has  greatly 

The  Earl  of  Camperdcnvn. 


increased  my  anxiety.  The  recent  Con- 
ference held  in  the  Royal  Gallery  of  this 
Palace  and  the  Hague  Conference  are, 
I  think,  institutions  that  have  the 
greatest  possible  use  in  preserving  peace 
and  in  dealing  with  international  law  and 
difficulties  which  may  arise  while  peace  is 
still  existing.  But  in  war  their  resolutions 
are  of  no  value. 

I  think  it  would  be  more  civil  if  our 
newspapers  would  use  the  term  "  pro- 
tection of  our  food  supply  in  time  of  war  " 
instead  of  **  command  of  the  sea."  We 
do  not  want  the  command  of  the  sea  in 
order  to  threaten  or  hurt  anybody.  We 
merely  mean  to  ensure  it  for  the  purpose 
of  feeding  ourselves.  The  majority  which 
the  Government  obtained  at  the  last 
election  was  partly  due  to  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain's suggestion  for  taxation  of  foreign 
food.  At  the  present  moment  we  are 
entirely  dependent  for  our  food  supply 
in  time  of  war  on  our  Navy  alone.  If 
we  have  no  Navy  we  shall  have  no  bread. 
If  we  have  too  small  a  Navy  it  is  as  if 
we  had  none  at  all.  We  are  told  that  if 
the  resolution  at  the  Hague  is  passed  it 
is  to  be  considered  equivalent  to  a  third 
battleship.  It  is  doubtful  what  action 
will  be  taken  on  that  lesolution  by  foreign 
Powers.  It  will  probably  be  used  as  a 
blind.  In  war  the  Hague  Conference 
resolutions  would  be  of  no  value.  It  is 
true  they  might  be  made  into  paper  boats, 
but  are  we  to  fill  up  blank  s  in  our  line- 
of-battle  with  paper  boats  ? 

Friendly  relations  with  other  Powers 
are  not  sufficient  reasons  for  reducing 
armaments.  Those  friendly  relations  are 
chiefly  due  to  the  fact  that  we  are  believed 
to  be  possessed  of  sufficient  power  to 
be  able  to  assist  a  friend  in  time  of 
need.  We  can  make  a  quarrel  in  a 
quarter  of  an  hour,  but  we  cannot  build 
a  battleship  and  get  h^r  ready  for  sea  in 
less  than  fifteen  or  eighteen  months,  by 
which  time  the  war  might  be  over.  I  hope 
people  in  this  country  will  not  continue 
to  boast  of  their  ability  to  beat  Germany 
in  shipbuilding.  (Germany  has  not  yet 
taken  her  coat  ofi  in  this  matter,  and 
when  she  does  we  may  be  surprised  at  the 
result.  The  slackening  ofl  of  shipbuilding 
on  our  part  will  have  the  opposite 
effect  to  that  looked  for.  It  will  cause 
other  countries  to  strain  every  nerve  to 
get  level  with  us.    Therefore  I  submit 
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that  these  reductions  do  not  increase  pate  that  in  a  very  few  days  the  question 
"the  chance  of  maiptainicg  peace.  would  be  again  before  your  Lordships — 

this  time,  whether  the  force  on  that 
♦Lord  AMPTfflLL :  My  Lords,  I  t)lue  water  should  be  reduced  or  not. 
demre  in  *he  fewest  possible  words  to  put  Personally  I  did  not  beUeve  in  the 
a  question  to  His  Majesty's  Govfrriment,  nimours  that  the  Navy  was  going  to  be 
a  question  which  has  the  object  of  re-  reduced,  but  we  are  now  confronted  by 
moving  the  uncertainty  which  I  am  the  fact  that  the  shipbuilding  programme 
sure  has  been  left  in  the  minds  of  my  ^^  teen  materiaUy  curtailed.  I  hope 
noble  friends  on  this  sJde  of  the  House  by  ,  the  noble  Lord  will  clearly  answer  the 
the  speech  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad-  question  wMch  has  been  put  to  him  by 
miralty.  The  burden  of  the  noble  Lord's  :  my  noble  friend  behind  me,  whether  this 
speech  was  that  the  reduction  of  the  ship-  means  a  change  in  policy.  We  have  to 
building  programme  was  merely  a  matter  \  look  not  only  at  the  actual  reduction  m 
of  ordinary  annual  routine,  a  thing  that  the  Estimates,  but  also  at  the  speeches  m 
has  been  done  in  prevous  years  on  more  which  that  reduction  was  explained  in  the 
than  one  occasion.  But  His  Majesty's  ;  House  of  Commons.  It  was  pointed  out 
Government  in  another  place  claimed  I  very  clearly  just  now  by  my  noble 
unusual  credit  for  this  reduction,  and  '  Wend  Lord  Camperdown  that  the  tone 
treated  it  as  part  of  a  new.  policy,  a  of  the  speeches  and  the  course  of  the 
policy  of  reduction  of  armaments  which  debate  in  the  House  of  Commons  were 
^as  to  be  an  example  to  other  countries,  i  totally  different  from  the  speeches  and 

the  course  of  the  debate  in  your  Lord- 

What  we  want  to  know  on  this  side  of  I  ships'  House  to-night.    I  think  I  may 

he  House  is  whe'^her  there  is  a  new  j  say,  with  all  friendliness  to  His  Majesty's 

policy  or  not.    According  to  the  Prime    Government,  that  they  have  very  much 

Minister,  there  is  a  new  policy  which  is   mismanaged  the  explanation  of  the  re- 


to  be  an  example  to  the  other  nations  of 
'the  world.  But  accordiAg  to  the  F*rst 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  as  we  understand 
him,  there  is  no  new  policy;  the  re- 
ductions which  have  been  ordered  are 


duction.  They  have  mismanaged  it  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  they  have  a 
difficulty  in  putting  it  right  in  this  House. 

Why  was  the  explanation  which  has 
merely  part  of  the  annual  routine,  which  now  been  given  by  my  noble  friend  Lord 
jnay  be  corrected  or  altered  according  to  ,  Tweedmouth  not  given  in  the  House  of 
circumstances.  His  Majesty's  (Jovem-  Commons  ?  Why  did  they  not  explain 
ment  cannot  have  it  both  ways.  It  b  ;  that  it  was  mainly  due  to  information 
on  this  point  th  ?n  that  many  noble  Lords  from  other  countries  with  reference  to 
on  this  ride  of  the  House  would  like  '  the  shipbuilding  of  those  countries  t 
to  have  a  clear  answer.  Is  there  a  new  i  Why  was  it  not  explained  that  it  was  no 
policy  or  is  there  not ;  and  if  there  is  a  great  policy  but  scientific  reasons  that 
new  policy,  what  is  that  policy  and  how  had  actuated  the  Board  of  Admiralty  in 
far  is  the  reduction  to  proceed  ?  Are  ,  recommending  the  postponement  of  three 
we  to  go  so  far  in  reduction  and  setting  an  '  destroyers  and  a  certain  number  of 
•example  to  other  countries  that  we  submarines?  So  far  as  I  know,Mr.  Robert- 
Abandon  the  policy  of  the  two-Power  |  son  never  hinted  at  it  in  the  House  of 
standard,  or  is  reduction  to  proceed  so  '  Commons.  The  line  he  took  up  was  that 
gradually  that  the  policy  of  the  two-  ;  the  Admiralty  were  determined  to  effect 
Power  standard  wiU  be  maintained  ?  I  a  reduction,  and  he  gave  no  explanation, 
venture,  with  all  due  deference,  to  ask  '  If  I  had  spoken  before  my  noble  friend 
His  Majesty's  Government  to  give  us  an  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  I  had 
assurance  on  that  point.  intended  asking  him  why  the  reductions 

in  these  two  items  were  proposed.  I 
Viscount  GOSCHBN  :  My  Lords,  think  the  noble  Lord  has  given  a  per- 
when  not  many  days  ago  we  had  a  ,  fectly  adequate  explanation,  but  it  is  a 
debate  in  this  House  upon  the  re-  i  scientific  explanation.  This  is  not  a 
•duction  in  the  Army  and  were  great  reduction  which  is  to  play  a  great 
confronted  by  the  champions  of  the  role  when  the  Hague  Conference  meets ; 
'^^  Blue-water  "  school,  I  did  not  antici-  \  it  is  because  they  are  not  ready  with  their 
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designs  that  they  have  postponed  this 
part  of  the  programme. 

Then  again  as  to  battleships.  A 
battleship  is  to  be  struck  ofi  for  the 
reasons  which  the  noble  Lord  explained, 
not  because  we  desire  to  retard  the 
progress  of  our  strength,  but  because 
there  have  been  reductions  by  other 
Powers,  And  yet  the  Goverrment  talk 
about  giving  a  lead.  The  whole  question 
is  involved  in  a  perfect  fog,  and  the 
difficidties  are  heightened  by  the  ex- 
ordinary  message  said  to  have  been 
sent  by  the  Naval  Lords  to  the  House  of 
Conmions.  When  have  officers,  naval  or 
military,  ever  desired  to  place  themselves 
in  communication  with  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ?  I  cannot  think  of  any  previous 
First  Sea  Lord  or  Second  Sea  Lord  who 
would  have  wished  to  send  a  message  to 
the  House  of  Commons  that  they  desired 
to  reduce  the  Navy  Estimates.  Did  not 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  warn 
them  and  say,  "  It  is  an  unprecedented 
course.  I  really  cannot  convey  such  a 
message  to  the  House  of  Commons." 
If  he  did  the  Naval  Lords  were  severely 
to  blame  for  requesting  such  a  message 
to  be  sent  to  the  House  of  Commons. 

In  what  a  position  does  the  Govern- 
ment statement  put  the  Naval  Lords  ? 
It  is  supposed  that  they,  without  any 
pressure,  simply  out  of  political  considera- 
tions and  after  surve3ang  the  field  of 
Europe  and  the  existing  conditions,  made 
to  the  Board  of  Admiralty  a  recom- 
mendation for  reductions. 

LoKD  TWEEDMOUTH :  We  held  meet- 
ings of  the  Board  at  which  the  whole 
matter  was  brought  foiward.  Un- 
doubtedly I  brought  forward  the  desira- 
bility of  making  reductions,  all  the 
circumstances  were  surveyed,  and  all 
came  imanimously  to  the  conclusion 
annoimced. 

Viscount  GOSCHEN  :  I  am  glad  to 
have  elicited  the  statement  that  the 
Government  did  put  before  them  the 
desirability  of  cutting  down  Estimates. 

LoED  TWEEDMOUTH  :  Of  economy. 
I  take  the  whole  responsibility. 

Viscount  GOSCHEN  :  I  am  grateful 
to  my  noble  friend  for  candidly  telling  us 

Viscount  Goschen, 


the  circumstances.  They  put  an  entirely^ 
different  construction  upon  what  ha» 
happened.  It  is  a  matter  so  important 
that  I  do  not  regret  going  over  the  subject 
which  has  been  dealt  with  by  my  noble- 
friends.  I  do  not  wish  to  haggle  about 
a  single  ship  and  a  reduction  that  may 
or  may  not  be  justified,  bul  we  have  to 
consider  not  only  the  reductions,  but  the 
language  in  which  that  course  has  been 
defended  by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  view  as  to  our 
naval  policy.  My  noble  friend  Lord 
Camperdown  has  alluded  to  the  absence 
of  any  explanation  as  to  the  reductions 
next  year.  Why  should  the  Government 
state  what  they  proposed  to  do  in  1907-8- 
before  they  know  what  other  Powers  are 
going  to  do  ?  ' 

It  is  a  new  policy  deliberately  to 
change  the  programme  with  a  contingent 
arrangement  for  the  addition  of  anolher 
ship.  There  is  a  vague  proposition  in 
reference  to  the  Hague  Conference,  and 
two  forces  appear  to  be  operating  upon 
the  Government — ^the  desire  for  economy 
and  the  desire  to  be  able  to  claim  success- 
fully the  position  of  being  first  in  the 
reduction  of  armaments.  I  am  not 
encouraged  to  hope  much  from  the  Hague 
Conference,  and  if  the  First  Lord  would 
give  half  an  hour  to  a  conversation  with. 
Sir  J.  Fisher,  an  unrivalled  expert  on 
naval  policy,  upon  his  reminiscences  of 
a  previous  conference  it  would  be  time 
wellspent.^^r^S|i^|f      \  I 

Another  question  which  has  cropped 
up  is  the  two-Power  standard,  and  some 
doubt  has  been  expressed  as  to  whether 
the  policy  of  the  Government  in  this 
respect  is  being  adhered  to  in  the  true 
sense.  I  cannot  believe  that  the  First 
Lord  would  depart  one  jot  from  it.  It 
would  be  wrong  to  work  out  the  system 
with  reference  to  the  strength  of  two 
naval  Powers  merely  without  reference 
to  all  the  changes  that  have  taken  place 
in  Europe,  and  the  contingencies  that 
might  arise.  The  naval  policy  ef  this 
country  must  be  shaped,  not  simply 
in  relation  to  the  naval  stemgth  of  any 
two  Powers,  but  in  proportion  to  the 
naval  stemgth  of  the  world.  .Not,  of 
course,  that  our  Navy  should  be  equal 
to  all  others — that  would  be  absurd — 
but  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  nations, 
though    they    might    not    become    our 
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adversaries,  might  ia  the  event  of  war 
prove  very  onoomlortable  neutrals.  New 
dangers  beset  battleships  from  mines  and 
submarines,  and  Japan  lost  two  ships 
in  one  day  from  mines.  Such  considera- 
tions must  affect  the  naval  strength  of  a 
country  such  as  ours,  and  such  disasters 
would  affect  this  country  more  than  any 
other  Power  in  Europe.  We  run  a 
greater  risk,  for  our  national  existence 
depends  upon  our  naval  strength. 

The  Prime  Minister  has  expressed  the 
opinion  that  the  rivalry  between  nations 
is  a  rivalry  of  grandeur,  and  he  used 
the  word  "swagger."  The  idea  that 
nations  are  recklessly  spending  money 
out  of  pure  rivalry  shows  ignorance  of 
the  true  state  of  affairs.  France  would 
be  ready  enough  to  reduce  her  arma- 
ments, naval  and  military,  if  she  only 
could,  but  she  is  not  going  in  the  Hague 
Conference  to  undertake  to  do  so  unless 
there  are  developments  which  she  at  any 
rate  does  not  expect.  This  unfortunate 
expenditure  all  over  Europe  is  not  caused 
by  any  desire  for  glory*  or  by  vanity, 
bat  from  a  consideration  of  international 
relationships.  Has  Austria,  for  whose 
misfortunes  we  have  every  sympathy, 
kept  up  her  army  for  swagger  ?  Her 
army  is  being  kept  up  for  national  ex- 
stence,  in  order  to  avoid  the  perils  which, 
Heaven  forbid,  should  assail  her,  but 
which  are  not  so  far  removed  from  the 
political  horizon  that  she  can  herself 
undertake  to  reduce  her  armaments. 

With  regard  to  Germany  I  should  like 
to  say  a  few  frank  and  friendly  words.  If 
there  is  an  idea  that  Grermany  is  arming 
against  ourselves  I  think  it  is  a  mistake  ; 
if  it  is  thought  that  Grermany  is  arming 
against  France,  or  Russia,  or  any  par- 
ticular Power  I  believe  that  is  also  a 
mistake.  Why  does  Grermany  push  on 
her  naval  expansion,  which  France  wiU 
plead  compels  her  to  do  the  same  ?  Not 
for  aggression,  but  from  a  settled  policy. 
She  requires  more  territory  for  her 
teeming  millions.  She  feels  that  she 
must  have  colonies,  that  she  must  expand, 
as  other  growing  coimtries  must  expand, 
that  she  must  have  outlets  for  her  com- 
merce, and  that  she  must  have  sea 
power  like  us  to  hold  her  own  against 
every  possible  effort  to  limit  her  colonial 
expansion  or  paralyse  her  action.  Her 
Ministers  have  no  desire  for  ^ar.    But 
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they  have  an  Imperial  German  polic>'. 
Is  it  likely  that  anything  that  will  happen 
at  the  Hague  Conference  will  arres- 
what  they  consider  to  be  their  mission — 
what  the  Emperor  considers  to  be  a 
mission  placed  upon  himself  to  expand 
the  Grerman  power  ?  Those  who  think 
so  are  living  in  a  fool's  paradise. 

I  wish  as  much  as.  any  Member  of  your 
Lordships'  House,  as  much  as  any 
democratic  Member  of  Parliament,  as 
much  as  any  of  those  who  dream  of 
imiversal  piace,  that  I  could  believe  with 
Tennyson  in  the  time — 

'*  When  the  war  drum  throbs  no  longer  and 
the  battle  flatus  were  flarled 
In  the  Parliament  of  man,  the  federation  of 
the  world." 

At  all  events,  let  us  look  to  it  that  the 
white  ensign  of  the  British  Fleet  remains 
without  question  and  without  doubt 
unharmed  over  that  Fleet.  I  hope  it 
will  not  be  said  when  observations  such 
as  I  have  made  are  placed  before  the 
public  that  they  are  pessimistic  or 
gloomy.  Sometimes  the  cold  water  of 
common  sense  is  almost  as  necessary  as 
enthusiasm.  I  can  admire  enthusiasm, 
and  I  admire  the  democrary  which, 
knowing  little  of  foreign  diplomacy  and 
the  struggles  of  the  nations  for  supremacy, 
think  that  war  merely  means  either 
the  glory  of  a  certain  class  or 
heavy  taxation,  and  through  ignorance 
plead  for  a  smaller  Navy ;  but  as  I 
said  in  another  debate  last  week,  it  is 
not  for  the  leaders  of  a  Party,  not  for 
a  man  like  the  Prime  Minister  to  en- 
courage them  in  Utopian  hopes  that 
the  mere  calling  together  of  a  conference 
will  make  it  unnecessary  to  continue 
that  steady  progress,  that  building  up  to  a 
standard,  that  building  up  to  aU  the 
requirements  of  the  case  which  I  fear 
for  many  years  must  be  the  fate  of  this 
country. 

*LoRD  EVERSLEY:  My  Lords,  I 
hope  as  a  newcomer  to  this  House  that  I 
may  be  allowed  to  address  your  Lordships 
on  the  important  subject  now  before  you. 
I  have  myself  in  the  past  been  not 
infrequently  connected  with  the  Admir- 
alty in  an  official  capacity  and  during 
the  past  two  years  I  have  taken  an  active 
part  in  pressing  a  reduction  on  the 
Government,  and  in  urgiug   that   there 
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should  be  in  consequence  a  reduction  in 
taxation. 

The    noble    Viscount    who    has    just 
addressed  the  House  speaks  with  very 
great    authority    on    this,  subject.    He 
was  twice  at  the  Admiralty  for  very 
long  periods,  once  in  the  first  administra- 
tion of  Mr.   Gladstone,   when  economy 
was  the  order  of  the  day,  and  when  the 
Navy   was   administered   for   less   than 
£10,000,000    a    year.    I    was    then    his 
colleague  at  the  Admiralty  ;   and  served 
under  him.    His  last  experience  of  the 
Navy  was  from  1895  to  1900,  when  a 
very  different  order  of  things  prevailed, 
and  when  the  expenditure  upon  the  Navy 
was    lavish    in    the  highest    degree.    I 
1  hink  I  am  right  in  saying  that  while  the 
noble  Viscount  presided  over  the  Admir- 
alty he  added  every  year  no  less  than 
two  millions  a  year  to  the  expenses  of 
administration.  I  do  not  propose  to  find 
fault  with  him.      All  I  wish  to  do  is  to 
call  his  attention  to  that  period  when  he 
was  presiding  at  the  Admiralty,  and  to 
ask  him  to  consider  what  has  happened 
between  then  and  now  which  may  tend 
to  a  more  moderate  expenditure. 

The  expenditure  upon  the  Navy  has 
increased  since  Lord  Ooschen  presided 
over  the  Board  by  no  less  than  eight 
millions  a  year.  Expenditure  on  the 
Army  has  increased  by  no  less  than  ten 
millions  a  year ;  the  two  together  amount- 
ing to  an  increase  of  eighteen  millions  a 
year  in  the  seven  years.  That  is  taking 
the  date  1898,  immediately  before  the 
war  in  South  Africa.  Now  I  invite  the 
noble  Viscoimt  and  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  who  pre- 
sided at  that  time  over  the  Army,  to 
consider  the  expenditure  then  and  the 
point  which  it  has  now  reached,  and 
whether  circumstances  in  the  state  of 
Europe  have  not  occurred  which  would 
justify  a  considerable  reduction  at  this 
moment. 

Many  things  of  the  greatest  importance 
have  happened  during  the  last  three  years 
bearing  on  this  subject.  Li  the  first 
place,  we  have  had  the  collapse  of  Russia. 
When  I  look  back  at  the  speeches  of  Lord 
€k)8chen,  made  between  the  years  1895 
and  1900,  I  observe  that  he  almost  in- 
variably defended  the  great  increases 
which  he  made  in  the  Navy  on  the  ground 
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of  the  increase  in  the  Russian  Navy  ; 
and  I  think  I  may  claim  also  that  the 
great  increase  in  the  Army  of  late  years 
has  been  due  to  the  fear  of  Russia.  There 
was  the  fear  of  the  invasion  of  India  on 
the  part  of  Russia  through  Afghanistan. 
But  during  the  last  three  years  the  power 
of  Russia  has  collapsed.  '  Russia  has 
been  defeated  in  the  Far  East,  her  navy 
has  absolutely  disappeared,  her  ships 
have  either  been  sunk  or  captured  by  the 
Japanese.  We  have  therefore  this  state 
of  things,  that  the  naval  power  of  Russia 
has  disappeared,  and  everybody,  I  think, 
admits  that  it  must  be  many  years — 
some  people  say  ten  and  others  a  much 
longer  period — ^before  Russia's  power 
can  be  revived,  and  before  there  can  be 
any  attempt  either  to  invade  India  or 
even  to  resuscitate  her  Navy. 

But  other  important  things  have  occur- 
red. First  among  them  is  that  which  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  has  been  respon- 
sible for,  and  which  I  venture  to  think  will 
be  one  of  his  principal  claims  to  fame  in 
history — namely,  the  Agreement  which 
has  been  come  to  with  France  under 
which  all  matters  in  dispute  have  been 
settled,  and  every  difficulty  between  us 
and  that  Power  removed.  All  questions 
of  jealousy  as  regards  our  position  in 
Egypt  have  been  removed,  as  also  have 
all  questions  of  jealousy  between  our 
selves  and  France  in  Morocco.  That 
seems  to  me  a  very  important  matter, 
tending  to  justify  a  reconsideration  of 
our  expenditure  upon  the  Navy  and 
Army.  But  other  important  matteis 
still  have  occurred.  There  has  been  the 
Agreement  with  Japan,  the  immediate 
effect  of  which  has  been  that  our  position 
in  the  Far  East  as  regards  our  Navy  has 
been  reassured.  We  have  been  enabled 
to  recall  the  whole  of  the  five  battleships 
which  were  maintained  in  those  waters, 
and  they  are  now  concentrated  at  home. 

Further,  there  has  been  a  very  great 
and  important  change  in  policy  in  Naval 
administration,  for  which  I  have  nothing 
but  praise — ^the  change  carried  out  by 
Lord  Selborne  and  Admiral  Fisher,  and 
under  which  the  whole  of  our  powerful 
vessels  have  been  concentrated  in  Home 
waters  or  in  the  Mediterranean  within 
easy  touch  of  these  shores.  It  was 
discovered  that  the  cruisers  on  which  we 
lelied  to  defend  our  commerce  were  of  no 
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value  in  time  of  war  as  against  the  more 
modern  armoured  cruisers,  with  the 
result  that  the  greater  part  of  then  were 
recalled,  and  the  late  Prime  Minister 
boasted  that  by  a  courageous  stroke  of 
the  pen  they  were  struck  off  the  Navy 
List.  The  result  has  been  that  all  our 
powerful  vessels  have  been  concentrated 
at  home,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
what  I  think  was  also  affirmed  by  the 
late  Government,  that  the  strength  of 
the  Navy  has  been  nearly  doubled  by  this 
operation — ^that  is  to  say,  the  effective 
strength  of  the  Navy  for  purposes  )f 
offence  and  defence  against  the  only 
Powers  which  it  would  be  likely  to  me 
at  the  present  time. 

There  is  yet  one  other  important 
matter  to  which  I  do  not  think  sufficient 
attention  has  been  called  of  late  in  the 
Press,  and  that  is  the  result  of  the  ex- 
periences of  the  naval  war  between 
Buaaia  and  Japan  as  to  the  comparative 
value  of  our  Fleet  with  that  of  other 
Powers.  I  think  it  has  been  admitted 
by  every  expert  who  has  written  upon 
the  subject  that  the  result  of  the  experi- 
ences in  the  late  war  is  to  show  the  very 
high  value  which  attaches  to  battleships 
of  large  size  and  great  power  in  com- 
parison with  smaller  battleships.  The 
battleships  of  large  size  proved  in  the  late 
war  to  be  of  the  greatest  and  highest 
value.  The  smaller  battleships  are 
rdegated  into  the  background,  and  it 
has  been  proved  that  the  presence,  in  a 
great  fleet  of  battleships,  of  an  inferior 
type  of  coast  defence  vessels  was  rather 
sn  embarrassment  to  the  Fleet  than  a 
source  of  strength. 

Let  me  ask  the  House  to  consider 
what  the  effect  of  this  experience  is  upon 
the  value  of  our  vessels  as  compared 
with  those  of  France  and  Germany. 
The  wisdom  of  our  own  naval  construc- 
tors in  building  battleships  of  12,000, 
14,000,  and  15,000  tons  as  compared  with 
the  very  much  smaller  vessels  constructed 
by  France  and  Germany,  has  been 
proved.  At  the  present  moment  we 
may  divide  the  battleships  of  the  world 
into  two  classes — the  smaller  type  of 
battleship  averaging  about  11,000  tons, 
and  the  larger  battleships  averaging 
14,000,  or  15,000  tons.  The  policy  of 
Ck^many  has  been  to  build  small  battle- 
ships and  to  arm  them  with  compara- 


tively light  guns  and  with  secondary 
batteries.  The  policy  of  our  Admiralty 
during  the  last  ten  years  has  been  to 
b\iild  large  battleships  armed  with  the 
most  powerful  guns,  and  the  result  of 
that  policy  is  that  whereas  at  the  present 
moment  Germany  has  not  a  single  battle- 
ship of  the  large  type  over  13,000  tons 
this  country  has  thirty-seven  such  vessels 
averaging  no  less  than  14,800.  France  at 
the  same  time  has  only  four  vessels  of 
13,000  tons  and  those  not  quite  com- 
pleted. All  the  rest  of  her  vessels  are  under 
that  size,  and  average  about  11,000  tons. 
I  say  that  this  is  a  condition  of  things 
which  is  very  satisfactory  to  this 
country.  As  regards  armoured  cruisers, 
the  position  is  even  stronger.  England 
has  fourteen  armoured  cruisers  of  the 
large  size  averaging  13,000  tons  ;  France 
has  only  four  averaging  12,000  tons,  and 
Germany  has  one  with  a  tonnage  of 
10,400  tons. 

In  view  of  all  these  facts,  it  does  seem 
to  me  that  the  Admiralty  of  this  country 
is  wise  in  holding  its  hand,  and  that 
it  is  possible  to  make  some  reduction  in 
the  great  expenditure  upon  our  Navy. 
The  noble  Viscount  who  has  just  sat 
down  seems  to  be  averse  to  any 
reduction  whatever.  I  think  that 
public  opinion  during  the  general 
election  manifested  itself  strongly  in 
favour  of  a  reduction  of  expenditure. 
Although  the  war  in  South  Africa  has 
been  concluded  for  something  like  three 
or  four  years,  we  are  still  under  the 
burden  of  the  taxation  which  was  im- 
posed for  the  purposes  of  that  war.  The 
income-tax  stands  at  Is.  in  the  £. — an 
unprecedented  rate,  I  believe,  in  time 
of  peace — and  all  the  taxes  which  were 
imposed  upon  tea,  sugar,  beer,  tobacco, 
and  spirits  with  the  intention  of  mAlnng 
the  labouring  classes  contribute — and 
very  properly — ^towards  the  war  still 
remain  imrepealed,  with  the  single  ex- 
ception of  Id.  upon  tea.  In  these 
circumstances  it  does  seem  to  me  desir- 
able that  the  country  should  consider 
the  possibility  of  reducing  its  arma- 
ments. I  believe  it  can  do  so  with 
perfect  safety  in  consideration  of  the 
changed  circumstances  which  I  have 
brought  under  the  notice  of  your  Lord- 
ships. The  noble  Viscount  opposite 
seemed   to   think   that   the  two-Power 
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standard  was  going  to  be  abandoned. 
I  did  not  understand  from  the  speeches 
of  my  noble  friend  Lord  Tweedmouth  in 
this  House,  or  of  Mr.  Robertson  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  that  there  was  any 
idea  of  abandoning  the  two-Power 
standard. 

Eabl  CAWDOR:  The  Prime  Minister's 
speech. 

*LoRD  EVERSLE  Y :  The  fact  is  that  the 
two-Power  standard  at  the  present 
moment  has  been  largely  exceeded.  I 
believe  that  never  in  the  history  of  the 
country  has  the  naval  power  of  Great 
Britain  been  so  superior  to  that  of  other 
Powers.  My  noble  friend  Lord  Tweed- 
mouth,  with  ^reat  justice,  disclaimed  the 
task  of  making  comparisons  with  other 
Powers.  I  think  that  is  a  very  proper 
position  for  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admir- 
alty to  take,  but  I  do  not  see  why  those 
behind  him  who  have  not  the  same  re- 
sponsibility should  not  express  their 
views  upon  this  subject.  For  my  part 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  and  I  am  con- 
firmed in  that  view  by  many  naval  men 
with  whom  I  have  discussed  the  matter, 
that  never  at  any  time  has  the  Navy  of 
this  country  been  so  superior  to  those  of 
other  Powers  whose  navies  could  be 
brought  against  us.  I  can  well  under- 
stand that  the  Naval  Lords  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, under  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances of  the  present  case,  should  wish 
it  to  be  understood  that  they  fidly  and 
thoroughly  assent  to  the  policy  of  their 
Board.  I  did  not,  however,  understand 
my  noble  friend  Lord  Tweedmouth  to 
shelter  himself  or  the  Government 
behind  that  fact.  Although  it  is  im- 
desirable  as  a  general  rule  that  the  head 
of  either  service  should  quote  his  expert 
advisers,  yet  I  think  that  in  the  parti- 
cular circumstances  of  the  present  case 
it  was  desirable  that  this  should  be  done. 

My  noble  friend  Lord  Goschen  also 
alluded  to  the  Hague  Conference.  I 
think  that  the  action  His  Majesty's 
Government  are  taking  with  regard  to 
that  Conference  is  a  wise  one.  I  do  not 
understand  that  it  differs  very  substan- 
tially from  the  line  which  the  noble 
Viscount  himself  took  in  1900  with 
reference  to  the  first  Conference  at  the 
Hague. 

Lord  Evetsley. 


Viscount  GOSCHEN:  But  I  am 
now  guided  by  the  experience  of  the 
previous  Conference  and  the  difficulties 
which  were  encountered.  Moreover,  we 
did  not  reduce  before  the  Conference. 

*LoRD  EVERSLEY:  I  contend  that 
there  is  no  substantial  difference  betweeik 
the  course  which  the  noble  Viscount 
then  took  and  the  course  which  the 
present  Government  are  taking  with 
reference  to  the  forthcoming  Conference* 
I  hope  that  the  proposals  of  the  present 
Government  wiU  be  successful.  I  have 
no  doubt  very  great  difficulties  will  be 
encoimtered,  especially  on  the  part  of 
Germany,  but  at  the  same  time  I  think 
it  is  the  duty  of  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  make  these  proposals.  With 
one  part  of  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Viscount  I  fully  agree.  I  do  not  think  we 
need  be  under  the  impression  that  the 
great  increase  in  the  German  Navy  is 
directed  specially  against  this  country, 
We  must  recollect  that  Germany  haa 
become  a  great  commercial  Power  with 
a  vast  mercantile  marine.  She  is  depen- 
dent for  one  third  of  her  food  on 
foreign  supplies.  She  has  ambitions 
of  a  colonial  Empire  in  many  parts 
of  the  world,  end  I  think  we  may 
not  unreasonably  suppose  that  her 
Ministers  consider  a  strong  Navy  a  matter 
of  great  importance.  I  do  not  see  the 
smallest  reason  for  thinking  that  the 
German  Navy  is  intended  to  be  a  rival 
of  our  own  ;  nor  do  I  consider  that  there 
is  any  possible  comparison  at  the  present 
moment  between  the  German  Fleet  and 
our  own.  I  am  one  of  those  who  believe 
that  the  strength  of  the  country  does  not 
depend  on  armaments  alone.  I  believe 
that  sound  finance  and  light  taxation, 
on  which  credit  is  founded,  are  at  least 
as  important  as  the  building  of  large 
numbers  of  new  ships  which  experience 
four  or  five  years  hence  may  show  to  be 
obsolete. 


IRRIGATION  IN  CEYLON. 

*LoRD  STANMORE  rose  to  move  for 
correspondence  between  the  Colonial 
Office  and  the  Governor  of  Ceylon  on  the 
subject  of  irrigation  works  in  that  island. 
The  noble  Lord  said :  My  Lords,  I 
understand  that  my  noble  friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  is 
willing  to  give  the  Papers  which  I  have 


325         Post  Office  {Literature        (30  July  1906}  /or  ilie  Blind)  Bill.  326 


asked  for,  and  therefore  it  is  not  necessary 
for  me  to  do  more  than  explain  in  a  few 
words  why  I  wish  to  have  them. 

The  great  irrigation  works  which  pre- 
Tailed  in  Ceylon  in  ancient  times  fell  into 
disuse,  and  when  England  succeeded  to 
the  possession  of  Ceylon  very  little  atten- 
tion was  paid  to  them.    They  were,  how- 
ever, still  maintained  in  a  fashion  until  the 
year  1833,  when  a  Commission  was  sent 
eat  from  England  to  make  recommenda- 
tions with  regard  to  the  government  of 
that  island,  and  among  other  things  they 
made    an    unfortunate   recommendation 
which  completely  upset  the  whole  of  the 
native  regulations  with  regard  to  irriga- 
tion at  that  time.    The  Government  did 
not  become  aware  for  a  long  time  after- 
wards of  the  mischief  they  had   done, 
but  when  they  did  become  alive  to  it 
they  at  once  set   to   work   to   remedy 
the  evil.    The  work  initiated  by  Sir  H. 
Ward  was  continued  by  Sir  W.  Gregory, 
and   in   1887    a   Board    was    instituted 
which  it    was  supposed  would  get  rid 
of  all   the  evils  that   existed,   and  the 
Board  has  done   a   great  deal  of  good 
work    during    the    last    twemty    years. 
The  Board  has  now  been  aboUshed  or  is 
about  to  be  abolished,  and  I  have  grave 
apprehensions    that    its    abolition     will 
xeetore    many    of    the    evils    which   its 
^establishment  was  intended  to  remedy. 
I  therefore  beg  to  move  for  these  Papers, 
and   if   they  justify  the  opinion  I  have 
expressed  I  shall    take    further    action 
in  the  matter  at  some  subsequent  date. 

^ Moved,  "That  an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  His  Majesty  for  correspon- 
dence between  the  Colonial  Office  and 
iihe  Governor  of  Ceylon  on  the  subject  of 
irrigation  works  ir\  that  island." — (Lord 
Stanmore.) 

rTHB  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
THB  Colonies  (The  Earl  of  Elgin): 
My  Lords,  in  replying  to  the  noble  Lord 
I  have  to  say  that  there  is  no  disposition 
either  in  the  Colony  or  in  the  Colonial 
Office  to  overlook  the  great  services 
which  The  performed  for  irrigation 
during  his  administration  of  the  affairs 
of  Ceylon.  The  noble  Lord  took  the 
matter  up  at  a  time  when  the  finances 
of  Ceylon  were  in  a  very  different  state 
irom  what  they  are  now,  and  carried  out 
his  policy  with  a  courage  which  we  do 
not  forget. 


The  real  reason  for  the  change  which 
has  taken  place  in  recent  times  is  that 
the   state  of  the  Colony  now,  especially 
in  the  matter  of  finance,  is  very  different 
from  what  it  was  then.    I  believe  that 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  time  would  have 
been  very  glad  if  he  could  have  estab- 
lished a  department  for  the  management 
of  this  matter,  but,  even  if  that  is  not  so, 
at  any  rate  that  is  what  has  been  done 
now,  and  the  only  reason  for  the  dissolu- 
ion  of  the  Board  which  he  quite  properl 
established  to  carry  out  the  work  at  the 
time  when  he  was  Governor  is  that  it  is 
now  possible  to  make  this  an  ordinary 
part  of  the  management  of  government 
in   the    usual    way.    There    is   no   dis- 
position   whatever    to    do    other    than 
carry  on  the  work  of  irrigation,  and  the 
Governor  has  every  expectation  that  by 
the  present  arrangements  he  will  be  able 
to  do  so.    I  will  not  detain  your  Lord- 
ships  further,    as   the   noble   Lord   has 
stated  that  when  he  gets  the  Papers  he 
may  return  to  the  matter  later  on.    I 
propose  to  lay  a  very  exhaustive  Report 
on  irrigation  in  the  library,  and  I  shall 
be  quite  wilHng  to  present  to  Parliament 
the  latest  Ordinance  on  the  subject  and 
any  despatches  bearing  upon  it. 

On   Question,  Motion  agreed,  to   and 
ord.red  accordingly. 


PALACE    OF    WESTMINSTER. 

The  Lords  following  were  named  of  the 
Select  Committee — M.  Cholmondsley,  E. 
Carlisle,  E.  Lytton,  E.  Plymouth,  L. 
Stanmc  re. 

The  Committee  to  meet  on  Wednesday 
next  at  Twelve  o'clock,  and  to  appoint 
their  own  chairman. 


POST  OFFICE  (LITERATURE  FOR  THE 

BLIND)  BILL. 

[Second  Readinq.] 

Order  of  the  day  for  the  Second  Reading 
read. 

The  Earl  of  GRANARD  :  My 
Lords,  the  object  to  this  Bill  is  to  facilitate 
the  transmission  by  post  of  books  and 
papers  im  res^el  for  the  use  of  the  blind. 
TheBill  has  already  passed  the  other  House 
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without  opposition,  and  I  sincerely  trust 
your  Lordships  may  see  your  way  to  give 
it  a  Second  Beading. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2\*'—(The  Earl  of  Granard.) 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2»,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  to-morrow. 


LECKHAMPTON  HILL  RIOTS. 

♦Earl  BU88ELL  rose  to  ask  Eis 
Majesty's  Government  whether  it  was 
proposed  to  reconsider  the  sentences 
passed  by  Mr.  Justice  Lawrence  on  July 
6th,  at  the  Gloucestershire  Assizes,  in 
connection  with  the  rioting  at  Leck- 
hampton  Hill.  The  noble  Earl  said  :  My 
Lords,  since  I  put  this  question  on  the 
Paper  I  imderstand  that  the  matter  has 
been  mentioned  in  another  place.  What 
I  wish  is  to  ask  whether  these  sentences 
are  having  the  consideration  of  tis 
Majesty's  Government,  and,  if  so,  to  urge 
that  a  speedy  decision  is  desirable  as  the 
men  have  already  been  twenty-four  days 
in  prison. 

I  do  not  know  whether  the  House  are 
familiar  with  the  circumstances,  but  the 
dispute  arose  out  of  an  assertion  of  a 
right  of  way.  It  was  not  a  case  of  mob 
violence  or  of  any  desire  to  destroy 
property  in  a  wanton  manner.  There 
were  altogether  eight  prisoners  tried, 
convicted,  and  sentenced  ;  and  in  parti- 
cular 1  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of 
Hrs  Majesty's  Government  to  one  of 
them — a  man  named  Barrett.  This  man, 
according  to  the  evidence,  took  no  part 
either  in  the  rioting  or  in  the  actual 
demolition.  I  am  informed  that  he 
simply  made  a  speech  to  the  crowd,  the 
object  of  which  was  to  invite  them  not  to 
riot  but  to  disperse  peaceably,  and  he 
himself  was  not  there  when  the  violent 
proceedings  took  place.  I  will  quote  a 
few  words  from  the  summing  up  of  Mr. 
Justice  Lawrence  to  show  your  Lordships 
the  spirit  in  which  this  matter  was  placed 
before  the  jury — 

"  The  Judge,  in  sumiuing  op,  laid  that  what 
irritated  him  more  than  anythinu  wm  the  mim 
who  got  up  and  made  a  speech  when  there  waa 
no  occasion  for  it.  There  were  some  iieople 
who,  when  they  saw  an  eminence,  ooufd  not 


help  getting  on  to  it  like  a  goat  and  making 
speeches.  This  reminded  him  of  a  great  states- 
man who,  whenever  he  stopped  at  a  railway 
station,  could  not  refrain  from  getting  oat  ot 
the  train  and  making  speeches.  Barrett  was 
one  of  that  class  of  persons." 

I  am  told  that  this  does  not  at  all  repre- 
sent the  attitude  of  this  particular 
defendant,  and  if  the  Home  Office  on 
investigation  should  come  to  that  con- 
clusion I  do  urge  that  they  should  come 
to  it  soon,  because  the  man  has  been 
sentenced  to  four  months  imprisonment 
and  has  been  in  prison  twenty-four  days^ 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  :  My  Lords,  the 
answer  to  the  question  put  to  I  is  Majesty 
Government  by  the  noble  Earl  is  in  the 
affirmative.  The  matter  is  under  con- 
sideration and  representations  with 
regard  to  it  have  been  received  by  the 
Secretary  of  State.  At  the  same  time 
the  noble  Earl  will  not  expect  me  to  give 
him  any  hint  of  the  decision  to  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  is  likely  to  arrive. 
But  I  may  tell  the  noble  Earl  that  he  is- 
now  in  communication  with  the  Judge 
who  tried  the  case  and  hopes  to  be  able 
to  announce  his  decision  before  very  long. 
I  will  see  that  what  the  noble  Earl  has 
said  with  regard  to  the  special  case  of 
Barrett  is  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
Home  Secretary. 


LOUPING  ILL  AND  BRAXY. 

The  Duke  op  NORTHUMBERLAND  r 
My  Lords,  I  rise  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  and  Fisheries 
(1)  Whether  the  Departmental  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire  into  louping 
ill  and  braxy  continues  to  exist  for  the 
purpose  of  further  research ;  (2)  If  so, 
who  are  the  members  composing  the 
Committee ;  (3)  Where  and  by  whom 
is  the  experimental  work  of  the  Committee 
to  be  carried  on  ;  (4)  From  what  source 
are  the  expenses  of  further  research  or 
experiments  to  be  met. 

In  putting  these  questions  I  should  like 
to  express  the  great  indebtedness  which- 
the  North  of  England  feels  to  the  noble 
Earl  and  his  predecessors  at  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  ioi  the  zeal  that  has  been 
displayed  in  this  matter,  which  iB 
of  extreme  importance  to  sheep  masters 
in  the  North.  The  inquiry  has  done 
something  to  comfort    them,   and   haa 
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acted  as  a  makeweight  against  the  very 
unfortunate  treatment  they  received 
with  regard  to  sheep  scab.  I  should  like 
to  make  a  small  addition  to  my  questions 
and  ask  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  His 
Majesty's  Oovemment  to  give  facilities 
to  the  tenant  farmers  for  drenches  in 
order  that  they  may  test  the  theory  put 
forward  by  those  who  have  conducted  the 
inquiry.  It  is,  of  course,  of  great  im- 
portance that  we  should  be  perfectly 
certain  that  this  remedy  is  in  point  of 
fact  a  bona  fide  remedy,  and  I  trust  that 
His  Majesty's  Grovernment  will  give  all 
assistance  possible  to  that  end. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  and  FISHERIES 
(Earl  Carrington)  :  My  Lords,  the  noble 
Duke  wiU  remember  that  the  Depart- 
mental Committee  was  appointed  in  1901 
by  Mr.  Hanbury,  and  that  it  consisted  of 
Professor  Hanulton,  of  Aberdeen  Uni- 
versity, and  others.  The  noble  Duke 
was  kind  enough  to  provide  the  accom- 
modation and  the  necessary  facilities  for 
the  investigation  of  the  disease,  and  I 
gladly  take  the  first  public  opportunity 
that  the  Board  have  had  of  expressing 
their  thanks  to  the  noble  Duke  for  his 
generosity  in  giving  those  facilities,  as 
well  as  for  the  public  spirit  and  liberality 
that  he  has  shown.  The  noble  Duke  asl^ 
where  and  by  whom  the  experimental 
work  of  the  Committee  is  to  be  carried  on. 
The  Committee  presented  their  Report  in 
April  of  last  year.  It  has  been  printed 
and  laid  before  Parliament,  and  it  contains 
a  large  amoimt  of  very  valuable  and 
useful  information.  The  Board  are  also 
very  much  indebted  to  Professor  Ham- 
ilton for  the  energy  he  devoted  to  the 
work.  I  may  say  that  he  gave  up  three 
years  of  his  time  to  the  investigation  of 
this  disease,  which  has  been  so  often 
fatal  in  different  parts  of  England.  Their 
Report  having  been  presented,  the  Com 
mittee  technically  have  ceased  to  exist ; 
but  in  view  of  one  portion  of  the  Report, 
with  regard  to  facilities  being  given  for  the 
universal  drenching  of  sheep,  the  Board 
have  thought  it  desirable  that  arrange- 
ments should  be  made  for  triab  with  the 
proposed  drench  to  be  made  on  sheep 
sufier jg  from  these  diseases.  We  have 
£100  stUl  left  in  hand,  and  it  is  proposed 
to  offer  to  Professor  Hamilton  this  sum 
in  order  that  the  tests  and  experiments 


may  still  be  carried  on  imder  his 
auspices.  Up  to  this  moment  we  have 
not  heard  whether  he  is  able  to  meet  ui 
on  that  point,  but  if  he  does  he  will  no 
doubt  wish  to  have  the  advice  and  co- 
operation of  his  colleagues  on  the  Com- 
mittee. As  regards  facilities  for  drench- 
ing,  perhaps  the  noble  Duke  will  allow 
me  to  make  some  inquiries  upon  that 
point,  and  to  send  him  privately  what 
infoimation  I  obtain.  I  can  assure  him 
that  everything  will  be  done  by  the  De- 
partment to  facilitate  the  continuance  of 
these  experiments,  which  we  owe  entirely 
to  the  generosity  and  the  liberality  of  the 
noble  Duke  himself. 


CHARITABLE   LOAN   SOCIETIES   (IRE- 

LAND)  BILL. 

Reaa  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  to-morrow. 


REVENUE  BILL. 

Read  2a  (according  to  order).  Com- 
mittee negatived ;  Bill  to  be  read  3a  to- 
morrow. 


FERTILISERS  AND  FEEDING  STUFFS 

BILL. 

Order  of  the  day  read  for  the  House 
going  into  Committee. 

Moved,  "That  the  House  do  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee." — (Earl 
Carriwjton,) 

♦Lord  CLIFFORD  of  CHUDLEIGH: 
My  Lords,  before  the  Motion  is  put  I 
wish  to  make  a  protest  against  the 
rapidity  with  which  this  Bill  is  being 
proceeded  with.  It  was  read  a  second 
time  on  Friday,  and  to-da^  we  are  taking 
the  Committee  Stage,  with  two  pages  of 
Amendments  to  be  introduced  by  the 
noble  Earl  in  charge  of  the  Bill.  I 
'^>*nnot  myself  see  why,  with  an  Autumn 
session  before  us,  there  should  be  any 
need  for  this  very  great  celerity . 

Earl  CARRINGTON  :  I  can  assure 
the  noble  Lord  and  the  House  that 
there  it)lly  has  been  no  undue  haste 
in  this    matter.     It    is    most    desirable 
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that  the  Bill  should  become  law  b  fore 
the  recess ;  otherwise  there  will  be 
considerable  delay.  The  Bill  cannot  take 
effect  before  January  1st  next  year, 
but  there  are  a  great  many  techiiical 
matters  which  have  to  be  dealt  with 
by  the  Board  before  the  Bill  can  take 
effect.  There  is  no  wish  in  any  way  to 
rush  the  Bill,  but  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  that  your  Lordships  should 
permit  it  to  go  through  as  speedily  as 
possible. 

Lord  BURGHCLERE  :  My  Lords, 
I  wish  to  emphasise  what  my  noble 
friend  has  said  as  to  the  desirability  of 
this  Bill  being  passed  before  the  adjourn- 
ment, but  I  cannot  help  at  the  same 
time  reverting  for  a  moment  to  what 
was  said  in  the  discussion  on  the  business 
of  the  House  which  was  initiated  by 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  some  time  ago.  Lord  Lans- 
downe  on  that  occasion  pointed  out 
that  it  would  be  much  more  convenient 
for  this  House  if  some  BUls  were  first 
introduced  here,  and  I  ventured  on  that 
occasion  to  point  out  that  it  would 
be  exceedingly  advantageous  if  some 
of  the  Departmental  Bills  were  introduced 
into  your  Lordships'  fiouse  during  the 
early  part  of  the  session,  when  we  are 
by  no  means  over-burdened  with  business. 
If  this  Bill  had  been  introduced  in  your 
Lordships'  House  in  the  early  part  of  the 
session  it  could  have  been  fully  discussed 
and  referred  to  the  Standing  Committee, 
one  of  the  most  important  bodies  to 
which  such  Bills  could  be  referred. 
This  is  a  matter  of  procedure,  and  I  hope 
that  steps  will  be  taken  to  introduce 
some  Bills  of  this  description  in  your 
Lordships'  House  in  the  first  instance. 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (The 
Marquess  of  Ripon)  :  My  Lords,  I 
do  not  think  the  complaint  of  my  noble 
friend  is  quite  justified  in  respect  to  the 
period  at  which  this  Bill  was  introduced 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  I  am  in- 
formed that  it  was  introduced  in  that 
House  on  March  6th.  My  n  ble  friend 
has  been  in  the  House  of  Commons 
much  more  recently  than  I  have,  and 
knows  quite  well  the  difficulty  of  proceed- 
ing with  smaller  measures.  That,  no 
doubt,  is  the  reason  why  the  Bill  has 
come  up  to  us  so  late. 

Earl  Carrington. 


Lord  BURGHCLERE :  As  a  matter 
of  personal  explanation  I  wish  to  say  that 
I  did  not  bring  any  charge  against  the 
Government  as  to  the  period  at  which 
the  Bill  was  brought  up  from  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  merely  said  it  would  have 
been  better  if  it  had  been  introduced 
first  into  this  House. 

On  Question,  Motion  agreed  to. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clause  1 : — 

Earl  CARRINGTON  moved  to  delete 
the  words  "that  is  to  say,  the  actual 
percentage  of  tribasic  phosphate  of  lime 
which  has  been  dissolved  or  rendered 
soluble."  He  explained  that  it  was  pro- 
posed at  a  subsequent  stage  to  insert  a 
definition  of  the  percentage  of  soluble 
and  insoluble  phosphates. 

Amendment  moved — 

*'  In  page  1,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
*  phoAphatea '  in  line  10,  to  the  word  *  in- 
soluble' inline  \2/'—{Earl  Carrington,) 

On  question.  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Drafting  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  I,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  : — 

Drafting  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Clause  2,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  3 : — 

Earl  CARRINGTON  moved  to  amend 
Sub -section  2  (which  provides  that  "  an 
official  sampler  shall,  at  the  request  of 
the  purchaser  and  on  pa3anent  by  him 
of  the  required  fee,  and  may,  without  any 
such  request,  take  samples  for  analysis  ") 
by  substituting  the  words  "  a  sample  " 
for  the  word  "  samples." 

Amendment  moved — 

**  In  page  3,  line  16,  to  leave  out  the  woid 
*  samples'  and  to  insert  the  words  *a 
Fample.'  "—{Earl  Carrington,) 
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Lord  BUROHCLERE  said  a  great 
many  of  the  Amendments  which  came 
^fter  turned  on  the  word  sample  and 
the  way  in  which  the  sample  was  to  be 
sent  to  the  analyst.  He  thought  it  would 
simplify  matters  if  the  noble  Earl  would 
•explain  the  process  to  the  House. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  said  that  the 
series  of  Amendments  on  the  Paper  were 
^iesigned  to  carry  out  an  undertaking 
given  in  the  Standing  Committee,  that 
they  would  provide  in  the  Act  itself 
for  a  tripartite  division  of  sample 
instead  of  leaving  the  matter  to  be  dealt 
with  by  regulation. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  moved  the  in- 
sertion of  a  new  sub-section  to  provide 
that  where  a  sample  had  been  taken 
with  a  view  to  the  institution  of  any  civil 
-or  criminal  proceedings,  the  person  taking 
the  sample  should  divide  it  into  three 
parts  and  cause  each  part  to  be  marked, 
sealed,  and  fastened  up,  and  should 
<ieliver  or  send  by  post  two  parts  to  the 
•agricultural  analyst  and  one  part  to  the 
seller. 

Amendment  moved — 

-^  In  pag9  3,  line  21  •  after  the  word  *  later 
to  insert  as  a  new  snb-section : — (3)  Where  a 
sample  lias  been  taken  with  a  view  to  the  in- 
-stitntion  of  any  civil  or  criminal  proceeding, the 
person  taking  the  sample  shall  divide  the 
sample  into  three  parts,  and  shall  cause  each 
part  to  be  marked,  sealed,  and  fastened  up, 
And  fthall  deliver  or  send  bj  post  two  parts  to 
the  affricnltural  analyst  ana  one  part  to  the 
•eller.^'— (JSofi  Carrington.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  moved  to  delete 
the  words  *'  shall  divide  the  sample  into 
two  and ; "  and  to  insert  two  new  sub- 
sections. 

Amendment  moved — 

**  In  pH|^e  3,  lines  23  and  24.  to  leave  out  the 
words  *  shall  divide  the  sample  into  two  and,' 
and  to  insert  *(a)  if  the  sample  has  not  been 
divided  into  parts  and  the  parts  marked, 
sealed,  and  fastened  np  as  hereinbefore  men- 
tioned, shall  send  a  copy  of  the  certificate  of 
his  analysis  to  the  person  who  submitted  the 
•ample  for  analysis  ;  and  (b)  if  the  sample  has 
been  so  divided  into  parts.' "— (J&ari  CarringUm. ) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 


Drafting  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  moved  an 
Amendment  to  provide  that  the  agricul- 
tural analyst  to  whom  a  sample  was 
submitted  should  send  a  certificate  of  his 
analysis  in  all  cases  to  the  seller.  He 
said  this  Amendment  was  proposed  in 
order  to  give  efiect  to  the  promise 
made  in  the  Standing  Committee  that 
in  every  case  a  copy  of  the  analyst's 
certificate  should  be  transmitted  to  the 
vendor  of  the  article  analysed. 

Amendment  moved — 

*'  In  page  3,  line  28,  after  *and  '  to  insert 
*in  every  case  to  the  seller  and.'" — {Earl 
Carrington,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  moved  a  proviso 
to  the  effect  that  if  the  agricultural  analyst 
did  not  know  the  name  and  address  of  the 
seller  he  should  send  the  certificate  in- 
tended for  the  seller  to  the  purchaser  to 
be  by  him  forwarded  to  the  seller. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  3,  line  30,  after  the  word  *  analy- 
sis,' to  insert  the  words  *  provided  that  if  the 
agricultural  analyst  does  not  know  th^  name 
and  address  of  the  seller,  he  shall  nend  the 
certificate  intended  for  the  seller  to  the  pur- 
chaser, to  be  by  him  forwarded  to  the  seller.' " 
-  {Earl  Carrington,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Drafting  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved — 

"In  page  3,  line  39,  after  the  word  'wit- 
ness,'to  insert  the  words  *  provided  that  this 
subsection  shall  not  apply  (a)  where  the 
sample  has  bec'i  taken  otherwise  than  in  the 
prescribed  manner ;  or  (b)  where  the  sample 
has  not  been  divided  into  parts,  and  the  parts 
marked,  sealed,  and  fastened  up  as  herein- 
before mentioned.'  ''—{Earl  Carrington,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  explained,  with 
regard  to  his  next  Amendment,  that  it 
was  agreed  on  the  Second  Reading  in 
the  House  of  Commons  that  the  Board 
should  not  authorise  the  institution  of 
criminal  proceedings  except  after  a 
second  analysis  had  been  made  by  the 
chief  analyst.     An  Amendment  was  to 
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be  inserted  subsequently  to  this  efEect, 
and  the  present  Amendment  was  con- 
sequential thereon. 

Amendment  moved — 

•*  In  page  3,  line  40,  after  the  word  *  pro- 
ceedin|[,'  to  iniert  the  words  *  other  than  a 
pt ofeeninflr  which  cannot  be  instituted  until  an 
analvsis  has  been  made  and  a  certificate  given 
by  the  chief  analyst.'  **—{EaH  CarringUm,) 

♦Lord  CLIFFORD  ofCHUDLEIGH  : 
I  take  it  that  this  will  refer  to  every 
prosecution. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  :  No  criminal 
prosecution  can  be  undertaken  except 
after  a  second  analysis  made  by  the  chief 
analyst.  That  is  a  protection  which  is 
thought  desirable. 

♦Lord  CLIFFORD  of  CHUDLEIGH 
said  this  would  add  considerably  to  the 
delay  and  expense.  The  county  councils 
had  experienced  difficulty  in  getting 
agriculturists  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
Act,  and  if  before  a  county  council  could 
enter  into  a  prosecution  it  was  necessary, 
not  only  to  have  an  analysis  made  by 
the  official  appointed  by  themselves  with 
the  sanction  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
but,  in  addition,  to  have  a  second  analysis 
from  the  chief  analyst,  the  Act  would, 
he  was  afraid,  become  a  dead  letter. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  said  that  this 
provision  was  agreed  to  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  in  the  House  of 
Gommons,and  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  not  persist  in  his  opposition. 

♦Lord  CLIFFORD  of  CHUDLEIGH 
said  he  made  the  more  point  of  his 
objection  in  view  of  an  Amendment 
which  he  intended  moving  to  Clause 
6,  deleting  the  provision  that  a  prosecu- 
tion for  an  offence  under  the  section 
should  not  be  instituted  except  with  the 
consent  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  and 
Fisheries.  He  did  not  think  this  should 
be  a  necessary  condition  precedent  to  a 
prosecution. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  admitted  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  in  what  his  noble 
friend  had  said,  but  as  this  course  had 
been  agreed  to  in  the  House  of  Commons 
he  hoped  the  Amendment  would  be 
allowed. 

Earl  CarringttfL 


On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Consequential  Amendments  agreed  to. 
Clause  3,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  4. 

Amendment  moved — 

'*  In  page  4,  line  26,  after  '  him '  to  infiert 
the  words  *  or  at  his  request.'  *' — {Earl  Carring- 
ton,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause  4,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  5  agreed  to. 

Clause  6 

♦Lord  CLIFFORD  of  CHUDLEIGH, 
in  moving  to  omit  subsection  (3),  said 
that  this  Amendment  was  strongly  sup- 
ported by  the  county  councils  of  Eng- 
•  land,  who  not  unnaturally  felt  as  they 
had  been  selected  for  a  great  many 
purposes — for  many  more  than  they 
thought  they  ought  to  have  been — as 
the  vehicles  by  which  various  legislation 
should  be  carried  out,  and  as  they  were 
the  authority  to  institute  prosecutions  in 
the  case  of  the  adulteration  of  iood  ami 
in  regard  to  false  weights  and  measures, 
that  in  this  particular  instance,  where  it 
was  only  a  question  of  whether  or  no 
they  should  prosecute  a  person  who  was 
selling  manure  and  foodstuffs  in  a 
fraudulent  manner,  it  was  rather  hard 
that  they  should  be  obliged  to  get  the 
consent  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  in  a 
proceeding  to  which  there  was  no  analogy. 
The  only  case  which  was  at  aU  analogous 
was  in  regard  to  the  Rivers  Pollution  Act, 
where,  in  dealing  with  manufacturers, 
they  were  obliged  to  get  the  consent  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  before 
instituting  any  prosecution.  But  in  that 
case  there  was  a  very  marked  difference. 
There  was,  or  might  be,  not  only  an 
enormous  interference  with  trade,  but> 
what  was  still  more  objectionable,  a 
partial  interference  with  the  trade  in  one 
part  of  the  country  and  not  with  a 
similar  trade  in  another  part.  Under 
these  circumstances  it  was  particularly 
necessary  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  should  have  aome  control  over  the 
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pcosecations,  but  he  was  unable  to  see    He  could  not  expect  the  noble  Earl  to 
that  there  was  any  analogous  necessity   accept  the  proposed  clause  straight  away. 


in  the  present  case.  In  addition  to 
that,  the  county  councils  felt  that 
this  provision  would  cause  an  enor- 
mous amount  of  delay  and  difficulty 
and    that   anjrthing   which   would   put 


or  to  do  more  than  to  promise  to  con- 
sider it,  but  he  would  read  the  proposed 
clause  and  ask  his  noble  friend  to  post- 
pone his  final  decision  concerning  it 
until  the  Report  stage.    The  clause  pro- 


difficulties  in  the  way  of  the  carrying .  posed  by  the  county  council  of  Durham 
out  of  the  Act  would  practically  defeat,  {  was  as  follows — 

to  a  very  large  extent,  the  good  which  '  •«  ProMcatioDs  for  an  offence  under  Uiis 
they  hoped  would  accrue  from  the  i  section  may  be  instituted  as  well  before  a 
If^ll^i;^^^^  Court  having  jurisdiction  in  the  place  where 

. ,  the  fertiliser  of  the  soil  or  food  for  cattle  or 

Amendment  moved—  i  po">J7  ^^^  Mmpled  as  before  a  Court  having 

jurisdiction  m  tre  place  where  the  uffence  is 
alleged  to  have  been  committed." 


Their  object  was  to  be  able  to  prosecute 
in  two  places — first,  in  the  place  where 
the  article  was  originally  sold,  and 
secondly,    in    the    place    where   it   waa 


"To    leave    out    subsection    (3)." — (Lord 
Cliford  of  Chudleigh), 

Lord  BUBOHCLERE  hoped  his  noble 
friend  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture    would    not   accede  to  the 

Amendment   just    moved.    This   clause    retailed.    At  the  present  moment  it  waa 
had    been   inserted    m   consequence   of    possible  to-  prosecute  only  in  the  place 
many  discussions  in  the  Departmental    where  it  was  originally  sold. 
Committee  on  whose  Report  the  present  | 

Bill  was  founded.  It  was  inserted  at  the  [  Thb  Earl  of  MAYO  hoped  the  noble 
wiah  of  the  traders  themselves,  and  as  j  Earl  in  charge  of  the  Bill  woidd  not 
a  guarantee  to  them  to  a  certain  extent  accept  the  Amendment,  because  there 
that  the  prosecutions  under  the  Act  |  ^^g  great  danger  of  frivolous  prosecu- 
would  not  be  taken  frivolously.  It  was  j  tions  being  instituted,  especially  in  the 
a  matter  of  the  highest  importance  to  t  country  from  which  he  came.  There 
the  trade  of  the  country  that  this  section  |  ^as  no  doubt  that  manufacturers  must 
should  be  retained,  and  he  sincerely  ^  be  protected,  and  it  was  much  better 
trusted  that  the  Amendment  would  not  •  that  the  central  body  who  really  had  the 
be  accepted.  eare  of  agriculture  and  of  farmers  ia 

I  their    hands,     should     decide     whether 

The  Marquess  op  LONDONDERRY  I  prosecutions  should  be  undertaken. 
said  he  would  not  have  taken  part  in  the  ,  Therefore,  to  avoid  frivolous  prosecu- 
discufsion  except  for  a  communication  ^^^^^  ^^  hoped  the  noble  Earl  would  be 
which  he  had  received  from  the  county  fin^^  ^^d  refuse  to  accept  the  Amend- 
council  of  Durham,  of  which  for  several  ment. 
years  he  was  a  Member,  asking  him  to ' 

put  forward  their  opinion  that  this  clause  !      _       _,  riXTOT  rwir     •  j  xu  *  4.v:« 

Swrnld   be   eUminated   for   the   reasons  I     ^f  e  Earl  of  ONSLOW  said  that  this 

which  h«l  already  been  given  by  the    T*^- ^^J  ^J?!!u^!!i  Zlf:^llf.^^ 


mover  of  the  Amendment.    The  county 
council  of  Durham  had    carefully   con 


the  Board  of  Agriculture,  and  it  was  then 
made  very  clear  that  there  would-be 


«deied  this  matter,  and  had  come  to  the  J?*^*  ^^  ^^  ^  ^"^"^o?*  prosecutions 
ooDcliudon  that  as  a  similar  provision  ,  ^°1«««  V"^f  ''antral  authon^  were  em- 
waa  not  required  in  regard  to  prosecu- ,  PO^««i  *?  intervene.  Having  had 
tknu  for  the  sale  of  adulterated  human  >>me  experience  of  the  officials  of  the 
food,  they  were  at  a  loss  to  understand '  Board  of  Agriculture,  he  did  not  think 

why  it  should  be  necessary  in  regard  '  t^***  *•»«  P0^«' «?*  "^""l^  «5  °*  <'T!? 
to  cattle  food.    He  had  no  doubt  that ,  ^  ^  prosecutions  could  be  m  better 

the  President  of  the   Board  of  Agri-   ^*^.^«_*^f "  l^®'^:».,?^Sf5-r!'_.:!..rS;i 

caHnie  would  explain  this  point,  which 

at  present  they  could  not  understand. 

They    suggested   that    the   noble   Earl ', 

should  insert  in  the  place  of  the  present  i     Eakl  CABRINGTON  :  At  first  sight 

ohraae  a  section  which  they  had  cbrafted.  |  there    seems    to    be    a    great    deal   ia 


vote  with  the  noble  Earl  against  the 
Amendment. 
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what  the  noble  Marquess  and  the  noble 
Lord  below  the  gangway  have  said,  but 
I  think  a  little  consideration  will  show 
that  the  arguments  the  other  way  are  so 
overwhelming  that  the   House   will  be 
disposed    to    leave    the    clause    as   it 
stands.      When  a   similar    Amendment 
was  proposed  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
the  matter  was  well  threshed  out,  and 
the  Amendment  withdrawn  without  any 
division  being  taken.    Under  the  law  as 
it  stands,  criminal  proceedings  may  be 
instituted  by  a  person  aggrieved,  or  by 
any  body  or  association  authorised  by  the 
Board,  and  by  the  Council  of  a  County  or 
borough.    Several  agricultural  witnesses 
and  the  trade  witnesses  without  exception 
made  representations  to  Lord  Burghclere's 
Committee   as   to   the   damaging   effect 
which  criminal  proceedings  would  have 
on    a    trader's   credit.    Some    of    these 
fertiliser  merchants  are  very  big  men, 
and    have    a    great    reputation    in    the 
country,  and  it  would  be  a  dreadful  thing 
if  some  of  them  were,  by  means  of  a 
frivolous  or  malicious  prosecution,  put 
into  the  dock,  because  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  these  are  criminal  pro- 
ceedings.   It  would  be  an  uncommonly 
hard  thing  to  put  these  men  into  the 
dock,  possibly  as  the  result  of  a  frivolous 
prosecution.    The    traders    urged    that 
•even   if  acquitted,    great  injury   would 
be    done    to    their    business,    and    that 
therefore  it  was  very  necessary  that  the 
consent  of  the  Board  should  be  required 
in  all  cases.    Leading  members  of  the 
trade — and  one  must  consider  them  a 
little — are   quite  content  with   the  Bill 
AS  it  stands,  and  regard  it  as  a  fair  com- 
promise between  the  conflicting  interests, 
and   their  co-operation,    I   need  hardly 
«ay,  is  most  important  for  the  efficient 
working  of  the  Bill.    Therefore  I  most 
respectfully    hope    the    House    will    be 
willing  to  leave  the  matter  as  it  stands. 

"^LoRD  CLIFFORD  of  CHUDLEIGH 
«aid  that  as  the  sense  of  the  House 
appeared  to  be  against  the  Amendment, 
ie  would  ask  leave  to  withdraw  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  moved  to  insert 
after  "  Fisheries  "  in  line  3,  the  words, 
^*  And  the  Board  shall  not  give  such 
consent  until  the  part  of  the  sample  re- 

Earl  Canington. 


tained  by  the  agricultural  analyst  has 
been  analysed  and  a  certificate  of  analysiB 
given  by  the  chief  analyst."  He  stated 
that  the  Amendment  was  proposed  in 
pursuance  of  an  undertaking  which  had 
been  given. 

Amendment   moved — 

"  In  page  6,  line  3,  after  the  word  *  Fisher- 
ies," to  insert  the  words  *and  the  Board  sh^ 
not  give  such  oonsenc  until  the  part  of  the 
sample  retained  by  the  agrioultiural  analyst 
has  oeen  analysed  and  a  certificate  of  analysis 
given  by  the  chief  analyst.*"— (J^OfiOomn^- 
ton.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause  6,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  7: — 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  6,  line  14,  tu  leave  out  from  the 
word  *  Act '  to   the  word  *  he  *  in  line  19.  ** — 
Eari  Carrington. ) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause  7,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 


Clause  8  agreed  to. 

Clause  9 : — 

Earl  CARRINGTON  moved  to  add 
the  following :  "  But  the  proceedings 
may  be  taken  as  well  before  a  Ck)urt 
having  jurisdiction  in  the  place  where 
the  purchaser  of  the  article  to  which  the 
invoice  or  description  relates,  resides  or 
carries  on  business  as  before  a  Court 
having  jurisdiction  in  the  place  where 
the  invoice  or  description  was  given." 
He  said  that  the  Amendment  was  moved 
in  order  to  obviate  any  difficulty 
that  might  arise  owing  to  a  conflict 
between  the  English  and  the  Irish 
jurisdiction. 

Amendment    moved — 

"  In  page  7,  line  9,  at  the  end,  to  add  the 
word«>,  *  But  the  proceedings  may  be  taken  as 
well  before  a  Court  having  jurisdiction  in  the 
place  where  the  purchaser  of  the  article  to 
Avhich  the  invoice  or  description  relates  residee 
or  carries  on  business  as  before  a  Court  having 
jurisdiction  in  the  place  where  the  invoice  or 
de.^cription  was  given.'" — (Eari  Carrington,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed    to. 
Clause  9,  as  Amended,  agreed>to. 
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Clause  10  :— 
Amendment  moved — 


"  In  page  7,  line  16,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
'citric  to  the  end  of  line  17,  and  to  insert  the 
words 'acid  or  other  solvent  of  the  prescribed 
strength.'-'— (i^ori  Carrington.) 

-'Lord  CLIFFORD  of  CHUDLEIGH 
asked  why  the  words,  "  of  the  prescribed 
strength  "  were  to  be  substituted  for  the 
words,  "  of  the  strength  to  be  prescribed." 
The  Bill  itself  did  not  prescribe  any 
strength ;  he  took  it  that  the  strength 
was  to  be  prescribed  in  the  regulations. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  :  I  am  afraid 
I  can  hardly  see  the  difference  between 
"  the  strength  to  be  prescribed,"  and  the 

prescribed  strength." 


Spaces  Bill. 
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♦Lord  CLIFFORD  of  CHUDLEIGH 
thought  the  expression  abeady  in  the 
BiU  was  better  than  that  now  proposed 
to  be  inserted. 

Earl  CARRINGTON:  It  is  more 
or  less'^a  verbal  Amendment,  and  I  hope 
the  noble  Lord  will  not  object  to  it.  I 
understand  that  **  prescribed  "  also  means 
prescribed  by  the  Board  of  Agriculture. 
That  is*alwa3rs  the  case. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to, 

Amendment  moved — 

••  In  line  17,  after  the  word  '  prescribed  *  to 
insert  the  words  *and  the  percentage  of  soluble 
phosphates  and  percentage  of  insoluble  phos- 
phates mean  respectively  the  percentage  of 
tribasic  phosphate  of  lime  which  has  been, 
and  that  which  has  not  been  rendered 
Boloble.'"— (^fl^  Carringtan,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause  10,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

Standing  Committee  negatived.  The 
Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received 
to-morrow,  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as 
amended.    (No.  189.) 


POST  OFFICE  SITES  BILL. 

Reported,  without  Amendment,  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 


House    in    Committee    (according    to 
order.) 

Clause  1 : — 

The  Earl  of  MEATH  pointed  out 
that  the  purpose  of  the  Bill  was  to  con- 
solidate the  enactments  relating  to  open 
spaces.  Among  those  Acts  was  the 
Local  Government  Act,  1888,  in  Clause  1 
of  which  the  words  "  administrative 
county  "  were  used,  and  in  Clause  31  of 
which  was  to  be  found  the  expression 
"  county  boroughs."  He  thought  it 
must  be  by  an  oversight  that  the  words, 
"  administrative,"  and  "  county,"  had 
been  omitted  from  the  present  Bill,, 
because  in  certain  counties  there  were 
two  or  more  county  coimcils,  and  if  the 
words  were  not  inserted,  those  adminis- 
trative county  councils  and  certain  county 
boroughs  might  be  excluded  from  the* 
purview  of  the  Act.  He  therefore  moved 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  giveni 
notice  for  the  purpose  of  ensuring  that 
administrative  county  councils  and. 
county  boroughs  should  not  be  omitted 
from  the  Act. 


Amendment  moved — 

"In  page  1,  line  8,  after  the  first  word,. 
'  any,'  to  insert  the  word  *  administrative,'  and' 
after  the  second  'any'  to  insert  the  word) 
•  county  '  "—{The  Earl  of  Meath.) 


Earl  CARRINGTON  :  I  do  not 
think  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl' 
is  at  all  necessary.  The  words  were 
suggested  some  time  ago  by  the  Metro- 
politan Public  Gardens  Association,  and 
they  have  been  carefully  considered  by 
the  legal  advisers  of  the  Board  as  well 
as  by  Parliamentary  Counsel,  and  every- 
body is  agreed  that  the  words  in  the  Bill 
are  in  proper  form  and  include  the  councils 
of  administrative  counties.  The  words 
are  really  not  necessary.  There  are,  in 
fact,  no  county  councils  except  the 
councils  of  administrative  counties.  The 
term  used  is  the  usual  one ;  it  appears 
in  numerous  Acts,  and  no  question  has 
ever  been  raised  as  to  the  words  "  admin- 
trative,"  and  "  county."  It  is  not 
necessary  or  even  proper  to  refer  separ- 
ately to  county  boroughs,  because  a  county 
borough  is  a  mimicipal  borough. 
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The  E\rl  of  MEATH  said  he  was 
not  a  lawyer,  and  of  course  accepted  the 
noble  Earl's  statement  that  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  exclude  the  authorities  to  which 
he  had  referred.  On  that  assurance  he 
would  not  press  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2: — 

Earl  CARRINGTON  moved  to  insert 
after  the  word  "  discharged  "  the  words 
*'  either  absolutely  or  if  the  grant  was  for 
a  term  of  years  or  other  limited  interest 
during  the  continuance  of  that  interest." 
He  said  that  the  Amendment  was  to 
provide  for  a  case  where  an  open  space 
was  leased  to  the  local  authority  for  a 
limited  period,  at  the  end  of  which  it 
would  revert  to  the  trustees  or  owners. 
While  the  local  authority  had  the  open 
space  any  special  rate  levied  by  the 
-trustees  imder  private  Acts  was  sus- 
pended, as  the  local  authority  would 
maintain  the  open  space,  but  when  the 
local  authority's  lease  came  to  end  the 
trustee's  power  to  levy  a  special  rate 
must  revive.  The  Amendment  was  reaUy 
in  the  nature  of  a  drafting  Amendment. 

Amendment  moved — 

**Ia  page  3,  line  3.  after  the  word  'dis- 
chargeo,*  to  insert  the  words  'either  abso- 
lutely, or  if  the  ^nt  was  for  a  term  of  years 
or  other  limited  interest  daring  the  oontinu- 
4uioe  of  that  interest.' " — {Earl  Carrin^ton,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  2,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  3  to  13  agreed  to. 

Clause  14 : — 

The  Earl  of  MEATH  said  that  his 
object  in  moving  the  insertion  of  the 
words  "  or  acquisition  "  was  to  carry  out 
the  purport  of  the  Memorandum  attached 
to  the  Bill,  which  stated,  inter  alia,  that 
the  purpose  of  the  measure  was  to  remove 
inconsistencies  Under  the  Bill  as  it 
stood,  a  county  council  would  be  able  to 
give  money  to  support  or  to  contribute 
to  the  support  o!  open  spaces  outside 
their  own  area,  but  they  would    have 


no  power  to  assist  in  the  acquisition  of 
such  open  spaces.  That  seemed  to  be 
a  somewhat  ridiculous  position.  It  was 
very  desirable,  under  certain  circum- 
stances, that  a  county  council  should  be 
able  to  acquire  as  well  as  to  support  or 
to  contribute  to  the  support  of  such  open 
spaces.  He  might  instance,  as  an  illus- 
tration, county  council  A,  wit^  a  thickly 
populated  district,  on  the  borders  of 
county  council  B,  whose  area  was  thinly 
populated.  Supposing  it  were  necessary  to 
provide  an  open  space  for  the  congested 
district  of  county  council  A,  and  tiiat 
county  council  A  had  no  land  suitable 
for  the  purpose,  while  just  over  the 
border  in  the  area  of  county  council  B 
a  very  suitable  site  came  into  the  market. 
Under  the  Bill  county  council  A  would 
not  be  able  to  assist  in  acquiring  tiiat 
open  space  which  would  be  largely 
used  by  its  own  ratepayers,  and  county 
council  B  would  have  no  stimulus  to  io 
so  as  very  few  of  its  ratepayers  would 
benefit  thereby ;  whereas  if  county 
council  A  was  able  to  offer  a  substantial 
sum  towards  the  purchase  price  the  open 
space  would  very  likely  be  secured.  This 
was  no  hypothetical  case.  Such  an 
instance  had  occurred  within  his  own 
knowledge.  Largely  through  steps  taken 
by  the  organisation  with  which  he  was 
connected  it  was  possible  for  boroughs  to 
purchase  lands  outside  their  own  areas  ; 
the  power  had  been  used  wit^  good 
results,  and  they  desired  to  see  the  same 
power  now  extended  to  county  councils. 

Amendment  moved — 

**  In  page  8,  line  38,  after  the  word  '  support,* 
to  insert  the  words  'or  acquisition.'"— < 7^ 
EaHojMeath,) 

Eabl  CARRINGTON :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  accept  this  Amendment.  I  can- 
not accept  the  word  *' acquisition "  as 
well  as  "  support.' *  The  proposal  in- 
volves a  substantial  extension  of  the 
power  given  to  county  councils  by 
existing  Acts  to  contribute  to  the  support 
of  recreation  grounds  provided  by  private 
persons  or  authorities;  it  proposes  to 
enable  them  to  find  the  money  for  the 
purchase  of  such  grounds  without  neces- 
sarily having  any  control  over  their 
management.  I  think  my  noble  friend 
will  see  that  even  if  it  is  de- 
sirable in  itself,  which  I  do  not  wish 
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BOW  to  argue,  it  is  inadmissible  on  the 
ground  on  which  other  proposed  Amend- 
ments have  been  ruled  out  of  order, 
namely,  that  it  is  beyond  the  scope  of  a 
xsonsolidating  measure.  I  have  twice 
stated  that  I  propose  that  this  measure 
should  be  a  consolidating  measure,  and 
that  nothing  fresh  should  be  introduced 
into  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  14  agreed  to. 

Clauses  15  and  16  agreed  to. 

Clause  17: — 

The  Earl  of  MEATH  moved  the  in- 
sertion of  the  following  new  paragraph — 

'*  In  the  caAe  of  the  City  of  London,  out  of 
the  metage  on  grain  duty  or  otherwise,  or  out 
of  the  consolidated  rate  of  the  City." 

He  pointed  out  that  imder  the  Open 
Spaces  Act,  1881,  Section  12,  the  Cor- 
poration of  the  City  of  London  were 
entitled  to  defray  the  expenses  of 
carrying  out  the  Act  out  of  the  metage 
on  grain  duty  or  otherwise,  and  if  tMs 
was  a  consolidation  Bill  surely  those 
words  ought  now  to  be  inserted.  The 
City  of  London,  although  one  of  the 
autiiorities  to  which  the  measure  ap- 
plied, had  no  power  under  the  Bill  of 
spending  a  penny,  which,  he  thought, 
was  a  very  inconsistent  position.  If  it 
were  said  that  the  metage  on  grain  had 
practically  ceased,  he  would  ask  what 
about  the  words  "  or  otherwise  ? " 
Why  should  the  City  of  London  be 
excluded  from  all  further  power  of 
obtaining  open  spaces  ?  When  one 
remembered  what  they  had  done  in  the 
past  in  this  direction  it  seemed  very 
invidious  that  the  City  should  be  pre- 
cluded from  being  able  to  carry  on  their 
beneficent  work.  The  House  would  be 
aware  of  the  splendid  work  of  the  City 
of  London  in  the  purchase  of  that, 
perhaps,  finest  of  the  parks  of  the  world 
— Epping  Forest — of  the  magnificent 
l>eeches  at  Bumham,  and  of  large  parks 
such  as  those  at  Finsbury  and  Ham, 
besides  numerous  other  open  spaces. 
This  being  a  consolidating  measure,  he 
thought  tiiey  were  entitled  to  ask  that 
the  words  of  the  Act  of  1881  should  be 
inserted,  and  that  the  City  of  London 


should  not  be  treated  differently  from 
every  other  borough  in  the  Metropolis. 
Every  Metropolitan  borough  council 
would  be  able  to  acquire  open  spaces; 
the  City  of  London  alone  would  be 
excluded. 

Amendment    moved — 

*'  In  page  10,  b'ne  22,  after  paragraph  (e)  to 
insert  the  following  new  paragraph : — *  (/)  In 
the  case  of  the  City  of  London,  out  of  the  met- 
age on  ffrain  dnty  or  otherwise,  or  out  of  the 
consolidated  rate  of  the  City.* "—(The  Earl  of 
MttUk.) 

Earl  CARRINOTON  :  I  quite  agree 
with  everything  the  noble  Earl  has  said 
about  the  good  work  of  the  City  of 
London  in  regard  to  parks  and  open 
spaces,  but  there  is  one  fatal  objection 
to  the  Amendment,  and  that  is  that  it 
imposes  a  charge  on  the  rate<«,  and 
therefore  cannot  possibly  be  inserted 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  I  think  that 
disposes  of  the  Amendment  of  my  noble 
friend  ;  it  is  not  possible  for  us  to  accept 
it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  17  ac^reed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Standing  Committee  negatived.  The 
Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received 
To-morrow,  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as 
amended.    (No*  190.) 


LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clauses  1,  2,  and  3,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  : — 

Lord  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE 
moved  to  omit  Clause  4,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  substitute  fourteen  days 
for  one  month  as  the  period  within 
which  answers  should  be  given  to  notices 
served  under  the  Act.  He  explained 
that  in  1883,  when  the  first  Labourers 
Act  was  passed,  it  was  necessary  to 
insert  three  notices  in  the  local  papers 
for  three  successive  weeks ;  in  addition 
to  that,  notice  was  served  on  the  owner. 
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to  whom  a  month  was  given  in  which 
to  make  an  answer.  It  was  now  proposed 
to  give  the  owner  only  a  fortnight. 
This  period,  in  his  opinion,  was  quite 
insufficient.  Under  the  Act  of  1883 
there  were  five  methods  of  serving  the 
notice.  First,  the  notice  could  be  served 
personally  on  the  person  required  to 
be  served ;  secondly,  if  such  person 
was  abroad,  or  could  not  be  founid,  his 
agent  might  be  served  for  him  ;  thirdly, 
if  he  had  no  agent,  or  the  agent  could 
not  be  found,  the  notice  might  be  served 
or  left  on  the  premises ;  fourthly,  in 
lieu  of  any  of  the  foregoing  methods 
the  notice  might  be  left  at  the  usual  or 
last-known  place  of  abode  of  the  person 
required  to  be  served ;  or  fifthly,  the 
notice  might  be  served  by  post  in  a 
prepaid  letter  addressed  to  him  at  his 
usual  or  last-known  place  of  abode.  It 
was  quite  evident  that  the  district 
council  would  naturally  choose  the 
method  which  was  the  least  trouble  to 
itself.  Even  under  the  existing  law 
it  was  quite  possible  that  a  notice  might 
fail  to  reach  its  destination  before  the 
statutory  period  had  elapsed,  and  if 
that  was  the  only  reason  against  the 
proposed  change  he  thought  it  was  a 
very  sufficient  one.  But  in  addition 
it  had  to  be  remembered  that  the  local 
authority  must  state  whether  they  in- 
tended to  acquire  land  by  purchase 
or  by  lease  for  ninety-nine  years.  In 
the  case  of  a  limited  owner  this  made 
a  great  deal  of  difference,  as  it  was 
very  necessary  that  he  should  have 
advice  on  the  subject,  as  it  was  quite 
possible  that  money  might  have  to  be  paid 
into  Court,  and  it  might  be  extremely 
difficult  for  him  to  get  it  out.  In  addi- 
tion, trustees  might  have  to  be  consulted 
who  were  scattered  over  different  parts 
of  the  country ;  they  would  have  to 
write  one  to  another,  and  they  naturally 
would  not  decide  without  consulting 
their  legal  adviser.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances a  fortnight  would  very  soon 
pass,  and  it  seemed  to  him  that  that  was 
a  very  gor^'  reason  why  the  present 
limit  should  be  adhered  to.  It  should 
not  be  forgotten  that  His  Majesty's 
Government  had  expressed  the  hope 
that  as  the  result  of  this  Bill,  within 
the  short  space  of  two  or  three  years  no 
less  than  25,0()0  new  labourers  cottages 
would    be    erected.     During    the    whole 

Lord  Oranvwre  and  liroume. 


period  since  the  first  Act  was  passed 
in  1883,  only  17,000  cottages  had  been 
erected,  so  that  it  was  expected  that 
at  least  50  per  cent,  more  would  be 
erected  within  a  very  short  time.  From 
this  it  would  be  readily  understood  that 
in  various  parts  of  Ireland  a  considerable 
amount  of  ground  would  be  required  for 
the  purpose,  and  many  landowners  and 
land  agents  would  be  much  occupied 
in  considering  whether  or  not  they 
could  accept  the  applications  that  were 
made  to  them.  That  being  so,  it  was 
only  reasonable  that  the  time  limit 
should  be  left  as  it  at  present  stood.  He 
knew  that  His  Majesty's  Grovemment 
were  very  anxious  to  do  all  that  they 
could  to  expedite  matters  under  the 
Bill,  and  he  was  sure  that  no  one  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  would 
object  to  helping  them  as  much  as 
possible  in  that  respect ;  but  justice 
ought  to  be  done  to  all  parties  concerned, 
and,  after  all,  one  month  in  which  to  con- 
sider the  question  was  not  a  very  long 
time.    He  begged  to  move. 

Amendment  moved — 

**  To  leave  out  Clause  V—{Lord  Orcmmore 
and  Browne. ) 

The  Eabl  of  ARRAN  said  that  al- 
though theoretically  this  clause  might 
accelerate  the  working  of  the  Act,  it 
would  only  do  so  by  a  short  time,  and 
in  practice  it  would  give  rise  not  only  to 
very  great  inconvenience  but  sometimes 
to  great  injustice.  He  would  remind 
their  Lordships  that  while  a  month  was 
a  very  short  time  to  wait,  a  fortnight 
was  a  very  short  time  in  which  to  work. 
Owing  to  the  peculiar  conditions  which 
existed  in  Ireland,  great  difficulties 
might  ensue.  On  many  estates,  and 
particularly  on  small  estates,  there  was 
no  single  resident  agent.  On  the  con- 
trary, many  agents  had  for  their  sole 
business  the  management  of  a  large 
number  of  small  estates  situated  a  long 
way  from  their  own  place  of  residence. 
Owing  to  this,  and  to  the  fact  that  each 
estate  had  many  calls  upon  the  agent,  it 
would  very  often  be  impossible,  or  at 
any  rate  extremely  inconvenient  and 
difficult,  for  the  agent  to  be  able  to  draft 
answers  to  the  notices  in  time.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  agree 
to  the  omission  of  the  clause. 
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Lord  DENMAN  said  he  was  glad  to 
hear  that  the  Bill  on  the  whole  met  with 
approval  from  noble  Lords  opposite,  and 
that  they  desired  to  expedite  its  passage. 
He  regretted,  however,  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  unable  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment which  had  been  moved.    He  would 


cottages  had  been  built.  That  was  the 
strongest  argument  for  the  passage 
of  the  present  BiU  as  it  stood.  It  was  a 
monstrous  thing  that  in  twenty-three  or 
twenty-four  years,  throughout  the  whole 
of  Ireland,  where  there  was  so  much 
poverty,    and    where    there    were    such 


point  out  that  the  owner  would  really  have  wretched  habitations  for  the  poor,  only 
a  great  deal  more  than  fourteen  days,  as  17,000  odd  cottages  had  been  built.  This 
there  would  probably  be  quite  six  weeks  |  Bill  had  been  very  elaborately  considered 


before  the  inspector  would  be  called 
upon  to  decide  in  any  particular  case. 
The  whole  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  save 
time  and  expense,  and  this  was  one  of 


by  the  Standing  Committee  of  the  other 
House  upon  which  all  the  representa- 
tives from  Ireland,  with  a  few  exceptions, 
had  had  an  opportunity  of  stating  their 


the  provisions  by  which  the  Govern- '  opinions  upon  this  important  subject, 
ment  hoped  to  accelerate  the  working  of  and  the  Bill  had  come  before  their 
the  Act.  There  were  precedents  for  Lordships'  House  without,  he  believed, 
such  a  course  being  taken  in  the  Public  ,  this  point  having  been  even  advocated 
Health  Acts  both  of  England  and  of  !  by  the  representatives  of  the  landlords  in 
Ireland,  and  he  did  not  think  the  argu- ;  another  place.  If  a  fortnight  would 
ments   which   the   noble  Lord  had   ad- '  not  answer  the  purpose,  neither  would  a 


vanced  were  sufficient  to  warrant  tie 
Oovemment  in  departing  from  those 
precedents. 


month.  If  a  landowner  had  not  a 
resident  agent,  or  if  the  agent  was  not 
on  the  spot,  or  could  not  easily  be  got  at, 
a  month  would  not  be  any  more  security 
Lord  ASHBOURNE  said  that  this  |  than  fourteen  days.  The  initiatory 
was  not  a  question  of  precedent,  but  delay  was  the  thing  to  be  deprecated, 
of  the  best  way  of  securing  justice,  i  and  though  no  great  principle  was  in- 
The  labourers'  code  was  not  a  code  of  volved  in  the  Amendment,  it  only  showed 
yesterday.  The  first  Act  wai  introduced  in  the  inclination  on  the  part  of  some 
1883,  and  since  then  there  had  been  nine  noble  Lords  to  throw  difficulties  in  the 
or  ten  Acts  of  Parliament,  and  a  month  |  way — [Cries  of  "  No,  no."] — of  passing 
had  been  the  time  given  for  the  notices,  this  Bill,  which  was  generally  admitted 
For  what  reasons  did  the  Government '  by  both  sides  of  the  House  to  be  a  most 


wish  to  make  such  a  brand-new  departure? 
There  was  no  six  weeks  in  the  business  at 
aU ;  the  answers  had  to  be  given  within 
a  fortnight,  and  if  they  were  not  given 
within  a  fortnight  the  person  was  shut 
out.  Surely  it  was  reasonable  that  the 
existing  law  should  be  allowed  to  stand  in 
this  respect.  It  had  worked  no  incon- 
venience. He  was  all  in  favour  of 
rapidity,  but  rapidity  could  be  purchased 
too  dearly.    People  were  entitled  to  an 

opportunity  of  knowing  what  was  being    

done  and  what  was  proposed,  and  as  |  fourteen  days  are  to  be  substituted 
the  existing  law  had  worked  fairly  for  one  month,  yet  fourteen  days  is  in 
well,  and  no  case  whatever  had  been  i  effect  equivalent  to  six  weeks.     It  has 


remedial  measure. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  : 
My  Lords,  when  we  reach  the  other  side 
of  the  Irish  Channel,  we  become  aware 
that  we  have  to  deal  with  Irish  time.  In 
the  course  of  this  brief  conversation,  we 
have  had  two  striking  examples  of  what 
constitutes  Irish  time  in  the  minds  of 
some  noble  Lords  connected  with  that 
country.  We  were  told  in  the  first  place 
that    although    this     clause    says    that 


made  out  for  such  a  change,  he  hoped 
the  Amendment  would  be  agreed  to. 


not  been  explained  how,  by  some  Pro- 
crustean process,  the  fourteen  days  can 
,  be  stretched  into  a  period  of  six 
Lord  HEMPHILL  hoped  the  House  weeks.  Then  came  the  observations  of 
would  not  agree  to  the  Amendment,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite,  who 
The  great  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  expe-  told  us  that  if  this  Amendment  was 
dite  proceedings  under  the  Labourers  pressed,  your  Lordships  would  be  standing 
Act.  As  had  already  been  observed  between  the  labourers  of  Ireland  and 
aince   1883  only   17,000    odd  labourers  1  the    great    and    undoubted   advantages 
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which  this  Bill  places  within  their  reach. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  argued  that 
there  really  was  no  difference  between 
fourteen  days  and  a  month.  That  is  the 
second  illustration. 

Lord  HEMPHILL  :  I  meant  practi- 
cally. 

*The  Marquess  op  LANSDOWNE  : 
Now  I  ask  your  Lordships  to  recollect 
for  a  moment  that  under  the  law  as  it 
now  stands  these  notices  can  be  served 
by  forwarding  them  by  post  in  a  prepaid 
letter   addressed   to   the   usual   or   last 
known  place  of  abode  of  the  person  who 
is  to  be  served.    Is  it  any  wonderful  or 
impossible  assumption  that  there  may 
be  some  cases  in  which  these  missives  do 
not  at  once  reach  their  destination  ?  Is  it 
not  reasonable,  therefore,  on  the  part  of 
my  noble  friend  behind  me  to  ask  that  at 
least  one  month  should  be  allowed  as  the 
time  within  which  an  answer  should  be 
made   to    these    notices  ?     I    ask    your 
Lordships  to  recollect  that  this  Bill — 
which  we  do  not  in  the  least  desire  to 
impede   or   obstruct — does   nevertheless 
very  considerably  interfere  with  private 
rights.     It  is  surely  right  and  proper  that 
that  interference  should  take  place  under 
reasonable  conditions,  which  will  not  be 
resented  by  the  persons  affected  by  the 
transaction.     I  must  say  that  the  sug- 
gestion of  my  noble  Mend  behind  me 
that  the   present  term   of   one   month 
should  be  allowed  to  stand,  instead  of 
being  shortened  to  fourteen  days  as  is 
proposed  by  the  Bill,  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
very  proper  one,  and  if  he  goes  to  a 
division  I  shall  certainly  vote  with  him. 

Lord  KILLANIN  thought  it  was  a 
pity  ^that  the  House  shovild  commenf'e 
their  deliberations  upon  an  Irish  Bill  by 
a  difference  of  opinion  about  a  com- 
paratively small  matter.  Therefore,  he 
suggested  that  as  a  settlement  of  the 
matter  they  should  split  the  difference, 
and^that  the  clause  should  be  so  amended 
as  to  substitute  twenty-one  for  fourteen 
days. 

*The  lord  president  op  the 
COl^CIL  (The  Earl  of  Crewe)  :  My 
Lords,  I  agree  with  the  noble  Lord,  Lord 
Killanin,  that  this  is  not  a  matter  of 
first-rate  importance,  but  I  am  afraid  I 

The  Marquess  of  LansdovmCt 


cannot     agree     with     him    that     the 
rough    and     ready     method     he     sug- 
gested  of    splitting    the    difference    is 
particularly    applicable    to    this    case. 
The     reason     that     we     are      obliged 
to  stand  by  the  period  in  the  Bill  is 
that  it  forms  part  of  the  general  principle 
embodied  in  the  measure,  of  attempting 
to  accelerate  the  procedure  imder  the 
Labourers    Acts  as  far  as  we  possibly 
can.    I    think    my   noble    and   lear^ed 
friend  was  a  little  misunderstood  when 
he  evoked  the  cries  from  noble  Lords 
opposite,    because    although    we    most 
cordially  accept  the  assurances  of  the 
noble  Marquess  that  he  does  not  at  all 
wish   to   obstruct  the   passage   of  this 
Bill,  yet  on  the  other  hand  some  of  the 
Amendments   on   the   Paper   would,   if 
carried,    undoubtedly    have    the    effect 
of     retarding      the     procedure      under 
it.     Relying  partly  on  the    fact  which 
no     noble     Lord     opposite     attempted 
to   gainsay,   that   there   are   precedents 
under  the  Public  Health  Acts  for  the 
precise  procedure  which  we  propose,  I 
am    afraid,    if    noble    Lords    opposite 
persist    in   the    Amendment,    we    must 
take^the  sense  of  the  House  upon  it. 

I  ♦The  Marquess  of  LONDON- 
DERRY said  he  would  not  have  inter- 
vened in  the  discussion  had  it  not  been 
for  the  remark  of  the  noble  Earl,  that 
certain  Amendments  had  been  placed 
on  the  Paper  with  the  object  of  retarding 
the  progress  of  the   BiU. 

*The  Earl  of  CREWE  :  I  did  not 
say  they  had  been  placed  on  the  Paper 
with  that  object,  but  that  they  would 
have  that  effect. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDON- 
DERRY said  he  could  not  agree  with 
the  noble  Earl  on  that  point.  Many 
of  his  noble  friends,  especially  those  from 
Ireland,  who  had  studied  this  question, 
viewed  with  approval  the  desire  of 
the  Government  to  provide  sanitary 
houses  for  the  labouring  classes  in 
Ireland,  and  the  Government  had  their 
sincere  goodwill  in  the  efforts  they  were 
making.  But  in  conferring  benefits  upon 
one  class  of  the  community,  care  should 
be  taken  that  no  injustice  was  inflicted 
upon  another  class.  Undoubtedly  the 
present  Bill,  unless  it  was  very  carefully 
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safeguarded,  might  be  the  means  of 
inflicting  great  injustice  upon  one  class 
while  conferring  benefit  upon  another. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  for  whose 
remarks  the  noble  Earl  had  just 
apologised 

♦The  Earl  of  CREWE:  Oh  no ;  I 
did  not  apologise  ;  on  the  contrary,  I 
entirely  endorsed  the  observations  of 
my  noble  and  learned  friend. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY 
said  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
pointed  out  that  during  the  time  the 
Labourers  Acts  had  been  in  operation 
only  17,000  cottages  had  been  erected. 
It  was  no  use  denying  the  fact  that 
that  comparatively  small  number  was 
due  to  the  great  caution  of  various  unions 
in  different  parts  of  Ireland,  but  he  hoped 
that  under  the  new  circumstances  in 
which  the  occupier,  on  terms  agreeable 
\o  himself  and  his  landlord,  would  be 
made  the  owner  of  his  holding,  that 
number  would  be  very  largely  increased. 
He  believed  that  in  the  future  the  unions 
which  had  looked  with  a  certain  amount 
of  apprehension  on  these  Acts  would 
adopt  a  more  favourable  view.  With 
regard  to  the  substitution  of  fourteen  days 
for  a  month,  he  thought  that  when  it  was 
remembered  how  very  dilatory  some 
Irishmen  were  in  negotiating  their  own 
affairs,  it  would  be  admitted  that  a 
month  was  a  very  short  time.  This 
would  be  the  more  realised  if  noble  Lords 
considered  the  slow  progress  that  was 
being  made  under  the  last  Land  Pur- 
chase Act.  He  agreed  that  landowners 
must  co-operate  with  th3ir  agents  in 
considering  the  details  of  these  trans- 
actions, which  agents  were  generally 
concerned  with  a  large  number  of  pro- 
perties. Therefore,  he  thought  that  a 
month  was  a  very  short  time  in  which 
to  require  answers  to  be  made  to  the 
notices,  and  under  these  circumstances 
he  was  glad  to  hear  that  the  Leader  of  he 
Opposition  would  support  the  Amend- 
ment. 

The  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN  did  not 
think  that  because  a  month  had  been 
allowed  in  all  former  Acts  that  was  any 
particular  reason  why  it  should  be  in- 
cluded   in   the   present    Bill.     The    real 


object  of  this  measure  was  to  satisfy  a 
want  which  previous  Acts  of  Parliament 
had  left  imsatisfied.  It  was  generally 
admitted  that  one  of  the  reasons  why 
former  Acts  had  been  only  very  partial 
successes  was  the  dilatory  nature  of  the. 
proceedings  under  them.  If  he  thought 
that  any  real  injustice  would  be  done  to 
anybody  by  shortening  the  period  to 
fourteen  days,  he  would  vote  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment,  but  he  could  not 
think  that  any  real  injustice  would  be 
inflicted.  It  seemed  to  him  that  if  an 
owner  or  his  agent,  or  his  solic'^toi; 
or  whoever  managed  the  property, 
could  not  be  found  in  a  fortnight,  the 
probability  was  that  he  wotdd  never 
be  found  at  all.  Reference  had 
been  made  to  the  dilatory  manner  in 
which  Irishmen  conducted  their  own 
business  affairs.  He  did  not  altogether 
agree  with  the  remark,  but  if  landlords 
had  been  dilatory  in  managing  their 
own  affairs,  he  failed  to  see  why  the 
labourers  should  suffer  for  i 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  pointed  out  that 
there  was  a  danger  in  shortening  the 
period  in  question.  If  a  limited  ownei 
was  concerned,  and  the  proceedings 
went  forward,  and  the  purchase  money 
was  paid  to  the  wrong  person  in  conse- 
quence of  the  proceedings  being  con- 
ducted in  a  huny,  the  district  council 
might  suffer  by  there  being  brought 
against  them  an  action,  and  by  their 
having  to  pay  the  money  to  the  proper 
person.  Theiefore,  he  thought  that  if 
there  was  a  little  less  hurry  in  the  initial 
stages  the  whole  business  might  go 
through  better  eventually.  The  noble 
Earl  the  President  of  the  Council  had 
said  that  the  Opposition  were  delaying 
the  Bill,  but  the  noble  Lord  in  charge  of 
the  measure  had  stated  that  there  would 
be  more  time  available  than  the  fortnight, 
because  the  inspector  would  take  at 
least  six  weeks.  He  could  not  quite 
see  how  those  two  statements  could  be 
made  to  agree.  But  even  if  the  in- 
spector was  to  take  six  weeks,  that  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  service  of  the 
notice.  The  answer  had  to  be  made  to 
the  notice  within  fourteen  days.  He 
thought  that  a  month  was  much  better, 
and  that  the  longer  period  would  facilitate 
the  carrying  out  of  the  provisions  of  the 
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notice,  and  also  prevent  the  district 
€ouncil,  in  the  case  of  a  limited  owner, 
heing  compelled  to  indulge  in  the  luxury 
of  a  lawsuit. 


On  Question  whether  the  clause  to  be 
left  out  shall  stand  part  of  the  Bill, 
their  Lordships  divided  : — Contents,  32  ; 
Not-Contents,   78. 


Loreburo,  L.    {L,  Chancellor.) 
Crewe,  E.     (L.  President.) 
ilipoD,  M.     {L.  Frilly  Seal.) 

Beauchamp,  E. 
Carrington,  E. 
Chesterfield,  E. 
Portsmouth,  E. 
liussell,  E. 

Althorp,  V.  (X.  Chamberlain. ) 

Aberdare,  L. 


CONTENTS. 

Armitstead,  L. 

Bnrghclere,  L. 

Colebrooke,  L. 

Couitney  of  Penwith,  L. 

Dennian,  L. 

Eversley,  L. 

Fitzraaurice,  L. 

Glantawe,  L. 

Granard,  L.     (E.   Granard.) 

[Teller.^ 
Hamilton  of  Dalzell,  L. 
Hemphill,  L. 
Joicey,  L. 


Kenry,  L.     {E.  Dunraven  and 

Mount-Earl.) 
Monkswell,  L. 
Nunbumholme,  L. 
Reay,  L. 

Ribblesdale,  L.     [Teller.  \ 
SeftoD,  L.     {E.  Se/ton.) 
Shuttleworth,  L. 
Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 
Tweedmouth,  L. 
Weardale,  L. 


Devonshire,  D. 
Northumberland,  D. 
^merset,  D. 
Wellington,  D. 

Bath,  M. 
Lansdowne,  M. 

Camperdown,  E. 

Cathcart,  E. 

Cawdor,  E. 

-Clarendon,  E. 

Dartrey,  E. 

Denbigh,  £. 

Devon,  E. 

Don  caster,  E.     (D.  Buccleuch 

and  Queensberry.) 
Drogheda,  E. 
Eldon,  E. 
Essex,  E. 
Haddington,  £. 
Kilmorey,  £. 
Lucan,  E. 
Mayo,  K 
Munster,  E. 
Northbrook,  E. 
Onslow,  E. 
Plymouth,  E. 
Kosse,  E. 
Vane,  E.     {M.  Londonderry.) 


NOT-CONTENTS. 
Waldegrave,  E.     [  Teller.  ] 

Churchill,  V.    [TeWer.] 

Hill,  V. 

Hutchinson,  V.     E.  Donough- 

more.) 
Iveagh,  V. 

Addington,  L. 

Alverstone,  L. 

Ampthill,  L. 

Ardilaun,  L. 

Ashbourne,  L. 

Barnard,  L. 

Barrymore,  L. 

Chaworth,  L.     {E.  Meath.) 

Clifford  of  Chudleigh,  L. 

Clonbrock,  L. 

Clonourry,  L. 

Colchester,  L. 

De  Freyne,  L. 

Deramore,  L. 

Digby,  L. 

Dunboyne,  L. 

EUenborough,  L. 

Forester,  L. 

Gormanston,  L.     ( V.  Gorman- 

ston.) 
Hatherton,  L. 
Hylton,  L. 


Inchiquin,  L. 

Kelvin,  L. 

Kenyon,  L. 

Knaresborough,  L. 

Langford,  L. 

Lawrence,  L. 

Leith  of  Fy  vie,  L. 

Macnaghten,  L. 

Massy,  L. 

Middleton,  L. 

Newton,  L. 

Oranmore  and  Browne,  L. 

Ponsonby,  L.  {E.  Bess- 
borough.  ) 

Ranfurly,  L.     {E.  Ban/nrly.) 

Rathdonnell,  L. 

Rathmore,  L. 

Robertson,  L. 

Sanderson,  L. 

Silchester,  L.     {E.  Long/ord.) 

Souierhill,  L.  {M.  Clanri- 
carde  ) 

Stewart  of  Garlics,  L.  {E. 
Galloway.) 

Sudley,  L.     {E.  Arran.) 

Teynham,  L. 

Ventry,  L. 

Zouche  of  Haryngworth,  L. 


Clause  4  accordingly  disagreed  to. 

Clause  5  agreed  to. 

Clause  6 : — 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said  that  it  might 
be  a  convemence  to  their  Lordships  and 
enable  the  House  to  foUow  the  meaning 
of  the  Amendments  he  had  placed  on  the 
Paper,  if  he  stated  generally  their  bearing 
•on  the  first  three  sub-sections  of  the 
Clause.     Clause    6    was    an    important 

The  Earl  of  Mayo. 


section,  and  had  naturally  attracted  a 
great  deal  of  attention,  and  doubtless 
given  some  anxiety  to  the  Government. 
The  proposal  was  that  the  inspector  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  should 
go  down  and  make  an  examination ; 
then  having  made  his  Eeport  he  was  to 
have  power  to  make  a  Provisional 
Order.  He  (Lord  Ashbourne)  did  not 
think  it  wise  or  reasonable  that  the 
inspector's  decision  should  be  called  by 
so  important  a  name  as  a  Provisional 
Order.    That,   however,   was   merely   a 
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verbal  point,  but  he  thought  it  would  be 
desirable,  in  the  final  form  of  the  Bill, 
to  give  the  order  some  less  grandiose 
name.  Then  the  suggestion  was  that 
the  Local  Government  Board,  if  anyone 
was  dissatisfied,  should  read  the  Report 
and  the  evidence  furnished  by  the 
inspector,  and  decide  what  should  be 
done  in  regard  to  the  compulsory  takiag 
of  the  land  involved  in  the  case.  The 
section  dealt  entirely  with  the  question 
of  the  compulsory  taking  of  land  against 
the  will  of  the  owners.  Up  to  the 
present  there  had  been  a  much  more 
serious  method  of  determining  these 
questions.  It  used  to  be  by  means  of 
a  Provisional  Order  which  had  to  pass 
through  Parliament,  and  then  the  Privy 
Council,  presided  over  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  with  the  assistance  of  some 
of  the  Judges  of  the  High  Court,  dealt 
with  the  question.  By  this  Bill  it  was 
proposed  to  get  rid  of  the  Privy  Council 
and  the  important  machinery  previously 
in  force.  He  did  not  question  that  pro- 
posal, because  he  adinitted  that  the 
machinery  was  unnecessarily  strong, 
and  put  the  parties  to  considerable  ex- 
pense in  bringing  the  persons  concerned, 
and  their  witnesses,  from  every  part  of 
Ireland  up  to  Dublin.  Still,  it  was 
necessary  to  provide  some  kind  of  real 
appeal  for  the  parties  whose  land  was  to 
be  compulsorily  taken  against  their  wish. 
He  had  indicated  on  the  Second  Reading 
that  it  ought  to  be  within  the  option  of 
the  parties  to  have  their  case  beard 
before  a  judge.  He  then  stated,  and 
it  was  embodied  in  the  Amendments 
he  had  placed  on  the  Paper,  that  a  county 
court  judge  might  supply  the  requisite 
machinery.  He  was  aware  that  a  judge 
of  assize  had  been  suggested,  and  the 
point  was  well  worth  consideration, 
though  personally  he  believed  that  the 
suggestion  he  himself  had  put  forward 
was  the  soundest  solution.  It  had 
been  pointed  out  in  another  place  that 
the  judge  of  assize  sat  only  twice  in  the 
year,  and  that,  as  it  was  desirable  to 
enable  appeals  to  be  taken  more  fre- 
quently, the  county  court  judge,  who 
sat  much  oftener  than  the  judge  of 
assize,  would  form  a  more  desirable 
tribunal.  This  would  not  necessitate 
any  very  great  change  in  the  substance 
of  those  proposals.  All  that  he  desired 
was  that  there  should  be  a  full  appeal. 


An  appeal  meant  that  the  parties  should 
be  heard,  and  their  witnesses  examined, 
and  that  the  tribunal  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  giving  a  decision.  It 
was  not  suggested  that  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  were  to  do  any  of  those 
things,  nor  could  they  without  bringing 
the  parties  and  the  witnesses  to  Dublin, 
and  if  that  were  to  be  allowed  or  re- 
quired there  was  no  purpose  served  in 
getting  rid  of  the  Privy  Council.  If  the 
Government  thought  it  desirable  to 
retain  the  present  clause,  believing  that 
some  parties  might  be  satisfied  with  the 
decision  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
it  was  not  for  him  to  say  that  they  should 
not  be  allowed  to  do  so,  but  at  the  same 
time  if  the  parties  wanted  to  have  a 
judicial  decision,  they  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  saying  that  they  would 
not  be  satisfied  unless  a  judge  heard 
their  case  and  decided  upon  both  their 
law  and  their  facts.  Anyone  could  go 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  if  they 
were  satisfied  with  the  Board's  reading 
of  the  Report  and  the  evidence,  and  the 
making  of  any  further  inquiry  they 
might  direct.  But  if  the  parties  were 
not  satisfied  with  that,  it  was  only  fair 
and  reasonable  that  they  should  have  an 
opportimity  of  going  to  the  county 
court  judge.  If  the  Government  re- 
cognised the  reasonableness  of  his  sug- 
gestions, perhaps  they  would  indicate 
how  they  proposed  to  deal  with  them, 
and  he  would  be  very  glad  to  meet  them 
if  possible. 

Lord  DENMAN  hoped  that  the  sug- 
gestion he  was  about  to   make   would 
meet  with  the  approval,  or  at  any  rate 
the  agreement,  of  noble  Lords  opposite. 
He  still  adhered  to  what  he  had  stated 
on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  with 
regard  to  the  Local  Government  Board ; 
the  Government  still  thought  that  that 
would   have   been   a   cheap   and   quick 
tribunal,    and    one    which    would    have 
decided  equitably  on  the  points  brought 
before  them.     However,  for  the  purpose 
of  expediting  the   passage   of  the  Bill, 
and  also    to   avoid  the   suspicion  that 
they    desired   to   do   any   injustice    to 
any    class — ^which    was    very   far  from 
being  the  case — they  were  willing  to  go 
a  long  way  to  meet  the  views  of  noble 
Lords  opposite.      What  they  suggested 
was     that      the      Local      Government 
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Board  inspector  should  first  of  all  give 
his  decision  as  before,  and  that  if  a 
person  felt  himself  aggrieved  by  the 
decision,  he  should  have  the  alternative 
of  himself  deciding  whether  he  should 
appeal  to  the  Local  Government  Board 
or  to  the  coimty  court  judge.  He  hoped 
that  noble  Lords  opposite  would  realise 
that  the  Government  had  gone  a  long 
way  in  making  that  concession,  and  that 
they  would  be  able  to  accept  the  pro- 
posal. In  that  case  he  had  prepared  a 
considerable  number  of  Amendments 
which  would  be  consequential  upon  the 
acceptance  of  the  suggestion  he  had 
made ;  no  useful  purpose  would  be 
served  by  going  through  those  Amend- 
ments at  the  present  stage,  but  if  it 
suited  the  convenience  of  the  House 
he  would  move  them  en  Hoc,  and  they 
could  then  be  printed  so  that  on  the 
further  stage  of  the  Bill  noble  Lords 
opposite  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  whether  they  went  far  enough 
to  meet  their  views. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  thought  that 
what  the  noble  Lord  had  said  was  very 
reasonable,  and  that  his  proposal  to 
move  the  Amendments  en  Uoc,  and 
have  them  inserted  in  the  Bill,  would 
be  for  the  convenience  of  the  House. 
They  would  then  appear  in  the  reprint 
of  the  measure,  and  would  thus  facilitate 
the  consideration  of  the  Bill. 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES  : 
I  understand  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  withdraws  his  Amendments  down 
to  line  20. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  :  Yes,  in  favour 
of  those  to  be  introduced  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

The  chairman  op  COMMITTEES  : 
Does  the  noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
move  the  Amendments  to  which  he  has 
referred  ? 

LordDENMAN:  Yes. 

Amendments  moved  accordingly  and 
agreed  to. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  moved  to  insert 
at  the  end  of  sub-clause  (4)  of  Clause  6 
the  words,  ''  Unless  it  appears  that  the 
particular  holding  or  estate  has  been 
selected  for  an  indirect  purpose." 

Lard  Denman. 


He  said  that  this  Amendment  was 
of  an  entirely  different  character  from 
those  to  which  he  had  referred  in  his 
previous  remarks.  The  sub-section  dealt 
with  a  very  slender  matter,  and  he  was 
really  at  a  loss  to  understand  how  it  got 
into  the  Bill  at  all.  Having  taken  some 
part  in  the  administration  of  the  previous 
Acts,  he  did  not  think  the  Government 
could  have  had  present  in  their  minds 
what  had  been  the  common  action  in 
reference  to  these  cases.  The  section  did 
very  little  in  reference  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law,  but  having  been  inserted  it 
might  lead  to  grave  misconception,  and 
therefore  in  order  to  prevent  any  mis- 
understanding he  thought  that  the  words 
he  had  proposed  should  be  added.  He 
suggested  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Government  that  it  might  be  wiser  to 
strike  out  the  sub-section  altogether, 
and  if  they  preferred  to  do  that  rather 
than  accept  the  words  he  had  suggested, 
he  would  be  quite  prepared  to  adopt  that 
course,  and  move  accordingly. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  3,  line  30,  after  the  second  word 
'  scheme,'  to  insert  the  words  '  unless  it 
appears  that  the  particular  holding  or  estate 
has  been  selected  for  an  Indirect  purpose.'  " — 
{Lord  Ashbourne.) 

Lord  DENMAN  regretted  that  the 
Government  were  unable  to  accept  the 
Amendment.  It  was  with  the  greatest 
diffidence  that  he  ventured  to  criticise 
the  wording  of  an  Amendment  proposed 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  but  he 
submitted  that  the  words  suggested 
were  somewhat  vague.  It  might  be 
difficult  for  the  court  to  settle  a  point  of 
law  if  raised  in  connection  with  the  words 
"  for  an  indirect  purpose."  He  pointed 
out  further  that  the  Amendment  would 
introduce  a  new  element  into  the  clause. 
The  sub-section  provided  that  a  scheme 
should  not  be  disallowed  merely  on  the 
ground  that  agricultural  labourers  were 
not  required  for  the  cultivation  or 
management  of  the  holding  or  estate  a 
portion  of  which  it  was  proposed  to  ac- 
quire for  the  purpose  of  the  scheme. 
The  Amendment  introduced  a  proposal 
which  could  only  be  properly  dealt  with  by 
a  new  clause  or  a  new  sub-section.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  suggested  as 
an  alternative  that  the  Government  might 
accept  a  new  clause,  but  he  regretted 
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that   he    was  unable  to    agree  to  that 
proposal. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said  that  he 
would  be  soiry  to  divide  the  House  on  a 
question  which  he  had  already  indicated 
was  of  a  very  slender  character.  He 
did  not  think  the  sub-section  made  any 
advance  in  the  law,  and  the  only  reason 
he  had  suggested  the  addition  of  these 
words  was  in  order  to  prevent  any 
misunderstanding.  But  as  the  Govern- 
ment's peace  of  mind  appeared  to  hang 
very  much  on  the  retention  of  the  sub- 
section, he  would  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Lord  ASHBOXJRNE  then  moved  to 
omit  Sub-clause  (5),  which  provided  that 
where  a  petition  had  been  presented  and 
not  withdrawn  and  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  were  of  opinion  that  the 
^und  or  grounds  on  which  such  petition 
was  presented  was  or  were  frivolous  or 
vexatious,  the  Board  might  make  an 
order  for  the  payment  by  the  petitioner 
of  the  reasonable  costs,  charges  and 
expenses  of  the  district  council  incurred 
in  opposing  such  petition,  and  an  order 
respecting  costs  shoidd  be  enforceable  as 
if  it  were  an  order  of  the  High  Court. 
He  pointed  out  that  this  sub-clause  was 
not  in  the  original  Bill  as  introduced  by 
the  €k>vemment,  and  was  an  entire 
departure  from  previous  enactments  in 
nference  to  costs.  Under  previous 
Labourers  Acts  it  was  enacted  that 
provision  should  be  made  for  the  payment 
of  the  costs  of  a  person  who  objected  in 
defence  of  his  property.  That  was 
perfectly  reasonable,  but  this  sub-clause 
went  further,  and  provided  that  anyone 
who  presented  a  petition  to  the  Local 
Government  Board,  if  the  Board  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  act  was  frivolous 
or  vexatious,  might  be  grievously  amerced 
in  coets.  That  was  an  entire  reversal  of 
the  whole  principle  of  the  law  in  reference 
to  these  matters.  If  a  man's  land  was 
going  to  be  compulsorily  taken,  he 
had  a  perfect  right  to  present  a 
petition  saying  that  he  objected,  and 
giving  his  reasons.  The  Government  had 
already  wisely  accepted  an  Amendment 
enabling  the  person  affected  to  have  the 
^[uettion  threshed  out  before  a  County 


Court  Judge.  The  County  Court  Judge 
would  deal  with  the  costs  at  the  hearing 
before  himself.  This  provision,  how- 
ever, suggested  that  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  should  deal  with  the  costs. 
But  there  would  not  be  one  farthing  of 
costs  incurred  before  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  because  they  would  not  see 
the  parties  or  examine  the  witnesses ; 
there  was  no  hearing  at  all,  and  there 
was  nothing  in  regard  to  which  costs 
could  be  incurred.  A  report  was  sent 
up  to  the  Board  by  their  own  Inspector, 
together  with  the  evidence  given  before 
him,  and  then,  in  some  back  room  of  the 
Customs  House,  they  came  to  their  de- 
cision as  to  what  shoidd  be  done.  The 
sub-section  was  an  entire  departure  fr  jm 
all  previous  enactments  in  rt^ference  to 
the  compulsory  taking  of  land,  and 
therefore  he  hoped  the  Government 
woidd  accede  to  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  To  leave  out  sub-section  (5).'*  —  {Lord 
Ashbourne.) 

♦The  Earl  of  CREWE  :  The  argu- 
ment that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
has  presented  certainly  deserves  some 
consideration,  and  if  he  will  agree  to  let 
the  question  stand  over  until  the  Report 
stage,  I  will  ask  my  right  hon.  friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  if  he  can  see  his  way  to 
meet  the  noble  Lord's  wishes. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said  that  the 
noble  Earl  had  views  as  to  rapidity.  He 
himself  was  a  much  more  tranquil  person, 
but  with  a  view  to  rapidity  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  for  the  noble  Earl  to 
agree  to  the  Amendment,  omitting  the 
sub-section,  and  consider  between  then 
and  the  Report  stage  whether  he  would 
give  notice  to  replace  it.  That  would 
lead  to  both  speed  and  accuracy. 

♦The  Earl  of  CREWE  :  I  am  quite 
willing  to  adopt  that  course. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause  6,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clauses  7  and  8  agreed  to. 
Clause  Si- 
Lord    KILLANIN   moved   to    insert 
the  words  **  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
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He  said  that  this  Amendment  was 
of  an  entirely  diSeient  charact«i  from 
those  to  which  he  had  referred  in  his 
previous  remarks.  The  sub-section  dealt 
with  a  very  slender  matt«r,  and  he  was 
dly  at  a  loss  to  understand  how  it  got 
into  the  Bill  at  all.  Having  taken  some 
part  in  the  administration  of  the  previous 
Acts,  he  did  not  think  the  Government 
could  have  had  present  in  their  minds 
what  had  been  the  common  action  in 
reference  to  these  cases.  The  section  did 
Very  little  in  reference  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law,  but  having  been  inserted  it 
might  lead  to  grave  misconception,  and 
therefore  in  order  to  prevent  any  mis- 
understanding he  thought  that  the  words 
he  had  proposed  should  be  added.  He 
uggested  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Government  that  it  might  be  wiser  to 
strike  out  the  sub-section  altogether, 
and  if  they  preferred  to  do  that  rather 
than  accept  the  voids  he  had  suggested, 
he  would  be  quit«  prepared  to  adopt  that 
course,  and  move  accordingly. 


Board  inspector  should  first  of  all  give 
his  decision  as  before,  and  that  if  a 
person  felt  himself  aggrieved  by  the 
decision,  he  should  have  the  alternative 
of  himself  deciding  whether  he  should 
appeal  to  the  Local  Government  Board 
er  to  the  county  court  judge.  He  hoped 
that  noble  Lords  opposite  would  realise 
that  the  Government  had  gone  a  long 
way  in  making  that  concession,  and  that 
they  would  be  able  to  accept  the  pro- 
posal. In  that  case  he  had  prepared  a 
considerable  number  of  Amendments 
which  would  be  consequential  upon  the 
acceptance  of  the  suggestion  he  had 
made ;  no  useful  purpose  would  be 
served  by  going  through  those  Amend- 
ments at  the  present  stage,  but  if  it 
■oited  the  convenience  of  the  House 
he  would  move  them  en  bloc,  and  they 
could  then  be  printed  so  that  on  the 
further  stage  of  the  Bill  noble  Lords 
opposite  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  whether  they  went  far  enough 
to  meet  their  views. 

LoBD  ASHBOURNE  thought  that 
what  the  noble  Lord  had  said  was  very 
reasonable,  and  that  his  proposal  to 
move  the  Amendments  en  Hoc,  and 
have  them  inserted  in  the  Bill,  would 
be  for  the  convenience  of  the  House. 
They  would  then  appear  in  the  reprint 
of  the  measure,  and  would  thus  facilitate 
the  consideration  of  the  Bill. 

The  chairman  op  COMMITTEES 
I  understand  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  withdraws  his  Amendments  down 

to  line  20. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  :  Yes,  in  favour 
of  those  to  be  introduced  by  the  Govern^ 

The  CHAIRMAN  or  COMMITTEES  : 
Does  the  noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
move  the  Amendments  to  which  he  has 
referred  ? 

LordDENMAN:   Yes. 

Amendments  moved  accordingly  and 
agreed  to. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  moved  to  insert 
at  the  end  of  sub-clause  (4)  of  Clause  6 
the  words,  "  Unless  it  appears  that  the 
particular  holding  or  estate  has  been 
selected  for  an  indirect  purpose." 

Lord  Denman. 


Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  3,  line  30,  after  the  eeoond  word 
'  scheme,'  lo  insert  the  words  *  nnleu  it 
appears  that  the  particular  holding  or  estate 
has  been  (elected  for  an  ;'  ''  ' 
{Lord  Athboume.) 


a  indirect  purpoie.' ' 


Lord  DENMAN  regretted  that  the 
Government  were  unable  to  accept  the 
Amendment.  It  was  with  the  greatest 
diffidence  that  he  ventured  to  criticise 
the  wording  of  an  Amendment  proposed 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  but  he 
submitted  that  the  words  suggested 
were  somewhat  vague.  It  might  be 
difficult  for  the  court  to  settle  a  point  of 
law  if  raised  in  connection  with  the  words 
"  for  an  indirect  purpose."  He  pointed 
out  further  that  the  Amendment  would 
introduce  a  new  element  into  the  clause. 
The  sub-section  provided  that  a  schema 
sh< 
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Clause  11  : — 


Lord  DUNBOYNE,  who  had  placed 
on  the  Paper  a  series  of  Amendments 
to  Clause  11,  said  he  understood  that  in 
an  amended  form  the  Government  were 
prepared  to  accept  them.  By  inad- 
vertence he  had  omitted  to  give  notice 
of  an  Amendment  to  Sub-section  (3),  but 
possibly  if  he  called  attention  to  it  the 
noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill  would 
himself  amend  the  clause.  Sab-section 
(3)  provided  that  a  memorandum  of  the 
amount  paid  under  Sub-section  (2)  should 
be  endorsed  on  the  instrument  creating 
the  mortgage  or  charge.  In  many 
cases  that  would  be  absolutely  impo>- 
^ible,  because  charges  were  often  created 
by  will  or  deeds  which  were  not  in  the 
possession  of  the  person  for  whose 
benefit  the  charge  was  made ;  there- 
fore he  would  be  unable  to  produce  ths 
document  to  have  a  memorandum  en- 
dorsed upon  it.  The  sub-section  ai  it 
stood  was  mandatory,  and  he  suggested 
either  that  it  should  be  omitted  alto- 
p^ther,  as  it  was  really  unnecessary,  or 
that  the  words  "  when  practicable " 
should  be  inserted.  With  regard  to  the 
other  Amendments  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  he  was  willing  to  move 
tht:m  in  the  terms  which  had  been  sug- 
gested to  him.  If  the  Amendments 
were  accepted,  Sub-section  (2)  would 
become  a  proviso  of  Sub-section  (1),  and 
would  provide  that  "  the  amoimt  of  the 
compensation  may,  if  he  consents,  be  paid 
to  the  person  entitled  to  the  mortgage  ;  *' 
Sub-section  (3)  would  be  omitted  alto- 
gether or  the  words  "  when  practi- 
cable "  inserted ;  and  after  Sub-section  4 
the  following  new  sub-section  would  be 
inserted  :  "  A  copy  of  the  receipt 
sho'jld  on  the  reqiest  of  any  nersons 
entitled  to  anv  estate  or  interest 
in  the  land  in  respect  of  which  the 
purchase  money  or  compensation  is  paid 
be  furnished  by  the  council  at  their 
expense  to  that  person."  By  the 
permission  of  the  House  he  would  move 
the  Amendments  in  that  form. 

The  CHAIRMAN  op  COMMITTEES  : 
I  think  it  would  be  more  convenient  if 
the  noble  Lord  would  move  the  Amend- 
ments one  by  one. 


Lord  ASHBOURNE  pointed  out  that 
the  procedure  suggested  by  the  noble  Lord, 
(Lord  Dunboyne),  would  be  somewhat 
confusing,  inasmuch  as  the  Amendments 
now  suggested  were  Amendments  of 
other  Amendments  on  the  Paper,and  the 
House  had  really  nothing  to  go  upon. 
He  understood  that  the  noble  Lord 
who  moved  the  Amendments  and 
the  noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill  had 
had  some  conversation  on  the  matter. 
The  clause  dealt  with  an  extremely 
technical  though  not  very  large  question, 
and  he  could  quite  understand  that 
the  noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill  hr.d 
consulted  with  the  draughtsman  as  to  the 
particular  phraseology  he  would  wish  to 
employ.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
suggested  that  the  Amendments  should 
be  put  in  a  connected  form  and  in- 
corporated in  the  Bill  so  that  the  House 
might  see  them  in  print  to-morrow. 

Lord  DENMAN  said  the  clause  dealt 
with  some  extremely  technical  matters,, 
and  he  was  glad  the  Government  h&d 
been  able  to  come  to  an  agreement  with 
the  noble  Lord,  Lord  Dunboyne.  As  to 
the  omission  of  sub-section  (3),  no  notice 
had  been  given  of  the  proposal,  and  he 
would  prefer  to  leave  it  to  a  later  stage 
of  the  Bill.  As  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  he  had  given 
Lord  Dunbojme  a  copy  of  the  agreed 
clause,  and  doubtless  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  willing  to  read  it  in  a  con- 
nected form. 

Lord  DUx^BOYNE  thought  the  best 
plan  would  be  for  him  to  put  the  Amend- 
ments into  writing  and  move  them  on 
Report. 

♦The  Earl  of  CREWE  :  I  think  the 
most  convenient  course  would  be  for 
the  noble  Lord  to  hand  in  his  Amend- 
ments ;  they  could  then  be  inserted 
pro  forma,  and  would  appear  in  the 
reprint  of  the  Bill. 

Amendments  moved  accordingly,  and 
agreed  to. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  :  What  has  be- 
come  of  sub-section  (3)  ? 

♦The  Earl  op  CREWE  :  It  is  stillin 
the  Bill,  as  far  as  I  am  aware. 
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♦Lord  CLONBROCK  in  moving  the 
omission  of  sub-section  (9)  said  it  was  a 
decidedly  unusual  course  to  fetter  the 
<liscTetion  of  an  arbitrator  in  determining 
the  amount  of  compensation  to  be  paid 
in  the  event  of  a  purchase  being  decided 
upon.  It  was  true  that,  since  the 
properties  to  be  acquired  were  small, 
the  amounts  of  compensation  awarded 
would  also  be  small,  and  the  difference 
whether  compulsion  was  taken  into 
accoimt  or  not  comparatively  insignifi- 
cant, but  it  would  set  up  a  most 
^dangerous  precedent  in  regard  to 
land  in  Ireland.  This  was  especially 
the  case,  since  from  a  statement  made  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, in  describing  the  Commission  he 
proposed  to  appoint  to  inquire  into  con- 
gestion, it  appeared  decidedly  probable 
that  the  taking  of  land  compulsorily  on  a 
much  larger  scale  for  the  purpose  of 
xeUeving  congestion  was  in  contemplation. 
'Under  these  circumstances  the  sub- 
clause would  afford  a  most  dangerous 
precedent,  and  he   moved  its  omission. 

Amendment  moved — 

"To  leave  out  sub-clause  9." — {Lord  Clon- 

The  Eabl  of  ARRAN  said  that  the 
<juestion  raised  by  this  sub-clause  was 
dealt  with  by  several  noble  Lords  in  the 
Second  Reading  debate,  and  great 
emphasis  was  then  laid  upon  the  fact 
that  it  would  set  up  a  very  dangerous 
precedent;  it  was  also  stated  that  the 
principle  involved,  whether  good  or  bad, 
was  of  too  far  reaching  a  character  to  be 
properly  argued  on  the  minor  subject 
to  which  it  was  here  applied.  In  Ire- 
land the  question  of  compulsory 
purchase  was  in  the  air  not  only  in 
regard  to  sites  for  labourers'  cottages, 
but  also  in  connection  with  whole  estates. 
Though  the  question  of  compulsory 
purchase  might  be  a  bad  or  a  good  thing, 
it  should  at  any  rate  be  argued  from  the 
extreme  possibiUties  which  it  might 
-engender.  As  had  been  pointed  out  a 
precedent  had  been  created  under  the 
Labourers  Allotment  Act  in  England, 
and  all  those  interested  in  Ireland  would 
be  grateful  for  this  kindly  warning, 
because  if  this  principle  had  been  brought 
in  in][another  Bill  which  dealt  with  it  in 
A  small   way,   it  was  right  and  proper 


that  the  precedent  should  be  checked 
in  order  that  it  might  be  dealt  with 
upon  a  larger  and  more  general  basis. 
He  sincerely  hoped  the  Government 
would  agree  to  his  noble  friend's 
Amendment  and  if  they  did  not  he 
hoped  it  would  be  pressed  to  a  division. 

Lord  DENMAN  said  this  Amendment 
dealt  with  a  small  matter  and  with 
small  plots  of  land.  The  Earl  of  Arran 
had  mentioned  that  they  had  a  precedent 
for  this  proposal  in  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act  1894  in  England,  and  His 
Majesty's  Government  could  not  see  why 
the  precedent  should  not  be  followed 
in  the  particular  case.  If  the  noble 
Lord  pressed  his  Amendment,  as  he 
beUeved  was  his  intention,  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  forced  to  go  to  a  division. 

>LoRD  CLONBROCK  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  sub-clause  (3)  of 
Clause  10  of  the  Act  of  1894  which 
provided  that — 

**  The  arbitrator,  in  fixing  rent  or  other  com- 
pensation, shall  take  into  consideration  all 
the  circumstances  connected  with  the  land 
and  the  use  to  which  it  might  otherwise  be 
put  by  the  owner  during  the  term  of  hiring, 
and  any  depreciations  of  the  value  to  the 
tenant  of  the  residue  of  his  holding  caused  by 
the  withdrawal  from  the  holding  of  the  land 
hired  by  the  Parish  Council." 

In  that  case  any  loss  to  the  owner,  apart 
from  the  value  of  the  land  compulsorily 
taken,  was  allowed  for.  No  provision  of 
that  kind  occurred  in  the  Bill  before  the 
House.  He  could  not,  therefore,  con- 
sider it  as  a  real  precedent,  and  he 
further  objected  to  a  precedent  being 
drawn  from  what  appeared  in  an  English 
Act.  They  had  often,  in  pleading  fair 
play  and  justice  to  Irish  landlords,  urged 
comparisons  between  their  position  and 
the  position  of  the  English  landlords. 
In  such  case  they  had  been  invariably 
told  that  the  condition  of  the  two  coun- 
tries was  so  difibrent  that  no  comparison 
could  be  instituted.  Now  they  were 
told  that  an  English  precedent  must  be 
followed.  It  came,  therefore,  to  this : 
that  in  anything  favourable  to  the 
landowners*  interest,  the  cases  were 
completely  different,  but  in  anything 
detrimental  to  that  interest  they  were 
absolutely  paraUel.  Be  did  not  know 
how  this  provision  had  got  into  the 
Act  of  1894.  As  it  referred  only  to 
small    areas     it     probably     slipped     in 
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without  being  noticed,  and  at  the 
time  did  not  attract  much  inter 
•est  as  a  precedent,  because  at  that 
period  there  was  no  prospect  of  a 
liabourers  Act  being  introduced  into 
this  country.  He  believed  there  was 
such  a  prospect  now,  judging  from  what 
had  fallen  from  the  President  of  the  Local 
(Government  Board,  and  he  would 
<^ommend  that  to  the  attention  of  noble 
Lords  who  were  not  connected  with 
Ireland.  He  thought  this  was  a  most 
dangerous  precedent  to  introduce  into  the 
question  of  Irish  land,  and  he  should 
therefore  press  his  Motion  to  leave  out 
this  sub-section. 

♦Lord  ZOUCHE  op  HARYNG  WORTH 
«aid  that  from  the  humble  standpoint 
of  an  English  Member  he  should  like 
to  endorse  what  had  been  said  about  the 
dangerous  nature  of  this  precedent. 
They  were  now  discussing  an  Irish 
Bill,  and  one  that  related  entirely  to 
Irish  aSairs.  As  had  just  been  said 
by  the  noble  Lord  who  represented 
the  Grovemment  this  was  a  very  small 
matter  and  dealt  only  with  a  small 
area.  He  wished  to  point  out,  however, 
that  that  was  a  very  dangerous  argument, 
and  such  precedents  had  sometimes  been 
pushed  to  very  extreme  limits.  It 
Beemed  to  him  that  in  modern  legislation 
the  great  danger  was  that  of  establishing 
precedents  upon  small  issues.  Some- 
times they  were  established  in  Private 
Bill  legislation,  and  it  was  quite  possible 
that  in  this  way  they  might  find  them 
in  an  Irish  Bill.  The  House  was  aware 
that  there  was  very  considerable  negotia- 
tions in  regard  to  private  legislation  in 
this  House  where  vast  quantities  of 
property  were  taken  for  railways  and 
public  improvements.  He  did  not,  how- 
ever, think  there  was  any  precedent  for 
Baying  that  an  arbitrator  should  be 
absolutely  forbidden  from  giving  any 
allowance  for  compulsory  purchase.  It 
might  be  that  sometimes  he  had  been 
given  a  discretion  under  the  particular 
circumstances,  but  he  thought  he  was 
right  in  saying  that  the  general  law 
imposed  no  restriction  upon  an  arbitrator 
in  determining  whether  he  would  allow 
anything  for  compulsory  purchase  and 
what  it  should  be.  He  therefore  hoped 
that  the  Amendment  would  be  supported 
by  the  House.    However   small  the  pre- 


cedent might  be  now  it  was  likely  to 
lead  to  serious  and  complicated  results 
which  were  not  apparent  at  the  present 
moment. 

Lord  HEMPHILL  said  that  on  the 
merits  of  the  case  he  would  ask  noble 
Lords  opposite  why  the  landlord  or 
owner  should  not  be  satisfied  with  the 
actual  value  of  the  land  taken;  he 
did  not  see  why  this  artificial  bonus 
should  be  added.  Some  of  their  Lord- 
ships at  all  events  were  aware  that 
this  practice  of  giving  10  per  cent,  for 
compulsory  purchase  in  regard  to  the 
compensation  given  by  arbitrators  and 
by  juries  when  a  railway  company 
took  land,  had  gradually  crept  in 
by  degrees,  and  some  years  ago  in 
Ireland  the  judges  used  to  tell  the  jury 
that  they  were  not  bound  to  give  the 
10  per  cent.  But  the  practice  arose ; 
and  latterly  in  charging  juries,  although 
there  was  no  statutory  authority  for 
adding  this  10  per  cent,  the  judges  were 
in  the  habit  of  telling  juries  that  they 
would  be  at  liberty  to  take  into  account 
the  circumstance  that  the  owner  of  the 
land  was  not  a  free  agent,  but  that  the  land 
was  taken  from  them  by  the  force  of  the  Act 
of  Parliament.  But  apart  from  that,  the 
ordinary  man  did  not  appear  to  realise 
that  the  acre  or  half  acre  of  land  that 
was  taken  for  a  labourer's  cottage  in 
point  of  fact  was  only  worth  about  £30 
in  the  market,  and  why  should  the 
labourer  be  called  upon  to  pay  £3  more 
in  order  to  give  the  landord  £33,  the  £3 
being  imposed  as  a  sort  of  punishment 
for  the  local  authority  taking  the  land, 
or  as  a  bonus  to  the  selling  landlord  1 
He  would  much  prefer  that  this  question 
should  be  considered  on  its  own  merits, 
and  not  with  reference  to  the  precedent 
which  was  so  very  aptly  referred  to  by 
the  noble  Lord  on  the  Ministerial  bench. 
He  was  rather  astonished  to  hear  the 
noble  Lord  from  the  cross  benches  use 
the  argument  that  because  in  the  distant 
future  a  very  large  question  might  arise 
namely,  as  to  whether  land  should  be 
taken  by  compulsion  under  the  Land 
Purchase  Acts  from  the  landlords,  that 
in  anticipation  of  that  question  they 
should  now  do  what  was  imjust  in 
dealing  with  this  very  small  and  paltry 
matter  of  the  labourers  cottages.  It 
would  be  sufficient  to  deal  with  that 
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question  whenever  it  arc  se,  and  it 
would  be  a  very  bad  argument  to  refer 
to  what  had  been  done  in  this  parti- 
cular Act  of  Parliament  on  public,  local 
and  imperial  grounds,  and  upon  grounds 
of  humanity  to  lift  the  labourers  in  Ireland 
from  the  slough  of  despond  in  which  they 
were  at  the  present  time.  He  could 
assure  their  Lordships  from  considerable 
experience  in  Ireland,  that  there  was  no 
question  in  which  the  masses  were  more 
vitally  interested  than  this  attempt  to 
facilitate  the  provision  of  cottages  for 
labourers.  This  Bill  would  not  go  very  far 
assuming  that  it  became  law  to-morrow. 
There  was  no  question  in  which  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  more  vitally 
interested.  All  noble  Lords  who  had 
had  any  experience  of  Ireland  knew 
perfectly  well  that  some  of  these  habita- 
tions of  the  labourers  in  every  part  of 
Ireland,  and  more  especially  in  the 
south  and  west,  were  very  little  better 
than  pigsties. 

*LoRD  CLONBROCK  said  he  had 
never  said  a  word  about  this  10  per  cent. ; 
all  he  said  was  that  the  arbitrator  should 
not  be  fettered  in  cases  where  he  thought 
he  should  give  more.  He  wished  to 
remind  the  House  that  this  was  not  a 
question  affecting  only  the  landlords,  be- 
cause very  often  the  tenant  on  whose  land 
the  cottage  was  going  to  be  erected 
would  suffer  very  severely  by  it;  the 
value  of  his  farm  would  be  reduced, 
and  he  might  also  suffer  great  incon- 
venience in  other  ways.  Under  this 
Amendment  compensation  would  be  paid 
to  him  as  well  as  to  the  landlord.  It  was 
true  that  it  was  a  small  case,  and  was 
not  a  matter  of  great  impor^nce  in  this 
particular  instance,  but  it  nevertheless 
required  attention. 

Lord  DUNRAVEN  assured  the  House 
that  this  Amendment  was  not  going  to 
make  any  material  difference  to  the 
labouring  population  in  Ireland.  He 
ventured  to  say  that  there  was  a  sound 
common-sense  reason  why  arbitrators 
should  b^  allowed  to  make  an  additional 
allowance  where  land  was  taken  com- 
pulsorily.  If  they  compelled  a  man  to 
sell  land,  or  to  sell  anything  else,  they 
put  him  to  considerable  inconvenience  and 
expense  in  finding  some  other  investment 
for  his  money ;   therefore,  if  a  man  was 

Lord  HemphilL 


an  unwilling  seller,  it  was  not  unreasonable 
that  an  arbitrator  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  giving  him  something  in  addi- 
tion, in  order  to  compensate  the  owner 
for  the  time  and  trouble  and  expense 
which  he  would  be  put  to  in  finding  some 
other  investment. 

The  Earl  of  ARRAN  thought  that 
many  of  the  arguments  which  had  been 
brought  forward  upon  this  subject 
would  be  more  appropriate  when  the 
question  was  brought  up  upon  a  larger 
basis.  Sufficient  attention  had  not,  in 
his  opinion,  been  called  to  this  very 
large  principle,  and  it  was  entirely  wrong 
that  such  a  principle  should  be  allowed 
to  worm  its  way  by  a  sort  of  back-door 
process  into  legislation  of  this  kind  in- 
stead of  being  properly  fought  out. 

Lord  JOICEY  said  he  happened  to 
be  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons- 
when  the  Act  of  1894  was  passed.  That 
Act  was  only  passed  after  a  very  close 
and  difficult  discussion,  and  the  House 
of  Commons  came  to  the  conclusion 
hat  it  was  desirable  in  dealing  with 
very  small  holdings  that  such  a  charge 
as  this  should  not  be  put  upon  ihe 
land.  The  case  was  very  similar  here, 
and  he  could  not  see  why  the  House 
should  not  accept  this  proposal  when  it 
was  an  accepted  principle  already  in 
regard  to  EngUsh  legislation.  There  was 
a  great  similarity  in  dealing  with  the 
very  poorest  cottagers  of  Ireland  and 
the  very  poor  agricultural  tenants  of 
England.  He  did  not  think  there  was 
any  argument  which  could  be  used  in 
this  House  which  ought  to  induce  their 
Lordships  to  depart  from  the  principle 
which  had  been  already  laid  down  in 
the  Act  of  1894. 

*The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  : 
It  has  been  suggested  that  this  question 
should  be  dealt  with  in  reference  to  the 
merits  of  the  case  rather  than  in  regard 
to  precedents.  I  should  hke  to  ask  upon 
the  merits  of  the  case  why  the  court  is  to 
be  precluded  from  allowing  any  addition 
to  the  purchase  money  in  consideration 
of  the  fact  that  the  transaction  is  a  com- 
pulsory one.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  told  us  that  the  value  of  these 
holdings  was  about  £30  an  acre,  but  I  do 
not  know  what  reason  there  is  why  the 
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owner  should  be  compelled  to  sell  a 
single  acre  at  the  pro  rata  price  of  the 
whole.  Surely  it  is  fair  in  a  case  of  this 
kind  to  take  into  consideration  the  fact 
that  the  owner  is  compelled  to  sell,  not 
the  whole  of  his  property,  but  a  fraction 
of  it,  which  may  from  his  point  of  view 
be  very  inconveniently  situated.  There 
might  be  a  most  inconvenient  severance, 
and  the  use  and  amenities  of  the 
rest  of  the  holdings  may  be  very  con- 
siderably interfered  with  by  the  appro- 
priation of  a  small  part  of  it.  Why, 
under  these  conditions,  are  we  to  say 
that  in  no  circumstances  is  there  to  be 
&ny  addition  made  on  the  ground  of 
■compulsion  ?  I  shoidd  Uke  to  remind 
your  Lordships  that  this  principle  is  not 
unknown  to  us  in  English  legislation. 
In  our  earlier  Land  Acts  it  was  enacted 
that  if  a  tenant  was  compulsorily  deprived 
of  his  holding  by  his  landlord,  that  tenant 
should  receive  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance. That  is  the  same  principle, 
and  unless  I  am  very  much  mistaken,  a 
Bill  which  is  now  before  Parliament  which 
has  received  a  great  deal  of  approval  from 
His  Majesty's  Government,  contains  a 
recognition  of  the  same  principle  in  a  very 
emphatic  form.  Just  one  word  as  to 
precedent.  Many  speakers  have  relied 
upon  the  alleged  precedent  of  the  Local 
Government  Act  of  1894.  As  Lord 
Cronbrock  has  already  pointed  out  to  the 
House,  that  Act  contains  this  most  im- 
portant qualification,  and  I  will  read  it 
^ain  to  the  House — 

**  The  arlntrator,  in  fixing  rent  or  other  com- 
penaation,  shall  take  into  consideration  all  the 
•circnmstances  connected  with  the  land,  and 
the  use  to  which  it  might  otherwise  be  pat  by 
the  owner  daring  the  term  of  hiring,  and  any 
depreciation  of  uie  value  to  the  tenant  of  the 
rendae  of  his'  holding,  caused  by  the  with- 
drawal from  the  holding  of  the  land  hired  by 
the  Parish  Council." 

That  is  the  principle  for  which  my  noble 
friends  are  contending,  and  I  would  say 
that  if  the  Grovemment  really  are  deter- 
mned  to  resist  the  Amendment  of  my  noble 
friend,  I  hope,  at  any  rate,  that  they  will 
agree  to  some  other  words  which  will  be 
upon  all-fours  with  the  words  of  the 
English  Act. 

♦The  Earl  op  CREWE  :  The  aebate 
on  this  Amendment  has  been  devoted  to 
two  entirely  different  subjects.  In  the 
first  place,  it  has  been  devoted  to  the 


question  of  how  far  precedents  are  being 
followed,  and  on  the  other  hand,  to  how 
far  the  words  in  the  Bill  are  justified  by 
the  precise  merits  of  the  case.  As  regards 
the  precedent  of  the  Act  of  1894,  although 
I  think  it  is  of  considerable  value  in 
coming  to  a  determination  on  this  ques- 
tion, it  is  by  no  means  the  only  considera- 
tion which  affected  the  Government  in 
introducing  this  provision  into  the  Bill. 
The  noble  Marquis  who  spoke  last  I  think 
somewhat  overstated  the  effect  of  the 
qualification  which  exists  in  that  Bill. 
In  speaking  of  the  damage  which  the 
landlord  was  likely  to  sustain,  he  used 
the  word  "  severance."  Now  there  is 
nothing  whatever  that  I  am  aware  of  in 
this  Bill  to  prevent  extra  compensation 
being  given  on  grounds  of  severance  by 
the  arbitrator.  The  case  is  similar  in 
regard  to  other  indirect  damage  which 
may  be  sustained,  and  it  is  simply  on 
this  one  question  of  10  per  cent,  in  relation 
to  compulsory  purchase  that  the  pre- 
cedent of  the  Act  of  1894  is  followed. 
The  noble  Earl,  Lord  Dunraven,  based 
his  argument  in  favour  of  this  Amend- 
ment on  the  circumstance  that  the 
vendor  under  this  Act  must  always  be 
taken  to  be  an  unwilling  seller.  I 
should  think  in  a  large  proportion  of 
instances  that  is  by  no  means  the  case. 
In  many  cases  the  sale  is  a  great  advantage 
to  the  estate,  and  if  some  extra  payment 
is  to  be  made  on  account  of  the  alleged 
compulsion,  I  confess  I  am  not  able  to 
understand  the  reason  for  it.  There 
is  no  doubt  that  this  ten  per  cent,  has 
been  put  on  in  certain  cases,  and  it  is 
very  familiar  to  all  those  of  your  Lord- 
ships who  sit  in  the  Committee  rooms 
upstairs.  It  does  not,  however,  possess 
the  sanctity  of  the  Ten  Commandments, 
and  in  this  country  it  has  been  very  much 
abused.  I  believe  there  have  been  many 
instances  where  the  ten  per  cent,  has 
been  given  as  a  mere  matter  of  form, 
where  no  compensation  was  morally  claim- 
able on  the  grounds  of  compulsory 
acquisition.  Under  these  circumstances 
I  am  afraid  that  we  cannot  accept  the 
Amendment  which  has  been  moved  by 
the  noble  Lord,  and  we  must  divide  the 
House  against  it. 

Lord  LONDONDERRY  said  the  noble 
Earl  had  not  proved  that  there  was  any- 
thing of  the  kind  referred  to  in  the  Bill 
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which  he  was  asking  the  House  to 
accept.  He  reminded  the  House  that 
under  the  various  Bills  which  had  been 
passed,  the  land  had  passed  into  the 
possession  of  occupiers,  and  in  taking 
the  course  they  were  adopting  that  night 
they  were  defending  those  who  had 
recently  purchased  their  holdings,  and 
were  declining  to  allow  them  to  have 
taken  from  them  compulsorily  their  land 
which  they  had  just  acquired  on  favour- 
able terms  under  the  Purchase  Acts. 
He  ventured  to  say  that  those  who  were 
taking  advantage  of  the  principles  of 
the  Bill  two  or  three  years  ago,  were 
anxiously  waiting  for  the  time  to  come 
when  they  would  become  owners  of  their 
holdings,  and  they  would  look  forward 
with  great  dismay  at  having  signed 
agreements  and  afterwards  finding  that 
before  they  had  actually  acquired  their 
holdings,  it  was  possible  that  portions 
of  them  might  be  taken  from  them 
for  the  purpose  of  labourers  cottages. 
Therefore,  in  taking  the  action  they  did 
that  night,  the  Opposition  were  guarding 
the  interests  of  those  who  were  to  be 
the  future  owners  of  the  land  which  they 
occupied.  It  was  all  very  well  to  say 
that  10  per  cent,  had  not  always  been  the 
custom  in  Ireland.  It  always  had  been 
the  custom,  and  it  had  been  an  under- 
tood  thing,  and  if  that  was  so,  and  if 
it  had  been  so  for  years  past,  and  had 
been  recognised  not  as  one  of  the  Ten 
Commandmants,  but  as  an  unwritten 
law  why  was  the  arbitrator  to  be  arbi- 
trarily forbidden  from  giving  what  he 
thought  was  right  in  the  case  of  disputes 
in  order  to  recoup  those  whose  land 
was  compulsorily  taken  from  them. 
He  believed  that  everybody  regretted 
parting  with  their  land,  and  he  thought 
the  landowners  of  Ireland  in  acquiescing 
in  the  sale  of  their  land  as  they  had  done 
had    taken    that    course    because    they 


thought  it  was  in  the  interests  of  the 
country,  and  the  sacrifices  they  had 
made  were  extremely  great.  When 
they  were  told  that  they  were  to  intro- 
duce still  more  compulsory  taking  of 
land  ^han  at  present  existed,  he  must 
utterly  decline  to  associate  himself  with 
any  measure  which  would  have  such  an 
effect.  He  trusted  the  day  was  far  dis- 
tant when  they  would  see  the  principle- 
of  the  compulsory  sale  of  land  extended 
throughout  Ireland,  and  it  would 
always  be  quoted  to  their  discredit  if 
they  allowed  a  clause  such  as  this  ta 
pass  without  criticism,  or  without 
showing  their  disapproval  of  it.  Those 
who  held  land  in  Ireland  would  regret 
it  in  the  future  if  they  allowed  this^ 
proposal  to  become  law. 

The  Earl  op  DONOUGHMORE 
said  the  noble  Lord  had  rather  sug- 
gested that  by  this  Amendment  they 
were  claiming  something  that  was  urfa'r. 
He  said  that  whatever  percentage  waa 
given  would  only  be  given  in  cases  of  com- 
pulsory purchase,  and  that  hundreds 
of  cases  would  not  be  compulsory^ 
at  all.  Not  one  single  case  that  was  not 
compulsory  would  come  under  the  pro- 
posal which  this  Amendment  put  for- 
ward. Therefore  he  claimed  that  the 
custom  would  not  apply.  He  wished 
to  enforce  what  had  been  said  before,  that 
they  were  not  asking  for  10  per  cent, 
and  they  were  not  asking  for  anything 
except  that  the  arbitrators  should  be 
allowed  to  judge  whether  something 
should  be  given  or  not.  He  did  not  think 
that  that  was  an  unreasonable  thing  at  a  I 
to  ask  for. 

On  Question,  whether  the  sub-section 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause,  their  Lordships  divided: — Con- 
tents, 32 ;  not-contents,  86. 
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Lord  DENMAN  said  that  a  similar 
Amendment  was  moved  in  another 
place  and  refused,  and  therefore  it  was 
only  consistent  that  he  should  raise 
some  objection  to  it  now.  He  did  so 
more  particularly  on  the  grounds  that 
he  had  stated  before,  namely,  that  the 
whole  object  of  this  Bill  was  to  reduce  the 
expense  of  these  proceedings.  What 
would  happen  was  that  the  district 
councils  would  be  mulcted  in  considerable 
sums  when  they  might  not  have  been  at 
any  great  fault  in  the  matter,  and  it  was 
because  the  Government  wanted  to  reduce 
the  expenditure  that  they  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  in  this  case.  It  was  not  a  matter 
to  which  the  Government  attached  any 
very  great  importance,  but  at  the  same 
time  he  respectfully  asked  the  noble 
Lord  not  to  press  this  particular  Amend- 
ment upon  the  House. 

The  Earl  of  DONOUGHMORE 
said  his  case  for  pressing  this  Amend- 
ment was  furnished  by  the  speech  which 
had  just  been  delivered.  The  object 
of  this  clause,  it  was  claimed,  was  to 
make  it  cheaper  for  the  district  councils, 
and  the  extra  cost  over  £10  was  to 
come  out  of  the  landlord's  pocket. 
That  was  a  great  injustice,  and  he  should 
certainly   press   the   Amendment. 

♦The  Earl  op  CREWE  :  I  am  not 
surprised  that  the  noble  Earl  presses 
this  Amendment,  and  we  shall  not  resist 
it.  I  may  say,  however,  that  so  far  as  I 
was  concerned,  I  was  not  greatly  im- 
pressed by  the  authority  of  the  two 
distinguished  gentlemen  whose  opinions 
the  noble  Earl  read  to  the  House.  They 
were  the  opinions  of  two  gentlemen 
belonging  to  the  legal  profession,  and  I 
think  the  House  will  agree  with  me  that 
that  argument,  coming  from  the  source 
it  did,  is  not  a  very  strong  one,  because 
the  desire  and  temptation  to  cheapen 
this  kind  of  procedure  appeals  less  to 
the  legal  profession  than  to  any  other. 
We  will  not,  however,  resist  the  noble 
Earl's  Amendment. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to* 
Clause  11,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 


(  -^LoRD  CLONBROCK  said  the  object 
of  the  new  clause  he  proposed  was  to 
provide  that  a  person  should  be  dis- 
qualified for  being  elected  a  member  of 
the  district  coimcil  if  he  was  the  tenant 
to  that  council  in  respect  of  a  cottage  on 
any  land  provided  under  the  Labourers 
Acts.  He  thought  their  Lordships 
would  readily  see  that  it  was  necessary 
to  introduce  a  disquahfication  of  this 
kind,  because  such  a  case  had  arisen. 
He  begged  to  move  the  new  clause 
standing  in  his  name. 

New  clause — 

"  A  person  shall  be  disqualified  for  being 
elected,  or  chosen,  or  being  a  member  of  a 
district  council  if  he  is  the  tenant  to  that 
council  of  a  cottage  or  any  land  provided 
under  the  Labourers  Acts.  If  any  such 
person  shall  become  such  tenant  when  a 
member  of  any  such  council  his  seat  shall  be, 
ipsofactOf  vacated."— (Xorrf  Ohnbrock.) 

Brought  up  and  read  1*. 

Moved,  "  That  the  clause  be  read  2*." 

Lord  DENMAN  said  the  Government 
were  not  in  a  position  to  accept  this 
Amendment  because  there  did  not 
appear  to  be  any  precedent  for  it.  They 
had,  during  the  debate,  been  frequently 
warned  of  the  danger  of  accepting  pro- 
posals without  precedents,  but  the  noble 
Lord  by  this  Amendment  would  be 
creating  a  precedent. 

Lord  DUNRAVEN  said  it  would 
disqualify  the  whole  countryside. 

Lord  CLONBROCK  said  that  under 
the  circumstances  he  would  not  press 
his  Amendment. 

New  clause,   by  leave,   withdrawn. 

Clause  12  agreed  to. 

Clause  13 : — 

Lord  MAYO  said  that  this  clause 
provided  that  the  Lord  Chancellor's 
salary  was  to  be  reduced  by  £3,000. 
He  wished  to  ask  the  Government  if 
any  arrangement  had  been  made  for 
this  under  the  financial  provisions  of 
this  Bill.    The  sum  might  be  put  upoa 
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the  Development  Grant,  and  he  should 
like  to  know  therefore  that  this  sum  had 
been  secured  for  the  Bill. 

Lord  DENMAN  said  he  understood 
that  one  of  the  judgeships  had  already 
been  suspended.  It  was  £3,000  a  year. 
Another  would  be  suspended  shortly, 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor's  salary  would  be 
reduced  by  £2,000  or  £3,000.  He  under- 
stood that  the  assent  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor had  already  been  obtained  to  the 
reduction.  He  did  not  think  there  was 
any  fear  whatever  of  the  sum  in  question 
coming  out  of  the  Irish  Development 
Grant. 

Clause  13  agreed  to. 

Clauses  15,  16  and  17  agreed  to. 

Clause  18  :— 

The 'Marquess  op  LONDONDERRY 
Slid  there  was  annually  paid  in  Ireland 
£33,811,  called  the  Exchequer  contribu- 
tion, in  aid  of  the  cost  of  building  labourers 
cottages.  Under  that  grant  £2,466  was 
paid  to  Antrim,  £2,026  to  county  Down, 
£1,074  to  county  Armagh,  and  £811  to 
County  Fermanagh.  He  did  not  think 
those  four  counties  had  taken  advantage  of 
the  grants  allotted  to  them,  but  it  was 
rather  hard  upon  them  now  by  this  Bill 
to  deduct  £6,000  a  year  from  the  grant  it 
was  proposed  to  distribute.  To  a  certain 
extent  the  counties  had  only  themselves 
to  blame,  but,  knowing  that  part  of 
Ireland  very  well  from  experience,  he 
thought  these  counties  ought  not  to  be 
thus  deprived  under  a  Bill  which  was 
intended  to  benefit  the  labourers.  Un- 
doubtedly agriculture  in  that  part  of 
Ulster  was  being  steadily  developed. 
Fanning  there  was  of  an  extremely 
high  class,  and  he  thought  it  would  be 
an  improvement  if  the  labourers  were 
f^ven  the  advantages  intended  for  them. 
If  the  noble  Lord  responsible  for  the 
measure  would  consider  the  question 
before  it  came  up  on  report  and  consider 
how  these  counties  were  going  to  be 
deprived  in  the  future,  he  would  be  per- 
fectly satisfied. 

♦Thb  Earl  op  CREWE  said  he  was 
afraid  he  could  not  give  an  answer  to  the 
noble  Harquses  which    woiild    be    con- 
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sidered  satisfactory.  All  attempts  to  alter 
the  financial  provisions  of  the  Bill  in  any 
way  would  really  be  fatal  to  it.      This 
matter  was  discussed  at  full  length  by 
Lord  Dunraven  upon  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill,  and  it  was  generally  admitted 
that  the  Government,  in  adopting  such 
a   form  of   allocation,   had  done  their 
best  to  arrive  at  an  equitable  solution 
of  the  question.     As  matters  now  stood, 
the   residue  of  the  exchequer  contribu- 
tion was  divided  between  the  different 
counties  in  proportion  to  their  shares  of 
the  Irish  Probate  Grant.    That  depended 
upon   the  extent  of  roads  in  the  area, 
a    fact    which    clearly   could    have    no 
bearing  upon  the  question  of  the  pro- 
vision of  labourers*  houses.     It  certainly 
did   seem   generally   equitable   that,   in 
consideiing  how  the  provision  was  to  be 
divided    in    the    future,    some    account 
should   be   taken,  in   tdlowing  cottages 
to  be  built  on  a  cheaper  scale,  of  the 
previous    operations    of    such    counties 
as    had    already    built    them.     If   that 
were  not  done  there  would  be  a  marked 
injustice  to  coimties  which  had  gone  to 
considerable    expense,  which    after    all 
could  not  be  recouped.     It  was  generally 
agreed    that    they    could    not    devote 
any     portion      of       this       grant      to 
recouping    counties    which    had     built 
in  the  past.    The  only  way  in  which 
they  could  be  recouped    was    by    the 
plan  in  the  clause  under  consideration. 
When  the  noble  Lord  said  this  was  hard 
upon  the  four  counties,  he  dared  to  say 
that  it  might  be  in  a  sense.    They  had 
very  large  arrears  to  make  up,  and  it  was 
possible  that  fewer  cottages  might  be 
built  there  than  otherwise,  but  on  the 
other  hand,  they  would  under  the  Bill 
get  the  full  benefit  of  the  extremely  rea- 
sonable terms  which  it  provided,   and 
he   therefore   hoped   that   there   would 
not  be  much  reason  for  the  labourers 
in  those  counties  to    suffer    any    real 
detriment  by  the  allocation  proposed. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY 
said  the  noble  Earl  talked  about 
counties  being  recouped,  but  there 
was  no  question  in  his  mind  about 
their  being  recouped.  He  understood 
that,  owing  to  a  smaller  number  of 
cottages  being  built  in  Ulster  and  else- 
where,  that  the  greater  part  of  the 
grant  would  be  taken  away.    Antrim, 
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instead  of  receiving  £2,466,  would 
receive  about  £400 ;  County  Down, 
instead  of  receiving  £2,206,  about  £300, 
and  he  believed  that  the  other  counties 
would  receive  sums  reduced  in  propor- 
tion. It  was  not  a  question  of  recouping 
them,  but  one  of  their  receiving  so  much 
less. 

*The  Earl  op  CREWE  said  that, 
when  he  spoke  of  recouping,  he  spoke 
of  recouping  those  counties  which  had 
already  built  cottages,  and  not  of  the 
four  counties  in  question.  They  could  not 
be  recouped.  They  were  being  deprived 
of  a  certain  share  of  their  grant. 

Clause   18  agreed  to. 
1 
Clause  19 : — 

The  Earl  op  DONOUGHMORE 
proposed  to  leave  out  the  words 
**  or  by  a  son  of  any  such  labourer" 
in  line  35  on  page  10.  The 
inclusion  of  those  words  in  the  clause 
could,  to  his  mind,  only  have  two  results. 
They  would  enable  labourers — and  they 
were  cute  enough  to  find  out  very  quickly 
how — to  avoid  the  proviso  which  followed 
at  the  end  of  the  clause  which  was  put  in 
in  another  place  by  His  Majesty's 
Government.  All  the  labourer  had  to  do 
was  to  give  up  his  tenancy  to  his  son. 
There  was  a  far  more  serious  result  which 
the  retention  of  the  words  might  have.  It 
might  result  in  a  lot  of  people  getting  the 
benefit  of  the  A  ts  who  were  not  agri- 
cultural labourers  at  all,  and  that  was 
not  the  object  of  the  Labourers  Act. 
The  local  postman,  the  attendant  at  the 
local  workhouse,  or  the  artisan  working 
in  the  town  close  by  might  say  he  wanted 
the  benefits  of  the  section  because  he 
was  the  son  of  a  labourer.  Thus  they 
would  have  a  large  increase  of  uneco- 
nomic holdings  without  the  compensating 
advantage  of  getting  labourers  back  to 
the  land.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  see  their  way  to  take  the  words 
out  of  the  clause. 

Amendment  moved — 

"In  page  10,  line  35,  to  leave  out  the  words 
'or  by  the  f^^m  of  any  8uch  labourer.*" — {The 
Earl  of  Donoiighmore.) 

Lord  DENMAN  said  the  words  should 
stiind    as    they    appeared    in    the    Bill. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry, 


There  were  instances  where  labourers 
might  be  old  and  beyond  work,  and 
where  their  sons  would  have  to  work 
for  them ;  it  was  rather  hard  to  say 
that  they  should  be  excluded  from  the 
benefits  of  the  Bill.  It  was  not  a  matter 
of  great  importance,  however,  and  they 
had  no  intention  of  dividing  the  House 
upon  it.  Still,  he  hoped  the  noble  Earl 
would  allow  the  clause  to  remain  as  it 
stood. 


Earl    DONOUGHMORE:    I 
rather  have  it  out. 


would 


TheJEarl  op  CREWE:  I  am  sorry 
to*see  the  noble  Earl  b  not  more  devoted 
to*  the  hereditary  principle. 

The    Earl    op    DONOUGHMORE 
I  apologise  to  the  noble  Earl  for  becoming* 
a  Radical. 

On  Question,  Amendment  negatived. 

The  Earl  of  DONOUGHMORE 
said  he  now  wished  to  ask  their  Lordships 
to  put  back  in  the  Bill  a  provision 
originally  included.  The  provision  read — 

*'  And  that  the  applicant  has  paid  all  rent 
due  by  him  in  respect  of  such  tenancy.'* 

He   thought  it   was  reasonable   to   say 

that  a  man  should  not  receive  the  benefits 

of  the  clause  unless  he  had  paid  his  rent 

up   to   date   Uke   an   honest  man.    He 

found  some  difficulty  in  imagining  why 

the  words  were  struck  out.     It  had  been 

put  before  him  that  the  landlord     ould 

look  after  himself,  but  he  did  not  think 

that   His  Majesty's  €U>vernment  would 

be  moved  by  such  a  motive.    He  thought 

such  a  case   necessitated  the   inclusion 

of  the  words  which  were  originally  in 

the   Bill,    and   he   therefore   begged    to 

move  that  they  be  inserted. 

Amendment    moved — 

"  In  page  10,  line  37,  after  the  word  *  made 
to  insert  the  worda  '  and  that  the  applicant 
has  paid  all  rent  due  by  him  in  respect  of  such 
tenancy.'  *' — {The  Earfof  Donougkinore.) 

♦The  Earl  op  CREWE  said  he  did 
not  propose  to  resist  the  action  of  the 
noble  Lord  in  the  matter,  though  he 
did  not  think  the  clause,  as  it  stood, 
by  any  means  unreasonable. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to 

Clause  19,  as  amended,  agreed  ta 
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Clauses  20  to  23  agreed  to. 
Clause  24  :— 


Lord  INCHIQUIN  said  that  Clause  24 
was  an  extraordinary  one.  Some  25,000 
cottages  were  proposed  to  be  built  and 
placed  on  portions  of  land  to  be  taken 
from  various  estates,  and  in  them  were 
to  be  placed  labourers  not  necessarily 
from  the  estate  on  which  they  stood. 
These  labourers  were  to  be  given  the 
ripht  to  cut  turf  on  the  estate  on  which 
their  cottages  stood.  The  estate  might 
mean  20,000  or  30,000  acres,  and  a  part 
of  it  might  be  miles  away  from  the  cottage, 
and  yet  the  labourer  was  to  be  given  the 
right  to  go  and  cut  turf  without  asking 
the  landlord's  or  anybody's  leave.  The 
tenants  had  to  ask  the  landlord's  sanction 
unless  the  right  was  part  of  their  agree- 
ment when  they  took  over  the  tenancy. 
The  clause  gave  the  tenant  of  every 
district  cottage  the  right  to  cut  turf  on 
the  estate  on  which  the  cottage  happened 
to  stand.  Surely  that  must  be  a  mistake. 
It  had  certainly  been  put  into  the  Bill 
withont  consideration.  A  great  many 
bogs  in  Ireland  were  small,  and  there 
was  already  barely  sufficient  to  support 
the  cottagers  in  them,  yet  they  were 
giving  these  thousands  of  additional  men 
the  right  to  cut.  The  Amendment  he  had 
put  down  on  the  Paper  left  it  open  to  the 
owners  to  give  permission.  He  was  told 
that  some  mistake  had  been  made,  and 
that  the  clause  only  referred  to  estates 
bought  under  the  Land  Purchase  Act. 
If  that  was  so,  neither  the  clause  nor  the 
Bill  said  anything  about  it.  As  the 
Bill  stood,  it  was  the  most  bare-faced 
robbery  that  he  had  ever  seen.  It  was 
merely  taking  the  bog  and  giving  it  to 
an  outside  man,  whom  the  owner  had 
not  placed  on  his  land  and  whom  pro- 
haUy  he  did  not  want.  It  seemed  to  him 
a  most  unfair  proceeding  altogether,  and 
he  was  strongly  opposed  to  it  unless  some 
explanation  could  be  given.  It  would 
only  make  the  clause  exceedingly 
involved,  and  would  involve  Amend- 
ments higher  on  to  make  it  apply  only 
to  estates  bought  under  the  Land  Pur- 
Act.     He  hoped  the  Government 


would  see  their  way  to  make  some  altera- 
tion to  meet  the  case. 

Amendment    moved — 

-  lo  pttise  II,  line  39,  after  *  Council '  inncrt 
'  Prorid«d  that  the  owner  of  the  estate  has 
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consented  to    his  being  so  deemed,**— {Lord 
Inehiquin,) 

Lord  DBNMAN  said  he  hoped  to  be 
able  to  meet  the  case  by  the  insertion  of 
the  words — 

"In  cases  of  estates  sold  under  the  Land 
Purchase  Act.'* 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  :  That  will  require 
an  addition  as  well,  and  I  prefer  practi- 
cally the  same  words  placed  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Clause. 

Lord  DENMAN  :  As  we  are  all 
agreed  upon  the  principle,  could  we  not 
settle  it  at  a  later  stage  to-morrow  1 

Lord  INCHIQUIN:  It  wiU  require 
a  further  Amendment  after  the  word 
allotment."  You  will  have  to  put  in 
on  such  estate."  Perhaps  the  noble 
Lord  will  redraft  the  whole  thing. 

Lord  DENMAN :  I  will  undertake 
to  do  so. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said  he  was 
not  sure  that  the  Government  had  any 
clear  idea  in  their  own  mind  as  to  what 
was  meant.  Where  was  the  turf  to 
come  from  and  who  owned  it  ?  He 
could  quite  understand  that  a  man 
wanted  turf  to  light  his  fire,  and  every- 
one wanted  to  give  it  him,  but  he  wanted 
to  know  the  meaning  of  the  clause  as  it 
stood.  Who  was  the  owner  of  the  pro- 
perty in  which  the  turbary  was  to  be 
found  ?  It  was  certainly  not  the  District 
Council,  which  had  only  bought  an  acre 
of  land.  It  must  therefore  be  the  pro- 
prietor of  the  surrounding  property. 
His  noble  friend  said  it  was  reasonable 
to  give  the  owner  of  the  surrounding  pro- 
perty whose  turf  it  was  proposed  to  take 
an  opportunity  of  looking  in  and  saying 
whether  he  agreed.  It  was  a  reasonable 
proposal  made  in  no  spirit  of  hostility  to 
any  poor  labourer  getting  turf. 

♦The  Earl  op  CREWE  said  he 
gathered  that  the  noble  Lord  was  satbfied 
with  the  Government's  proposal. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  :     Not  entirely. 

♦The  Earl  op  CREWE  said  that  pro- 
vision was  made  whereby  the  tenant  of 
the  district  council  would  be  able  to  get 
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Ids  share  of  whatever  turf  was  going  on 
the  estate  ;  but  if  the  landlord  sold  durect 
to  the  tenant  he  could  make  such  arrange- 
ments as  he  pleased. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said  he  was  not 
sure  that  he  had  made  his  meaning  dear. 
He  was  afraid  that  there  was  no  clear 
idea  underlying  the  cimning  hands  of  the 
draftsman  when  he  put  in  these  five  lines. 
He  could  imderstand  that  if  the  district 
coimcil  became  the  owners  of  the  estate, 
they  got  not  only  the  cottage  and  the 
acre  of  land,  but  the  turbary  as  their  own 
property ;  but  that  was  not  the  question. 
The  clause  only  dealt  with  the  narrow 
case  of  the  district  coimcil  having  ac- 
quired the  cottage  and  the  acre  of  land, 
and  they  suggested  that  somebody  was 
to  provide  that  acre  of  land  and  the 
turbary.  His  noble  friend  did  not  object 
to  the  benevolence  of  the  idea,  but  he 
wanted  the  owner  to  have  a  look  in  before 
it  was  decided. 

Lord  CLONBROCK  said  that  a  man, 
on  selling  his  property,  including  turbary 
to  his  tenants,  might  keep  a  large  portion 
of  a  bog  in  his  own  hands,  for  snipe 
shooting  and  other  purposes.  It  ought 
to  be  made  clear  that  the  tenant  of  a 
labourers  cottage  should  not  have  the 
right  to  go  and  cut  turf  there. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  :  Might  we  have 
the  exact  words  of  the  Government's  pro- 
posal ? 

Lord  DENMAN  :  May  I  bring  them 
up  on  Report  ? 

The  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN  said  that 
when  a  certain  amoimt  of  turbary  went 
to  a  certain  amount  of  holding,  a 
portion  of  that  holding  was  taken  for 
the  labourer  with  a  portion  of  turbary. 
He  did  not  know  whether  that  was  the 
idea  of  the  Bill,  but  it  seemed  to  him  a 
rather  sensible  idea. 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  COMMITTEE  : 
I  understand  the  noble  Lord  withdraws  ? 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said  he  did  not 
think  it  would  do  the  Government  anv 
harm  to  consider  the  Amendment  and 
see  if  they  could  not  make  the  clause 
better  on  Report. 

The  Earl  of  Crewe. 


Lord  BARRYMORE  said  that  the 
simplest  and  most  natural  way  would  be 
to  cut  the  clause  out  altogether  for  the 
present  and  to  bring  up  a  new  clause  on 
report  so  that  they  could  imderstand  and 
agree  to  it. 

The  Earl  of  CREWE  :  We  have  said 
all  the  time  that  we  will  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  :  I  am  not  quite 
satisfied. 

The  Earl  of  CREWE:  The  noble 
Lord  is  not  satisfied  with  his  own  Amend- 
ment. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN:  I  am  quite 
willing  to  accept  it  for  the  time  being  and 
to  have  the  clause  re-drafted.  The  clause 
is  a  bad  one.  I  have  consulted  two  or 
three  legal  minds,  and  they  are  unable 
to  understand  it. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said  it  was  a 
question  of  bringing  meaning  out  of 
obscure  words.  His  noble  friend  wished 
to  bring  some  order  out  of  chaos.  His 
Amendment  did  that,  and,  if  it  did  not 
quite  carry  out  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment, they  could  look  at  it  and  suggest 
further  words. 

The  Earl  of  CREWE :  That  b  just 
the  course  we  propose. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  24,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  25 : 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said  that  under 
Section  3  of  the  Labourers  Act  (Ireland) 
1886,  no  site  could  be  taken  compulsorily 
unless  land  immediately  adjoined  or  was 
accessible  from  an  existing  road.  There 
were  hundreds  of  farms  throughout  the 
country  that  were  not  accessible  from 
the  public  roads,  and  of  course  it  was 
not  fair  to  cut  them  out  of  the  Bill.  He 
hardly  thought  it  would  be  fair  to  leave 
the  words  • "  over  which  a  public  or 
private  right  of  way  exists."  because 
that  might  mean  only  a  footpath.  He 
thought  his  Amendment  to  add  the  words 
**  for  carts  and  other  vehicles**  would  be 
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perfectly  fair.  It  would  be  a  grea^injustioe 
to  A  farmer  to  have  labourers  cottages  put 
n^t  inside  the  farm  a  long  way  from  the 
U^  road  and  where  there  was  no  right 
of  way  except  for  a  footpath,  and  if  the 
words  he  proposed  were  added,  it  would 
mtke  it  much  easier  and  save  disagree- 
ments, fights,  and  most  likely  broken 
hesds. 

Amendment  moved — 

*'  In  page  12,  line  5,  after  the  word  '  exists  * 
tA  iiu^rt  the  words  *for  cat^m  and  other 
Tefaidet.'  **— (TAe  Earl  of  Ma^). 

Lord  DENMAN  said  the  (jk)vemment 
recognised  the  fairness  of  what  the  noble 
Lord  had  said,  and  they  would  be  glad  to 
looept  the  Amendment. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  25,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  26  and  27  agreed  to. 

Tm  Eabl  op  DONOUGHMORB 
lioped  tbe  Government  would  view 
hTonrably  the  new  clause  he  had  down 
on  the  Paper.  They  did  not  want  a 
rarvey  or  any  elaborate  paraphernalia. 
What  they  wanted  was  either  a 
ikeet  of  the  Ordnance  Map  with  a  red 
mirk  showing  where  it  was  proposed  that 
tie  cottage  should  be  or  a  tracing  of  the 
msp.  A  rou^h  plan  would  enable  them 
to  see  where  it  was  proposed  that  the 
ate  should  be  taken  and  would  save 
them  going  to  the  Union;  which  was 
^  often  a  considerable  distance  from 
tte  agent's  office.  It  would  save  time, 
ttd  he  hoped  the  (jk)vemment  would  give 
Aem  the  provision  which  would  con- 
■deiably  (^  the  wheels  of  the    Bill. 

Kew  Clause — 

'*T1m  noUee  of  any  proposed  scheme  served 
ipoD  th«  owner  or  occni>ier  of  any  land 
poposed  to  be  taken  othemnse  than  by  agree* 
acat  ihall  have  attached  thereto  a  map  or 
i^  lofficieDt  to  enable  the  person  so  served 
io  idaitify  the  portion  of  land  proposed  to  be 
nUkaL^"-.(Tae  EaH  of  Donoughmort,) 

Brought  up,  and  read  1*. 

Moved,  That  the  Clause  be  read  2\" 

LoBD  DEKHAN  said  it  was  possible 
the  proposal  might  add  a  certain  amount 


to  the  cost,  but  it  was  a  matter  of  no 
great  moment ;  and  the  Government 
would  be  prepared  to  accept  the  clause. 

On  Question,  put  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  2*^.  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

aause  28:— 

Lord  EILLANIN  proposed  to  leave 
out  sub-section  (2).  He  said  that  the 
first  sub-section  of  the  clause  provided 
that  the  district  council  should  make 
regulations  with  respect  to  the  letting 
of  cottages  and  allotments  under  the 
Labourers  Acts  and  for  preventing  any 
undue  preference  in  the  letting  thereof, 
and  generally  for  carrying  the  provision 
of  such  Acts  into  effect.  The  second 
subsection  went  on  to  say  that  prefe- 
rence should  be  given,  to  agricultural 
labourers  who  had  signed  on  their  own 
behalf  the  representation  on  which  the 
scheme  was  founded,  or  on  whose  behalf 
that  representation  was  made.  He 
could  not  see,  even  if  there  was  some 
merit  in  the  proposal,  why  Parliament 
should  take  upon  itself  to  tell  the  dis- 
trict council  whom  to  prefer.  What  did 
Parliament  know  about  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  or  the  character  of 
the  applicants  ?  As  the  section  stood 
a  man  of  the  very  worst  character  in 
the  district  might  receive  preference. 
The  matter  should  be  left  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  district  councils.  His 
Amendment  was  decidedly  on  the  Liberal 
side,  and  he  therefore  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  it.  If  they  did  not, 
he  would  not  press  it. 

Amendment  moved — 

•*  To  leave  out  sub-section  {2),"  —{Lord 
KtOanin,) 

Lord  DENMAN  said  he  was  afraid 
the  Government  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment.  He  was  informed  that  the 
sub-section  was  most  essential  tothe  work- 
ing of  the  Bill.  It  was  framed  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  those  labourers  who 
really  needed  them  to  get  cottages,  and 
he  hoped,  as  the  Government  had  con- 
ceded a  good  deal,  the  noble  Lord 
would  not  press  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Lord  DENMAN  said  that  a  similar 
Amendment  was  moved  in  another 
place  and  refused,  and  therefore  it  was 
only  consistent  that  he  should  raise 
some  objection  to  it  now.  He  did  so 
more  particularly  on  the  grounds  that 
he  had  stated  before,  namely,  that  the 
whole  object  of  this  Bill  was  to  reduce  the 
expense  of  these  proceedings.  What 
would  happen  was  that  the  district 
councils  would  be  mulcted  in  considerable 
sums  when  they  might  not  have  been  at 
any  great  fault  in  the  matter,  and  it  was 
because  the  Government  wanted  to  reduce 
the  expenditure  that  they  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  in  this  case.  It  was  not  a  matter 
to  which  the  Government  attached  any 
very  great  importance,  but  at  the  same 
time  he  respectfully  asked  the  noble 
Lord  not  to  press  this  particular  Amend- 
ment upon  the  House. 

The  Earl  of  DONOUGHMORE 
said  his  case  for  pressing  this  Amend- 
ment was  furnished  by  the  speech  which 
had  just  been  delivered.  The  object 
of  this  clause,  it  was  claimed,  was  to 
make  it  cheaper  for  the  district  councils, 
and  the  extra  cost  over  £10  was  to 
come  out  of  the  landlord's  pocket. 
That  was  a  great  injustice,  and  he  should 
certainly   press   the   Amendment. 

♦The  Earl  of  CREWE  :  I  am  not 
surprised  that  the  noble  Earl  presses 
this  Amendment,  and  we  shall  not  resist 
it.  I  may  say,  however,  that  so  far  as  I 
was  concerned,  I  was  not  greatly  im- 
pressed by  the  authority  of  the  two 
distinguished  gentlemen  whose  opinions 
the  noble  Earl  read  to  the  House.  They 
were  the  opinions  of  two  gentlemen 
belonging  to  the  legal  profession,  and  I 
think  the  House  will  agree  with  me  that 
that  argument,  coming  from  the  source 
it  did,  is  not  a  very  strong  one,  because 
the  desire  and  temptation  to  cheapen 
this  kind  of  procedure  appeals  less  to 
the  legal  profession  than  to  any  other. 
We  will  not,  however,  resist  the  noble 
Earl's  Amendment. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to* 
Clause  11,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 


(  ^LoRD  CLONBROCK  said  the  object 
\  of  the  new  clause  he  proposed  was  to 
provide  that  a  person  should  be  dis- 
qualified for  being  elected  a  member  of 
the  district  council  if  he  was  the  tenant 
to  that  council  in  respect  of  a  cottage  on 
any  land  provided  under  the  Labourers 
Acts.  He  thought  their  Lordships 
would  readily  see  that  it  was  necessary 
to  introduce  a  disqualification  of  this 
kind,  because  such  a  case  had  arisen. 
He  begged  to  move  the  new  clause 
standing  in  his  name. 

New  clause — 

"  A  person  shall  be  disqualified  for  being 
elected,  or  chosen,  or  being  a  member  of  a 
district  cooncil  if  he  is  the  tenant  to  that 
council  of  a  cottage  or  any  land  provided 
under  the  Labourers  Acta.  If  any  such 
person  shall  become  such  tenant  when  a 
member  of  any  such  council  his  seat  shall  be, 
ipsofactOy  vacated."— (iorrf  Clonbrock.) 

Brought  up  and  read  1*. 

Moved,  "  That  the  clause  be  read  2»." 

Lord  DENMAN  said  the  Government 
were  not  in  a  position  to  accept  this 
Amendment  because  there  did  not 
appear  to  be  any  precedent  for  it.  They 
had,  during  the  debate,  been  frequently 
warned  of  the  danger  of  accepting  pro- 
posals without  precedents,  but  the  noble 
Lord  by  this  Amendment  would  be 
creating  a  precedent. 

Lord  DUNRAVEN  said  it  would 
disqualify  the  whole  countryside. 

Lord  CLONBROCK  said  that  under 
the  circumstances  he  would  not  press 
his  Amendment. 

New  clause,  by  leave,   withdrawn. 

Clause  12  agreed  to. 

Clause  13 : — 

Lord  MAYO  said  that  this  clause 
provided  that  the  Lord  Chancellor's 
salary  was  to  be  reduced  by  £3,000. 
He  wished  to  ask  the  Government  if 
any  arrangement  had  been  made  for 
this  under  the  financial  provisions  of 
this  Bill.     The  sum  might  be  put  upo:i 
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the  Development  Grant,  and  he  should 
like  to  know  therefore  that  this  sum  had 
been  secured  for  the  Bill. 

Lord  DENMAN  said  he  imderstood 
that  one  of  the  judgeships  had  already 
been  suspended.  It  was  £3,000  a  year. 
Another  would  be  suspended  shortly, 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor's  salary  would  be 
reduced  by  £2,000  or  £3,000.  He  under- 
stood that  the  assent  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor had  already  been  obtained  to  the 
reduction.  He  did  not  think  there  was 
any  fear  whatever  of  the  sum  in  question 
coming  out  of  the  Irish  Development 
Grant. 

Clause  13  agreed  to. 

Clauses  15,  16  and  17  agreed  to. 

Clause  18  :— 

The'Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY 
said  there  was  annually  paid  in  Ireland 
£33,811,  called  the  Exchequer  contribu- 
tion, in  aid  of  the  cost  of  building  labourers 
cottages.  Under  that  grant  £2,466  was 
paid  to  Antrim,  £2,026  to  county  Down, 
£1,074  to  county  Armagh,  and  £811  to 
County  Fermanagh.  He  did  not  think 
those  four  counties  had  taken  advantage  of 
the  grants  allotted  to  them,  but  it  was 
rather  hard  upon  them  now  by  this  Bill 
t  o  deduct  £6,000  a  year  from  the  grant  it 
was  proposed  to  distribute.  To  a  certain 
extent  the  counties  had  only  themselves 
to  blame,  but,  knowing  that  part  of 
Ireland  very  well  from  experience,  he 
thought  these  counties  ought  not  to  be 
thus  deprived  under  a  Bill  which  was 
intended  to  benefit  the  labourers.  Un- 
doubtedly agriculture  in  that  part  of 
Ulster  was  being  steadily  developed. 
Farming  there  was  of  an  extremely 
high  class,  and  he  thought  it  would  be 
an  improvement  if  the  labourers  were 
given  the  advantages  intended  for  them. 
If  the  noble  Lord  responsible  for  the 
measure  would  consider  the  question 
before  it  came  up  on  report  and  consider 
how  these  counties  were  going  to  be 
deprived  in  the  future,  he  would  be  per- 
fectly satisfied. 

♦The  Earl  op  CREWE  said  he  was 
afraid  he  could  not  give  an  answer  to  the 
noble  Harquses  wUch    would    be    con- 
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sidered  satisfactory.  All  attempts  to  alter 
the  financial  provisions  of  the  BiU  in  any 
way  would  really  be  fatal  to  it.      This 
matter  was  discussed  at  full  length  by 
Lord  Dunraven  upon  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill,  and  it  was  generally  admitted 
that  the  Government,  in  adopting  such 
a   form  of  allocation,   had  done  their 
best  to  arrive  at  an  equitable  solution 
of  the  question.     As  matters  now  stood, 
the    residue  of  the  exchequer  contribu- 
tion was  divided  between  the  different 
counties  in  proportion  to  their  shares  of 
the  Irish  Probate  Grant.    That  depended 
upon   the  extent  of  roads  in  the  area, 
a    fact    which    clearly    could    have    no 
bearing  upon  the  question  of  the  pro- 
vision of  labourers*  houses.     It  certainly 
did   seem   generally  equitable   that,   in 
consideiing  how  the  provision  was  to  be 
divided    in    the    future,    some    account 
should   be   taken,  in   allowing   cottages 
to  be  built  on  a  cheaper  scale,  of  the 
previous    operations    of    such    counties 
as    had    already    built    them.     If    that 
were  not  done  there  would  be  a  marked 
injustice  to  counties  which  had  gone  to 
considerable    expense,  which    after    all 
could  not  be  recouped.     It  was  generally 
agreed    that    they     could     not    devote 
any     portion      of       this       grant     to 
recouping    counties    which    had     built 
in  the  past.    The  only  way  in  which 
they  could  be  recouped    was    by    the 
plan  in  the  clause  under  consideration. 
When  the  noble  Lord  said  this  was  hard 
upon  the  four  counties,  he  dared  to  say 
that  it  might  be  in  a  sense.    They  had 
very  large  arrears  to  make  up,  and  it  was 
possible  that  fewer  cottages  might  be 
built  there  than  otherwise,  but  on  the 
other  hand,  they  would  under  the  Bill 
get  the  full  benefit  of  the  extremely  rea- 
sonable terms  which  it  provided,   and 
he   therefore   hoped   that   there   would 
not  be  much  reason  for  the  labourers 
in  those  counties  to    suffer    any    real 
detriment  by  the  allocation  proposed. 

The  Marquess  op  LONDONDERRY 
said  the  noble  Earl  talked  about 
counties  being  recouped,  but  there 
was  no  question  in  his  mind  about 
their  being  recouped.  He  imderstood 
that,  owing  to  a  smaller  number  of 
cottages  being  built  in  Ulster  and  else- 
where, that  the  greater  part  of  the 
grant  would  be  taken  away.    Antrim, 

O 


383 


Labom^ers 


{LORDS} 


(Ireland)  Bill 


384 


instead  of  receiving  £2,466,  would 
receive  about  £400;  County  Down, 
instead  of  receiving  £2,206,  about  £300, 
and  he  believed  that  the  other  counties 
would  receive  sums  reduced  in  propor- 
tion. It  was  not  a  question  of  recouping 
them,  but  one  of  their  receiving  so  much 
less. 

*The  Earl  op  CREWE  said  that, 
when  he  spoke  of  recouping,  he  spoke 
of  recouping  those  coimties  which  had 
already  built  cottages,  and  not  of  the 
four  counties  in  question.  They  could  not 
be  recouped.  They  were  being  deprived 
of  a  certain  share  of  their  grant. 

Clause  18  agreed  to. 
I 

Clause   19: — 

The  Earl  op  DONOUGHMORE 
proposed  to  leave  out  the  words 
"  or  by  a  son  of  any  such  labourer" 
in  line  35  on  page  10.  The 
inclusion  of  those  words  in  the  clause 
could,  to  his  mind,  only  have  two  results. 
They  would  enable  labourers — and  they 
were  cute  enough  to  find  out  very  quickly 
how — to  avoid  the  proviso  which  followed 
at  the  end  of  the  clause  which  was  put  in 
in  another  place  by  His  Majesty's 
Government.  All  the  labourer  had  to  do 
was  to  give  up  his  tenancy  to  his  son. 
There  was  a  far  more  serious  result  which 
the  retention  of  the  words  might  have.  It 
might  result  in  a  lot  of  people  getting  the 
benefit  of  the  A  ts  who  were  not  agri- 
cultural labourers  at  all,  and  that  was 
not  the  object  of  the  Labourers  Act. 
The  local  postman,  the  attendant  at  the 
local  workhouse,  or  the  artisan  working 
.  in  the  town  close  by  might  say  he  wanted 
the  benefits  of  the  section  because  he 
was  the  son  of  a  labourer.  Thus  they 
would  have  a  large  increase  of  imeco- 
nomic  holdings  without  the  compensating 
advantage  of  getting  labourers  back  to 
the  land.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  see  their  way  to  take  the  words 
out  of  the  clause. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  10,  line  35,  to  leave  out  the  words 
'  or  by  the  son  of  any  such  labourer.' " — {The 
Eaii  of  Donovghmore.) 

Lord  DENMAN  said  the  words  should 
stand    as    they    appeared    in    the    Bill. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry. 


There  were  instances  where  labourers 
might  be  old  and  beyond  work,  and 
where  their  sons  would  have  to  work 
for  thctm ;  it  was  rather  hard  to  say 
that  they  should  be  excluded  from  the 
benefits  of  the  Bill.  It  was  not  a  matter 
of  great  importance,  however,  and  they 
had  no  intention  of  dividing  the  House 
upon  it.  Still,  he  hoped  the  noble  Earl 
would  allow  the  clause  to  remain  as  it 
stood. 

Earl  DONOUGHMORE:  I  would 
rather  have  it  out. 

The|Earl  op  CREWE:  I  am  sorry 
to^see  the  noble  Earl  is  not  more  devoted 
to  the  hereditary  principle. 

The    Earl    of    DONOUGHMORE 
I  apologise  to  the  noble  Earl  for  becoming 
a  Radical. 

On  Question,  Amendment  negatived. 

The  Earl  of  DONOUGHMORE 
said  he  now  wished  to  ask  their  Lordships 
to  put  back  in  the  Bill  a  pro\dsioii 
originally  included.  The  provision  read — 

**  And  tliat  the  applicant  has  paid  all  rent 
due  by  him  in  respect  of  such  tenancy.'* 

He   thought  it  was  reasonable   to   say 

that  a  man  should  not  receive  the  benefits 

of  the  clause  unless  he  had  paid  his  rent 

up   to   date   like   an   honest  man.    He 

found  some  difficulty  in  imagining  why 

the  words  were  struck  out.    It  had  been 

put  before  him  that  the  landlord     onld 

look  after  himself,  but  he  did  not  think 

that   His  Majesty's  Government  would 

be  moved  by  such  a  motive.    He  thought 

such   a  case  necessitated  the   inclusion 

of  the  words  which  were  originally  in 

the   Bill,    and   he   therefore   begged   to 

move  that  they  be  inserted. 

Amendment    moved — 

"  In  page  10,  line  37,  after  the  word  *  made 
to  insert  the  words  '  and  that  the  applicant 
has  paid  all  rent  due  Iw  him  in  respect  of  such 
tenancy.* " — {The  EarfofDonaughtnore.) 

♦The  Eakl  op  CREWE  said  he  did 
not  propose  to  resist  the  action  of  the 
noble  Lord  in  the  matter,  though  he 
did  not  think  the  clause,  as  it  stood, 
by  any  means  unreasonable. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to 

Clause  19,  as  amended,  agreed  ta 
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Clauses  20  tx>  23  agreed  to. 
Clause  24  :— 


Lord  INCHIQUIN  said  that  Clause  24 
was  an  extraordinary  one.     Some  25,000 
cottages  were  proposed  to  be  built  and 
placed  on  portions  of  land  to  be  taken 
from  various  estates,  and  in  them  were 
to  be  placed  labourers  not  necessarily 
from  the  estate  on  which  they  stood. 
These  labourers  were  to  be  given  the 
right  to  cut  turf  on  the  estate  on  which 
their  cottages  stood.     The  estate  might 
mean  20,000  or  30,000  acres,  and  a  part 
of  it  might  be  miles  away  from  the  cottage, 
and  yet  the  labourer  was  to  be  given  the 
right  to  go  and  cut  turf  without  asking 
the  landlord's  or  anybody's  leave.    The 
tenants  had  to  ask  the  landlord's  sanction 
unless  the  right  was  part  of  their  agree- 
ment when  they  took  over  the  tenancy. 
The  clause   gave    the  tenant  of  every 
district  cottage  the  right  to  cut  turf  on 
the  estate  on  which  the  cottage  happened 
to  stand.     Surely  that  must  be  a  mistake. 
It  had  certainly  been  put  into  the  Bill 
without   consideration.    A   great   many 
bogs  in  Ireland  were  small,  and  there 
was  already  barely  sufficient  to  support 
the  cottagers  in  them,   yet  they  were 
giving  these  thousands  of  additional  men 
the  right  to  cut.    The  Amendment  he  had 
put  down  on  the  Paper  left  it  open  to  the 
owners  to  give  permission.    He  was  told 
that  some  mistake  had  been  made,  and 
that  the  clause  only  referred  to  estates 
bought  imder  the  Land   Purchase   Act. 
If  that  was  so,  neither  the  clause  nor  the 
Bill  said  anything  about    it.    As    the 
Bill  stood,  it  was  the  most   bare-faced 
robbery  that  he  had  ever  seen.    It  was 
merely  taking  the  bog  and  giving  it  to 
an  outside  man,  whom  the  owner  had 
not  placed  on  his  land  and  whom  pro- 
bably he  did  not  want.    It  seemed  to  him 
a  most  unfair  proceeding  altogether,  and 
he  was  strongly  opposed  to  it  unless  some 
explanation  could  be  given.     It  would 
only      make     the     clause     exceedingly 
involved,  and    would    involve    Amend- 
ments further  on  to  make  it  apply  only 
to  estates  bought  under  the  Land  Pur- 
chase Act.    He  hoped  the  Government 
would  see  their  way  to  make  some  altera- 
tion to  meet  the  case. 

Amendment   moved — 

"In  page  U,  line  39,  after  *  Couiicir  in««rt 
« Provided  that  the  owner  of  the  estate  has 


consented  to    his  heing  so  deemed,*'^ (Lord 
Inehiquin,) 

Lord  DENMAN  said  he  hoped  to  be 
able  to  meet  the  case  by  the  insertion  of 
the  words — 

**In  cases  of  estates  sold  under  the  Land 
Purchase  Act." 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  :  That  will  require 
an  addition  as  well,  and  I  prefer  practi- 
cally the  same  words  placed  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Clause. 

Lord  DENMAN :  As  we  are  all 
agreed  upon  the  principle,  could  we  not 
settle  it  at  a  later  stage  to-morrow  1 

Lord  INCHIQUIN:  It  will  require 
a  further  Amendment  after  the  word 
**  allotment."  You  will  have  to  put  in 
"on  such  estate."  Perhaps  the  noble 
Lord  will  redraft  the  whole  thing. 

Lord  DENMAN :  I  will  undertake 
to  do  so. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said  he  was 
not  sure  that  the  Government  had  any 
clear  idea  in  their  own  mind  as  to  what 
was  meant.  Where  was  the  turf  to 
come  from  and  who  owned  it  ?  He 
could  quite  understand  that  a  man 
wanted  turf  to  light  his  fire,  and  every- 
one wanted  to  give  it  him,  but  he  wanted 
to  know  the  meaning  of  the  clause  as  it 
stood.  Who  was  the  owner  of  the  pro- 
perty in  which  the  turbary  was  to  be 
found  ?  It  was  certainly  not  the  District 
Council,  which  had  only  bought  an  acre 
of  land.  It  must  therefore  be  the  pro- 
prietor of  the  surrounding  property. 
His  noble  friend  said  it  was  reasonable 
to  give  the  owner  of  the  surrounding  pro- 
perty whose  turf  it  was  proposed  to  take 
an  opportunity  of  looking  in  and  saying 
whether  he  agreed.  It  was  a  reasonable 
proposal  made  in  no  spirit  of  hostility  to 
any  poor  labourer  getting  turf. 

*The  Earl  of  CREWE  said  he 
gathered  that  the  noble  Lord  was  satisfied 
with  the  Government's  proposal. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  :    Not  entirely. 

♦The  Earl  op  CREWE  said  that  pro- 
vision was  made  whereby  the  tenant  of 
the  district  council  would  be  able  to  get 
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his  share  of  whatever  turf  was  going  on 
the  estate  ;  but  if  the  landlord  sold  direct 
to  the  tenant  he  could  make  such  arrange- 
ments as  he  pleased. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said  he  was  not 
sure  that  he  had  made  his  meaning  clear. 
He  was  afraid  that  there  was  no  clear 
idea  imderl3ring  the  cunning  hands  of  the 
draftsman  when  he  put  in  these  five  lines. 
He  could  imderstand  that  if  the  district 
council  became  the  owners  of  the  estate, 
they  got  not  only  the  cottage  and  the 
acre  of  land,  but  the  turbary  as  their  own 
property ;  but  that  was  not  the  question. 
The  clause  only  dealt  with  the  narrow 
case  of  the  district  coimcil  having  ac- 
quired the  cottage  and  the  acre  of  land, 
and  they  suggested  that  somebody  was 
to  provide  that  acre  of  land  and  the 
turbary.  His  noble  friend  did  not  object 
to  the  benevolence  of  the  idea,  but  he 
wanted  the  owner  to  have  a  look  in  before 
it  was  decided. 

Lord  CLONBROCK  said  that  a  man, 
on  selling  his  property,  including  turbary 
to  his  tenants,  might  keep  a  large  portion 
of  a  bog  in  his  own  hands,  for  snipe 
shooting  and  other  purposes.  It  ought 
to  be  made  clear  that  the  tenant  of  a 
labourers  cottage  should  not  have  the 
right  to  go  and  cut  turf  there. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  :  Might  we  have 
the  exact  words  of  the  Government's  pro- 
posal ? 

Lord  DENMAN  :  May  I  bring  them 
up  on  Report  ? 

The  Earl  op  DUNRAVEN  said  that 
when  a  certain  amount  of  turbary  went 
to  a  certain  amount  of  holding,  a 
portion  of  tliat  holding  was  taken  for 
the  labourer  with  a  portion  of  turbary. 
He  did  not  know  whether  that  was  the 
idea  of  the  Bill,  but  it  seemed  to  him  a 
rather  sensible  idea. 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  COMMITTEE  : 
I  understand  the  noble  Lord  withdraws  ? 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said  he  did  not 
think  it  would  do  the  Government  any 
harm  to  consider  the  Amendment  and 
see  if  they  could  not  make  the  clause 
better  on  Report. 

The  Earl  of  Crewe. 


Lord  BARRYMORE  said  that  the 
simplest  and  most  natural  way  would  be 
to  cut  the  clause  out  altogether  for  the 
present  and  to  bring  up  a  new  clause  on 
report  so  that  they  could  imderstand  and 
agree  to  it. 

The  Earl  op  CREWE  :  We  have  said 
all  the  time  that  we  will  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  :  I  am  not  quite 
satisfied. 

The  Earl  of  CREWE:  The  noble 
Lord  is  not  satisfied  with  his  own  Amend- 
ment. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN:  I  am  quite 
willing  to  accept  it  for  the  time  being  and 
to  have  the  clause  re-drafted.  The  clause 
is  a  bad  one.  I  have  consulted  two  or 
three  legal  minds,  and  they  are  unable 
to  understand  it. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said  it  was  a 
question  of  bringing  meaning  out  of 
obscure  words.  His  noble  friend  wished 
to  bring  some  order  out  of  chaos.  His 
Amendment  did  that,  and,  if  it  did  not 
quite  carry  out  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment, they  could  look  at  it  ana  suggest 
further  words. 

The  Earl  of  CREWE :  That  is  jast 
the  course  we  propose. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  24,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  25 : 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said  that  under 
Section  3  of  the  Labourers  Act  (Ireland) 
1886,  no  site  could  be  taken  compulsorily 
unless  land  immediately  adjoined  or  was 
accessible  from  an  existing  road.  There 
were  hundreds  of  farms  throughout  the 
country  that  were  not  accessible  from 
the  public  roads,  and  of  course  it  was 
not  fair  to  cut  them  out  of  the  Bill.  Ho 
hardly  thought  it  would  be  fair  to  leave 
the  words  • "  over  which  a  public  or 
private  right  of  way  exists."  because 
that  might  mean  only  a  footpath.  He 
thought  his  Amendment  to  add  the  words 
*'  for  carts  and  other  vehicles"  would  be 
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perfectly  fair.  It  would  be  a  grea^injustice 
to  a  farmer  to  have  labourers  cottages  put 
right  inside  the  farm  a  long  way  from  the 
high  road  and  where  there  was  no  right 
of  way  except  for  a  footpath,  and  if  the 
words  he  proposed  were  added,  it  would 
make  it  much  easier  and  save  disagree- 
ments, fights,  and  most  likely  broken 
heads. 

Amendment  moved — 

**  In  page  12,  line  5,  after  the  word  *  exiflts ' 
to  in^rt  the  words  *for  car*}a  and  other 
vdiiclet.'  "^{The  Earl  of  Mayo). 

LoBD  DENMAN  said  the  (jk)vemment 
recognised  the  fairness  of  what  the  noble 
Lord  had  said,  and  they  would  be  glad  to 
accept  the  Amendment. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  25,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  26  and  27  agreed  to. 

The  Eabl  op  DONOUGHMORE 
hoped  the  Qovemment  would  view 
favourably  the  new  clause  he  had  down 
on  the  Paper.  They  did  not  want  a 
survey  or  any  elaborate  paraphernalia. 
What  they  wanted  was  either  a 
sheet  of  the  Ordnance  Map  with  a  red 
mark  showing  where  it  was  proposed  that 
the  cottage  should  be  or  a  tracing  of  the 
map.  A  rou^h  plan  would  enable  them 
to  see  where  it  was  proposed  that  the 
site  should  be  taken  and  would  save 
them  going  to  the  Union;  which  was 
very  often  a  considerable  distance  from 
the  agent's  office.  It  would  save  time, 
and  he  hoped  the  Gk)vemment  would  give 
them  the  provision  which  would  con- 
siderably c^  the  wheels  of  the    Bill. 

New  Clause — 

'*  The  notice  of  any  proposed  scheme  served 
upon  th%  owner  or  ocoai>ier  of  any  land 
proposed  to  be  taken  otherwise  than  by  agree- 
ment shall  have  attached  thereto  a  map  or 
plan,  sufficient  to  enable  the  person  so  served 
to  identify  the  portion  of  land  proposed  to  be 
•o  taken.^"— (TXe  Bad  of  Donougkmort,) 

Brought  up,  and  read  1*. 

Moved,  That  the  Clause  be  read  2*." 

LoKD  DENMAN  said  it  was  possible 
the  proposal  might  add  a  certain  amount 


to  the  cost,  but  it  was  a  matter  of  no 
great  moment;  and  the  Government 
would  be  prepared  to  accept  the  clause. 

On  Question,  put  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  2\  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

Clause  28:— 

Lord  EILLANIN  proposed  to  leave 
out  sub-section  (2).  He  said  that  the 
first  sub-section  of  the  clause  provided 
that  the  district  council  should  make 
regulations  with  respect  to  the  letting 
of  cottages  and  allotments  under  the 
Labourers  Acts  and  for  preventing  any 
undue  preference  in  the  letting  thereof, 
and  generally  for  carrying  the  provision 
of  such  Acts  into  efiect.  The  second 
subsection  went  on  to  say  that  prefe- 
rence should  be  given,  to  agricultural 
labourers  who  had  signed  on  their  own 
behalf  the  representation  on  which  the 
scheme  was  founded,  or  on  whose  behalf 
that  representation  was  made.  He 
could  not  see,  even  if  there  was  some 
merit  in  the  proposal,  why  Parliament 
should  take  upon  itself  to  tell  the  dis- 
trict council  whom  to  prefer.  What  did 
Parliament  know  about  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  or  the  character  of 
the  applicants  ?  As  the  section  stood 
a  man  of  the  very  worst  character  in 
the  district  might  receive  preference. 
The  matter  shoidd  be  left  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  district  councils.  His 
Amendment  was  decidedly  on  the  Liberal 
side,  and  he  therefore  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  it.  If  they  did  not, 
he  would  not  press  it. 

Amendment  moved — 

**  To  leave  out  snb-section  (2)." — {Lord 
KiUanin,) 

Lord  DENMAN  said  he  was  afraid 
the  Government  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment.  He  was  informed  that  the 
sub-section  was  most  essential  to  the  work- 
ing of  the  Bill.  It  was  framed  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  those  labourers  who 
really  needed  them  to  get  cottages,  and 
he  hoped,  as  the  Government  had  con- 
ceded a  good  deal,  the  noble  Lord 
would  not  press  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Clause  28  agreed  to. 

Clause  29  agreed  to. 

Clause  30  :— 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  thought  there 
would  be  no  controversy  about  the 
small  Amendments  he  had  put  down 
on  the  Paper  to  Clause  30.  The  clause 
enabled  the  Local  Government  BoaTd 
to  make  regulations.  He  did  not  object ; 
but  he  wished  to  insert  words  to  pro- 
vide against  any  complaint  concerning 
anything  in  the  numerous  clauses. 

Amendments    moved — 

"In  page  13.  line  18,  after  the  word  *  may/ 
to  insert  the  words  *  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  this  Act/ ;  In  page  13,  line  20,  after  the 
word  *may,*  to  insert  the  words  *  the  Local 
Government  Board,  after  consultation  with  the 
President  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society, 
may  make  rules  on  the  subject,  as  aforesaid.* " 
— (Lord  Ashbourne,) 

Lord  DENMAN  said  that  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  he  accepted  both 
the  Amendments  proposed. 

On  Question,  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Clause  30,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  31  :— - 

Lord  ASHBOXJRNE  said  his  next 
Amendment  was  really  consequential. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  13,  line  32,  to  leave  out  the  words 
*  of  an  inspector.'  ''—{Lord  Ashbourne.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  31,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  32  agreed  to. 

Clause  33  :— 

The  Earl  op  MAYO  said  he  could  not 
understand  what  sub-section  (2)  of  clause 
33  meant.  It  would  extend  a  most 
pernicious  system,  which  he  was  sorry 
to  say  existed  in  some  parts  of  Ireland. 
He  could  not  see  any  case  where  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  a  man  should 
be  told   he  could  have  a  garden  half 


of  which  was  forty  yards  away  and  the 
other  half  a  mile  away.  He  imagined 
that  a  labourer  would  like  to  have  a 
garden  adjoining  his  cottage,  and  there- 
fore he  should  like  the  Government 
to  accept  his  Amendment  or  give  some 
strong  reason  why  the  words  were  placed 
in  the  Bill.  They  did  not  want  tenants 
who  had  bought  their  land  to  have 
labourers  with  a  plot  here  and  a  plot 
there. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  14,  line  14,  to  leave  out  the  words 
*  whether  they  adjoin  or  not*  "—(The  Eari  of 
Mayo,) 

Lord  DENMAN  said  he  could  under- 
stand the  noble  Earl's  objection  to 
several  or  possibly  many  plots,  and  he 
had  a  suggestion  to  make  which  he 
thought  would  meet  this  objection 
If  they  struck  out  the  words  "  or  more" 
after  the  word  "  two  "  it  would  read 
"two  parcels  of  land  whether  they 
adjoin  or  not."  He  hoped  that  would 
meet  the  objection  the  noble  Earl  had 
taken  to  the  clause. 

Lord  ASHBOXJRNE  said  there  was 
DO  vestige  of  principle  in  that  suggestion. 
The  whole  point  of  the  objection  was  that 
the  plot  of  land  should  be  one.  Surely 
it  was  not  desirable  that  it  should  be 
split,  and  be  in  two  places.  The  greatest 
struggle  of  the  Congested  District  Boards 
had  been  to  get  facilities  for  the  union 
of  small  farms,  and  if  they  began  by 
sa3dng  that  the  small  allotment  to  a 
cottage  might  be  divided  and  be  in  two 
places,  he  did  not  see  on  what  principle 
they  were  to  stand.  It  would  not  be  wise 
or  prudent. 

Lord  HEMPHILL  said  it  was  not  al- 
ways possible  to  have  the  whole  acre  im- 
m^iately  adjoining  the  cottage,  and  the 
object  of  the  clause  was  that  in  those 
cases  they  might  still  carry  out  the  policy 
of  the  Bill  and  give  an  acre  of  ground 
to  the  labourer  where  the  whole  acre  could 
not  be  given  in  one  plot ;  there  was  there- 
fore a  provision  by  which  there  might  be 
half  an  acre  adjoining  the  house  and 
the  other  half  acre  in  some  convenient 
place  on  the  estate.  The  clause,  as  it 
originally  stood,  was  too  vague  and 
general,  but    no  injustice  would  result 


393 


Labourers 


{30  July  1906} 


(IreUmd)  Bill. 


394 


from  it  as  proposed  to  be  amended  by 
the  noble  Lord  on  the  Front  Bench. 
That  clearly  was  the  object  of  the  clause, 
because  otherwise  they  might  defeat  the 
whole  policy  of  the  Bill,  which  was  to  give 
a  labourer  an  acre  of  land  in  order  that 
he  might  eke  out  his  subsistence. 

The  Eabl  op  MAYO  said  they  did  not 
wish  to  defeat  the  policy  of  the  Bill  in 
any  way ;  they  were  speaking  in  the 
interests  of  the  labourer.  There  were 
25,000  cottages  to  be  built ;  and  supposing 
there  were  15,000  with  half  an  acre  of 
allotment  distant  from  them,  it  would 
not  be  at  all  right.  The  long  summer 
evemng  was  the  only  time  the  labourer 
had  got  to  work,  and  if  they  had  two 
plots  the  second  plot  would  remain 
derelict.  They  wanted  to  keep  the 
labourer's  land  round  his  cottage.  He 
should  therefore  like  to  adhere  to  his 
Amendment.  He  could  not  agree  to  leave 
out  the  words  *'  or  more." 

♦The  Earl  op  CREWE  asked  if  he 
might  make  one  more  appeal  to  the  noble 
Lord  not  to  press  his  Amendment.  He 
yielded  to  nobody  in  his  dislike  of  ex- 
cessive sub-divisions  of  land,  but  the 
provision  was  designed  to  meet  the 
case  where  it  was  not  possible  at  the 
most  convenient  spot  to  put  down  a 
house  to  find  a  full  acre  of  land.  The 
noble  Lord  seemed  to  conclude  that 
the  remaining  portion  would  necess- 
arily be  place  1  at  an  extreme  end  of  an 
immense  estate.  It  was  more  likely 
to  be  as  near  as  possible.  In  the  inter- 
ests of  the  landlords,  it  surely  must 
be  to  the  advantage  of  the  estates  that 
as  many  alternative  sites  as  possible 
should  be  available.  If  they  insisted 
upon  the  full  acre  of  land  being  always 
attached  to  the  house,  they  would 
greatly  limit  the  choice  of  sites,  and 
district  councils  would  be  compelled  to 
apply  for  sites  not  so  agreeable  to  noble 
Lords  and  other  landlords  in  Ireland  as  if 
this  simple  form  of  division  to  which  he 
could  not  see  that  any  mischief  could 
attach  were  adopted.  He  should  like  to 
appeal  strongly  to  the  noble  Earl  not  to 
press  his  Amendment. 

*LoRD  LANSDOWNE  said  the  sub- 
section seemed  a  somewhat  doubtful 
one,  but  he  thought  it  was  desirable  to 


retain  in  it  a  certain  amount  of  elasticity. 
He  understood  that  the  Government  wete 
ready  to  leave  out  the  words  "  or  more ; " 
that  undoubtedly  to  some  extent  met  the 
requirements  of  his  noble  friend ;  and, 
considering  that  on  other  points  the 
noble  Lords  had  met  them  not  imfairly, 
he  should  counsel  his  lioble  friend  to 
withdraw. 

Amendment  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

*LoBD  LANSDOWNE  asked  how  it 
was  proposed  to  deal  with  the  Bill  on 
the  morrow.  There  were,  he  said,  a 
good  many  clauses  to  be  amended,  and 
they  would  like  to  know  what  oppor- 
tunities they  would  have  of  considering 
them  before  the  Bill  was  further  advanced. 

LoBD  DENMAN  said  it  was  hoped 
they  might  take  both  the  Report  and 
Third  Reading  Stages  on  the  morrow.  It 
was  getting  rather  late,  and,  unless  they 
did  so,  it  would  be  very  difficult  to 
get  the  Royal  Assent  in  Friday. 

The  Earl  op  DONOUGHMORE  said 
that  the  Report  Stage  might  be  taken 
at  the  beginning  of  the  sitting,  and  the 
Third  Reading  at  the  end.  That  would 
give  them  an  opportunity  of  studying 
the  clauses,  and  they  would  not  lose  a 
day. 

Lord  DENMAN  : '  We  shall  be  g  ad 
to  accept  the  suggestion  of  the  noble 
Earl. 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (The  Mar- 
quess of  Ripon)  said  they  were  most 
anxious  to  meet  the  noble  Earl,  but  could 
the  Bill  be  taken  at  the  commencement 
of  the  sitting,  before  the  other  business 
which  was  now  down 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said  they  were 
all  anxious  to  do  what  they  could 
to  facilitate  the  passage  of  the  Bill. 
He  believed  that  notice  had  to  be 
given  of  Amendments  made  on  the 
Third  Reading,  but  he  suggested  that 
the  Amendments  might  be  handed  to  the 
clerk  at  the  Table,  who  might  get  them 
printed  in  a  couple  of  hours.  He  asked 
if  the  Bill  would  be  circulated  on  the 
morrow. 
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Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  7)  Bill.  Lords  Amendments  con- 
sidered, and  agreed  to. 

Paisley  Eoads  Order  Confirmation  Bill. 
Bead  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  3)  Bill  [Lordsl;  Electric  Lighting 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  4)  Bill  [LordsJ ; 
Gas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation  Bill 
[Lords] ;  Gas  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1) 
feill  [Lords];  Gas  Orders  Confirmation 
^o.  2)  Bill  [Lords] ;  Tramways  Orders 
Confirmation  Bill  [Lords].  As  amended, 
considered ;  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  with  Amendments. 

Inverclyde  Bequest  Order  Confirmation 
Bill;  Perth  Corporation  Gas  Order 
Confirmation  Bill.  Considered;  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Glasgow  and  South  Western  Railway 
Order  Confirmation  Bill  [Lords]  (by 
Order).  Order  Read,  for  resuming  aa- 
journed  Debate  on  Question  [24th  July], 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  considered." 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered ;  to  be  read  the  third 
time  To-morrow. 


Private  Bills.  Ordered,  That  Standing 
Orders  220  and  246,  relating  to  Private 
Bills,  be  suspended  for  the  remainder  of 
the  session. 


Ordered,  That,  as  regards  Private  Bills 
to  be  returned  by  the  House  of  Lords 
with  Amendments,  such  Amendments 
(if  unopposed)  shall  be  considered  forth- 
with. 


Ordered,  That,  as  regards  Private  Bills 
returned,  or  to  be  returned,  by  the  House 
of  Lords  with  Amendments,  such  Amend- 
ments ^if  opposed)  shall  be  considered  at 
such  times  as  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  may  determine. 

Ordered,  That,  when  it  is  intended 
to  propose  any  Amendments  thereto,  a 
copy    of    such    Amendments    shall     be 


deposited  in  the  Private  Bill  OflBce  and 
notice  given  on  the  day  on  which  the 
Bill  shall  have  been  returned  from  the 
Loxds,— {The  Chairman  of  Ways  arid 
Means,) 

GREAT  NORTHERN  (IRELAND)  AND 
MIDLAND  RAILWAYS  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.)  said 
this  was  the  Bill  concerning  which  this 
House,  for  good  and  sufficient  reasons, 
instructed  the  Committee  to  insert  a 
clause  providing  for  open  competition  for 
clerkships.  That  Motion  was  aimed  at 
the  Great  Northern  Railway  of  Ireland, 
and  was  in  no  sense  intended  for  the 
Midland  Company;  but,  of  course,  as 
both  those  companies  were  promoters,  it 
applied  to  both  alike.  When,  therefore, 
the  Midland  Company  appealed  to  be 
exempted  from  the  clause,  he  con- 
ferred  with  his  colleagues,  who  regarded 
their  appeal  as  reasonable,  and  under 
those  circumstances  he  had  given  notice 
of  the  Amendment  standing  in  his  name 
to  omit  the  clause  embodying  the  instruc- 
tion and  the  schedule  applying  thereto. 
With  regard  to  the  Great  Northern 
Company,  he  had  received  the  following 
letter  from  that  company — 

*'  General  Manager's  Office,  Dublin, 

July  14th,  1906. 

Referring  to  my  interview  with  you  in 
regard  to  facilities  being  afforded  for  the  passing 
of  the  Donegal  Railway  Purchase  Bill  and  this 
Company's  General  Purposes  Bill,  when  you 
desii^  some  assurance  that  the  sclieme  formu- 
lated by  my  directors  would  be  proceeded  with, 
I  am  authorised  to  say  that  the  scheme  pro- 
viding for  the  future  appointments  to  clerk- 
ships on  this  railway  bv  open  competitive 
examination,  as  adopted  by  the  directors,  will 
be  submittea  as  a  part  of  tneir  Report  to  the 
forthcoming  half-yearly  meeting  of  the  pro- 
prietors ;  that  the  directors  will  use  their  best 
efforts  to  secure  the  acceptance  of  the  scheme, 
and  with  this  view  thev  will  use  the  proxies 
which  may  be  entrusted  to  them  to  carry  it 
and,  further,  that  the  scheme,  on  being  passed 
and  accepted  by  the  proprietors,  will  be  imme- 
diately put  into  operation. 

I  am,  yours  faithfully, 

(Signed)    Henry  Plews." 

That  letter  seemed  to  suggest  that  they 
had  considered  the  advisability  of  allow- 
ing both  the  Great  Northern  and  Midland 
Bill  and  the  Great  Northern  Bill  to  go 
through,  a  course  which  they  had  never 
I  intended.  In  order  to  clear  up  this 
'  matter  the  Parliamentary    agents   anci 
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Clauses  20  to  23  agreed  to. 

Clause  24  :— 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  said  that  Clause  24 
iS  an  extraordinary  one.     Some  25,000 
ttages  were  proposed  to  be  built  and 
»ced  on  portions  of  land  to  be  taken 
.m  vfiurious  estates,  and  in  them  were 
be  placed  labourers  not  necessarily 
m  the  estate  on  which  they  stood. 
*se  labourers  were   to  be   given  the 
•it  to  cut  turf  on  the  estate  on  which 
ir  cottages  stood.     The  estate  might 
in  20,000  or  30,000  acres,  and  a  part 
f  might  be  miles  away  from  the  cottage, 
I  yet  the  labourer  was  to  be  given  the 
it  to  go  and  cut  turf  without  asking 
landlord's  or  anybody's  leave.    The 
ints  had  to  ask  the  landlord's  sanction 
»8s  the  right  was  part  of  their  agree- 
it  when  they  took  over  the  tenancy. 
•  clause   gave    the  tenant  of  every 
rict  cottage  the  right  to  cut  turf  on 
estate  on  which  the  cottage  happened 
tand.     Surely  that  must  be  a  mistake, 
ad  oertainly  been  put  into  the  Bill 
•out   consideration.    A   great   many 
^  in  Ireland  were  small,  and  there 
already  barely  sufficient  to  support 
cottagers  in  them,   yet  they  were 
Ag  iheBB  thousands  of  additional  men 
•i^t  to  cut.    The  Amendment  he  had 
lown  on  the  Paper  left  it  open  to  the 
»r8  to  give  permission.    He  was  told 
some  mistake  had  been  made,  and 
the  clause  only  referred  to  estates 
ht  under  the  Land   Purchase   Act. 
at  was  so,  neither  the  clause  nor  the 
said   anything  about    it.    As    the 
stood,  it  was  the  most   bare-faced 
*^  that  he  had  ever  seen.    It  was 
ly  taking  the  bog  and  giving  it  to 
otside  man,  whom  the  owner  had 
ilaced  on  his  land  and  whom  pro- 
'-  he  did  not  want.    It  seemed  to  him 
at  unfair  proceeding  altogether,  and 
\s  strongly  opposed  to  it  unless  some 
nation  could  be  given.    It  would 
make     the     clause     exceedingly 
^ed,  and    would    involve    Amend- 
j  firrther  on  to  make  it  apply  only 
'Ates  bought  under  the  Land  Pur- 
Act.     He  hoped  the  Government 
see  their  way  to  make  some  altera- 
o  meet  the  case. 

.endment    moved — 


conseDted  to    his  heing  so  deemed.**— {Lord 
Inehiquin.) 

Lord  DENMAN  said  he  hoped  to  be 
able  to  meet  the  case  by  the  insertion  of 
the  words — 

"  In  cases  of  estates  sold  under  the  Land 
Purchase  Act." 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  :  That  will  require 
an  addition  as  well,  and  I  prefer  practi- 
cally the  same  words  placed  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Clause. 

Lord  DENMAN :  As  we  are  all 
agreed  upon  the  principle,  could  we  not 
settle  it  at  a  later  stage  to-morrow  1 

Lord  INCHIQUIN:  It  will  require 
a  further  Amendment  after  the  word 
'*  allotment.'*  You  will  have  to  put  in 
"  on  such  estate."  Perhaps  the  noble 
Lord  will  redraft  the  whole  thing. 

Lord  DENMAN :  I  will  undertake 
to  do  so. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said  he  was 
not  sure  that  the  Government  had  any 
clear  idea  in  their  own  mind  as  to  what 
was  meant.  Where  was  the  turf  to 
come  from  and  who  owned  it  ?  He 
could  quite  understand  that  a  man 
wanted  turf  to  light  his  fire,  and  every- 
one wanted  to  give  it  him,  but  he  wanted 
to  know  the  meaning  of  the  clause  as  it 
stood.  Who  was  the  owner  of  the  pro- 
perty in  which  the  turbary  was  to  be 
found  ?  It  was  certainly  not  the  District 
Council,  which  had  only  bought  an  acre 
of  land.  It  must  therefore  be  the  pro- 
prietor of  the  surrounding  property. 
His  noble  friend  said  it  was  reasonable 
to  give  the  owner  of  the  surroimding  pro- 
perty whose  turf  it  was  proposed  to  take 
an  opportunity  of  looking  in  and  saying 
whether  he  agreed.  It  was  a  reasonable 
proposal  made  in  no  spirit  of  hostility  to 
any  poor  labourer  getting  turf. 

*Thb  Earl  op  CREWE  said  he 
gathered  that  the  noble  Lord  was  satisfied 
with  the  Government's  proposal. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  :     Not  entirely. 


♦The  Earl  op  CREWE  said  that  pro- 
page  li,  line  39,  after  *  Council '  insert  ^i<>]\  was  «iade  whereby  the  tenant  of 
dtS  that  the  owner  of  the  estate  has    the  district  council  would  be  able  to  get 
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his  share  of  whatever  turf  was  going  on 
the  estate  ;  but  if  the  landlord  sold  durect 
to  the  tenant  he  could  make  such  arrange- 
ments as  he  pleased. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said  he  was  not 
sure  that  he  had  made  his  meaning  dear. 
He  was  afraid  that  there  was  no  clear 
idea  underlying  the  cunning  hands  of  the 
draftsman  when  he  put  in  these  five  lines. 
He  could  imderstand  that  if  the  district 
council  became  the  owners  of  the  estate, 
they  got  not  only  the  cottage  and  the 
acre  of  land,  but  the  turbary  as  their  own 
property ;  but  that  was  not  the  question. 
The  clause  only  dealt  with  the  narrow 
case  of  the  district  council  having  ac- 
quired the  cottage  and  the  acre  of  land, 
and  they  suggested  that  somebody  was 
to  provide  that  acre  of  land  and  the 
turbary.  His  noble  friend  did  not  object 
to  the  benevolence  of  the  idea,  but  he 
wanted  the  owner  to  have  a  look  in  before 
it  was  decided. 

Lord  CLONBROCK  said  that  a  man, 
on  selling  his  property,  including  turbary 
to  his  tenants,  might  keep  a  large  portion 
of  a  bog  in  his  own  hands,  for  snipe 
shooting  and  other  purposes.  It  ought 
to  be  made  clear  that  the  tenant  of  a 
labourers  cottage  should  not  have  the 
right  to  go  and  cut  turf  there. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  :  Might  we  have 
the  exact  words  of  the  Government's  pro- 
posal ? 

Lord  DENMAN  :  May  I  bring  them 
up  on  Report  ? 

The  Earl  op  DUNRAVEN  said  that 
when  a  certain  amount  of  turbary  went 
to  a  certain  amount  of  holding,  a 
portion  of  that  holding  was  taken  for 
the  labourer  with  a  portion  of  turbary. 
He  did  not  know  whether  that  was  the 
idea  of  the  Bill,  but  it  seemed  to  him  a 
rather  sensible  idea. 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  COMMITTEE  : 
I  understand  the  noble  Lord  withdraws  ? 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said  he  did  not 
think  it  would  do  the  Government  any 
harm  to  consider  the  Amendment  and 
see  if  they  could  not  make  the  clause 
better  on  Report. 

The  Earl  of  Crewe. 


Lord  BARRYMORE  said  that  the 
simplest  and  most  natural  way  would  be 
to  cut  the  clause  out  altogether  for  the 
present  and  to  bring  up  a  new  clause  on 
report  so  that  they  could  imderstand  and 
agree  to  it. 

The  Earl  of  CREWE  :  We  have  said 
all  the  time  that  we  will  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  :  I  am  not  quite 
satisfied. 

The  Earl  op  CREWE:  The  noble 
Lord  is  not  satisfied  with  his  own  Amend- 
ment. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN:  I  am  quite 
willing  to  accept  it  for  the  time  being  and 
to  have  the  clause  re-drafted.  The  clause 
is  a  bad  one.  I  have  consulted  two  or 
three  legal  minds,  and  they  are  unable 
to  understand  it. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said  it  was  a 
question  of  bringing  meaning  out  of 
obscure  words.  His  noble  friend  wished 
to  bring  some  order  out  of  chaos.  His 
Amendment  did  that,  and,  if  it  did  not 
quite  carry  out  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment, they  could  look  at  it  ana  suggest 
further  words. 

The  Earl  of  CREWE :  That  is  jast 
the  course  we  propose. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  24,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  25 : 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said  that  under 
Section  3  of  the  Labourers  Act  (Ireland) 
1886,  no  site  could  be  taken  compulsorily 
unless  land  immediately  adjoined  or  was 
accessible  from  an  existing  road.  There 
were  hundreds  of  farms  throughout  the 
country  that  were  not  accessible  from 
the  public  roads,  and  of  course  it  was 
not  fair  to  cut  them  out  of  the  Bill.  He 
hardly  thought  it  would  be  fair  to  leave 
the  words  • "  over  which  a  public  or 
private  right  of  way  exists.'*  because 
that  might  mean  only  a  footpath.  He 
thought  his  Amendment  to  add  the  words 
*'  for  carts  and  other  vehicles"  would  be 
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perfectly  fair.  It  would  be  a  grea^injustioe 
to  a  fanner  to  have  labourers  cottages  put 
right  inside  the  farm  a  long  way  from  the 
high  road  and  where  there  was  no  right 
of  way  except  for  a  footpath,  and  if  the 
words  he  proposed  were  added,  it  would 
make  it  much  easier  and  save  disagree- 
ments, fights,  and  most  likely  broken 
heads. 

Amendment  moved — 

**  In  page  12,  line  5,  after  the  word  *  exiflts  * 
U>  insert  the  words  'for  cut^m  and  other 
vehicles.'  '*^{The  Earl  of  Mayo). 

Lord  DENMAN  said  the  (jk)vemment 
recognised  the  fairness  of  what  the  noble 
Lord  had  said,  and  they  would  be  glad  to 
accept  the  Amendment. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  25,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  26  and  27  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  op  DONOUGHMORE 
hoped  the  Qovemment  would  view 
favourably  the  new  clause  he  had  down 
on  the  Paper.  They  did  not  want  a 
survey  or  any  elaborate  paraphernalia. 
What  they  wanted  was  either  a 
sheet  of  the  Ordnance  Map  with  a  red 
mark  showing  where  it  was  proposed  that 
the  cottage  should  be  or  a  tracing  of  the 
map.  A  rough  plan  would  enable  them 
to  see  where  it  was  proposed  that  the 
site  should  be  taken  and  would  save 
them  going  to  the  Union;  which  was 
very  often  a  considerable  distance  from 
the  agent's  office.  It  would  save  time, 
and  he  hoped  the  Gk)vemment  would  give 
them  the  provision  which  would  con- 
siderably c^  the  wheels  of  the    Bill. 

New  Clause — 


to  the  cost,  but  it  was  a  matter  of  no 
great  moment;  and  the  Govenmient 
would  be  prepared  to  accept  the  clause. 

On  Question,  put  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  2*^.  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

Clause  28:— 


'*  The  notiee  of  any  proposed  scheme  served 
upon  Um  owner  or  ocoai>ier  of  any  land 
proposed  to  be  taken  otherMrise  than  by  agree- 
ment shall  have  attached  thereto  a  map  or 
plan,  sufficient  to  enable  the  person  so  served 
to  idaotify  the  portion  of  land  proposed  to  be 
so  taken.'  "—{The  Bad  of  Donougkmort,) 

Brought  up,  and  read  l'^. 

Moved,  That  the  Clause  be  read  2*." 

LoKD  DENMAN  said  it  was  possible 
the  proposal  might  add  a  certain  amount 


Lord  EILLANIN  proposed  to  leave 
out  sub-section  (2).  He  said  that  the 
first  sub-section  of  the  clause  provided 
that  the  district  council  should  make 
regulations  with  respect  to  the  letting 
of  cottages  and  allotments  imder  the 
Labourers  Acts  and  for  preventing  any 
undue  preference  in  the  letting  thereof, 
I  and  generally  for  carrying  the  provision 
of  such  Acts  into  efiect.  The  second 
subsection  went  on  to  say  that  prefe- 
rence should  be  giveA  to  agricultural 
labourers  who  had  signed  on  their  own 
behalf  the  representation  on  which  the 
scheme  was  founded,  or  on  whose  behalf 
that  representation  was  made.  He 
could  not  see,  even  if  there  was  some 
merit  in  the  proposal,  why  Parliament 
should  take  upon  itseU  to  tell  the  dis- 
trict council  whom  to  prefer.  What  did 
Parliament  know  about  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  or  the  character  of 
the  applicants  1  As  the  section  stood 
a  man  of  the  very  worst  character  in 
the  district  might  receive  preference. 
The  matter  should  be  left  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  district  councils.  His 
Amendment  was  decidedly  on  the  Liberal 
side,  and  he  therefore  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  it.  If  they  did  not, 
he  would  not  press  it. 

Amendment  moved — 

"To  leave  out  snb-section  {2),"  —{Lord 
KiUanin,) 

Lord  DENMAN  said  he  was  afraid 
the  Government  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment.  He  was  informed  that  the 
sub-section  was  most  essential  to  the  work- 
ing of  the  Bill.  It  was  framed  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  those  labourers  who 
really  needed  them  to  get  cottages,  and 
he  hoped,  as  the  Government  had  con- 
ceded a  good  deal,  the  noble  Lord 
would  not  press  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Clause  28  agreed  to. 

Clause  29  agreed  to. 

Clause  30  :— 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  thought  there 
would  be  no  controversy  about  the 
small  Amendments  he  had  put  down 
on  the  Paper  to  Clause  30.  The  clause 
enabled  the  Local  Government  BoaTd 
to  make  regulations.  He  did  not  object ; 
but  he  wished  to  insert  words  to  pro- 
vide against  any  complaint  concerning 
anything  in  the  numerous  clauses. 

Amendments    moved — 

"In  page  13,  line  18,  after  the  word  *  may/ 
to  insert  the  words  '  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  this  Act/ ;  In  page  13,  line  20,  after  the 
word  *  may/  to  insert  the  words  *  tlie  Local 
Government  Board,  after  consultation  with  the 
President  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society, 
may  make  rules  on  the  subject,  as  aforesaid.*  *' 
— (Lord  Ashbourne.) 

Lord  DENMAN  said  that  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  he  accepted  both 
the  Amendments  proposed. 

On  Question,  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Clause  30,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  31  : — 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said  his  next 
Amendment  was  really  consequential. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  13,  line  32,  to  leave  out  the  words 
*  of  an  inspector.'  ''—{Lord  Ashbourne.) 

On  Question,   Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  31,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  32  agreed  to. 

Clause  33  :— 

The  Earl  op  MAYO  said  he  could  not 
understand  what  sub-section  (2)  of  clause 
33  meant.  It  would  extend  a  most 
pernicious  system,  which  he  was  sorry 
to  say  existed  in  some  parts  of  Ireland. 
He  could  not  see  any  case  where  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  a  man  should 
be  told   he  could  have   a  garden  half 


of  which  was  forty  yards  away  and  the 
other  half  a  mile  away.  He  imagined 
that  a  labourer  would  like  to  have  a 
garden  adjoining  his  cottage,  and  there- 
fore he  should  like  the  Government 
to  accept  his  Amendment  or  give  some 
strong  reason  why  the  words  were  placed 
in  the  Bill.  They  did  not  want  tenants 
who  had  bought  their  land  to  have 
labourers  with  a  plot  here  and  a  plot 
there. 

Amendment   moved — 

''  In  page  14,  line  14,  to  leave  out  the  words 
'  whether  they  adjoin  or  not.* "— (7%«  Bad  o/ 
Mayo.) 

Lord  DENMAN  said  he  could  under- 
stand the  noble  Earl's  objection  to 
several  or  possibly  many  plots,  and  he 
had  a  suggestion  to  make  which  he 
thought  would  meet  this  objection 
If  they  struck  out  the  words  "  or  more" 
after  the  word  "  two  "  it  would  read 
"two  parcels  of  land  whether  they 
adjoin  or  not."  He  hoped  that  would 
meet  the  objection  the  noble  Earl  had 
taken  to  the  clause. 

Lord  ASHBOXJRNE  said  there  was 
DO  vestige  of  principle  in  that  suggestion. 
The  whole  point  of  the  objection  was  that 
the  plot  of  land  should  be  one.  Surely 
it  was  not  desirable  that  it  should  be 
split,  and  be  in  two  places.  The  greatest 
struggle  of  the  Congested  District  Boards 
had  been  to  get  facilities  for  the  union 
of  small  farms,  and  if  they  began  by 
sa3ring  that  the  small  allotment  to  a 
cottage  might  be  divided  and  be  in  two 
places,  he  did  not  see  on  what  principle 
they  were  to  stand.  It  would  not  be  wise 
or  prudent. 

Lord  HEMPHILL  said  it  was  not  al- 
ways possible  to  have  the  whole  acre  im- 
mediately adjoining  the  cottage,  and  the 
object  of  the  clause  was  that  in  those 
cases  they  might  still  carry  out  the  policy 
of  the  Bill  and  give  an  acre  of  ground 
to  the  labourer  where  the  whole  acre  could 
not  be  given  in  one  plot ;  there  was  there- 
fore a  provision  by  which  there  might  be 
half  an  acre  adjoining  the  house  and 
the  other  half  acre  in  some  convenient 
place  on  the  estate.  The  clause,  as  it 
originally  stood,  was  too  vague  and 
general,  but    no  injustice  would   result 
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from  it  as  proposed  to  be  amended  by 
the  noble  Lord  on  the  Front  Bench. 
That  clearly  was  the  object  of  the  clause, 
because  otherwise  they  might  defeat  the 
whole  policy  of  the  Bill,  which  was  to  give 
a  labourer  an  acre  of  land  in  order  that 
he  might  eke  out  his  subsistence. 

The  Eabl  op  MAYO  said  they  did  not 
wish  to  defeat  the  policy  of  the  Bill  in 
any  way ;  they  were  speaking  in  the 
interests  of  the  labourer.  There  were 
25,000  cottages  to  be  built ;  and  supposing 
there  were  15,000  with  half  an  acre  of 
allotment  distant  from  them,  it  would 
not  be  at  all  right.  The  long  summer 
evening  was  the  only  time  the  labourer 
had  got  to  work,  and  if  they  had  two 
plots  the  second  plot  would  remain 
derelict.  They  wanted  to  keep  the 
labourer's  land  round  his  cottage.  He 
should  therefore  like  to  adhere  to  his 
Amendment.  He  could  not  agree  to  leave 
out  the  words  *'  or  more." 

*Thb  Earl  op  CREWE  asked  if  he 
might  make  one  more  appeal  to  the  noble 
Lord  not  to  press  his  Amendment.  He 
yielded  to  nobody  in  his  dislike  of  ex- 
cessive sub-divisions  of  land,  but  the 
provision  was  designed  to  meet  the 
case  where  it  was  not  possible  at  the 
most  convenient  spot  to  put  down  a 
house  to  find  a  full  acre  of  land.  The 
noble  Lord  seemed  to  conclude  that 
the  remaining  portion  would  necess- 
arily be  place  1  at  an  extreme  end  of  an 
immense  estate.  It  was  more  likely 
to  be  as  near  as  possible.  Li  the  inter- 
ests of  the  landlords,  it  surely  must 
be  to  the  advantage  of  the  estates  that 
as  many  alternative  sites  as  possible 
should  be  available.  If  they  insisted 
upon  the  full  acre  of  land  being  always 
attached  to  the  house,  they  would 
greatly  limit  the  choice  of  sites,  and 
district  councils  would  be  compelled  to 
apply  for  sites  not  so  agreeable  to  noble 
Lords  and  other  landlords  in  Ireland  as  if 
this  simple  form  of  division  to  which  he 
could  not  see  that  any  mischief  could 
attach  were  adopted.  He  should  like  to 
appeal  strongly  to  the  noble  Earl  not  to 
press  his  Amendment. 

♦Lord  LANSDOWNE  said  the  sub- 
section seemed  a  somewhat  doubtful 
one,  but  he  thought  it  was  desirable  to 


retain  in  it  a  certain  amount  of  elasticity. 
He  understood  that  the  Government  were 
ready  to  leave  out  the  words  "  or  more ; " 
that  undoubtedly  to  some  extent  met  the 
requirements  of  his  noble  friend ;  and, 
considering  that  on  other  points  the 
noble  Lords  had  met  them  not  unfairly, 
he  should  counsel  lus  Aoble  friend  to 
withdraw. 

Amendment  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

*LoRD  LANSDOWNE  asked  how  it 
was  proposed  to  deal  with  the  Bill  on 
the  morrow.  There  were,  he  said,  a 
good  many  clauses  to  be  amended,  and 
they  would  like  to  know  what  oppor- 
tunities they  would  have  of  considering 
them  before  the  Bill  was  further  advanced. 

Lord  DENMAN  said  it  was  hoped 
they  might  take  both  the  Report  and 
Th^d  Reading  Stages  on  the  morrow.  It 
was  getting  rather  late,  and,  unless  they 
did  so,  it  would  be  very  difficult  to 
get  the  Royal  Assent  in  Friday. 

The  Earl  op  DONOUGHMORE  said 
that  the  Report  Stage  might  be  taken 
at  the  beginning  of  the  sitting,  and  the 
Third  Reading  at  the  end.  That  would 
give  them  an  opportunity  of  studying 
the  clauses,  and  they  would  not  lose  a 
day. 

Lord  DENMAN  : '  We  shall  be  g  ad 
to  accept  the  suggestion  of  the  noble 
Earl. 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (The  Mar- 
quess of  Ripon)  said  they  were  most 
anxious  to  meet  the  noble  Earl,  but  could 
the  Bill  be  taken  at  the  commencement 
of  the  sitting,  before  the  other  business 
which  was  now  down 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said  they  were 
all  anxious  to  do  what  they  could 
to  facilitate  the  passage  of  the  Bill. 
He  believed  that  notice  had  to  be 
given  of  Amendments  made  on  the 
Third  Reading,  but  he  suggested  that 
the  Amendments  might  be  handed  to  the 
clerk  at  the  Table,  who  might  get  them 
printed  in  a  couple  of  hours.  He  asked 
if  the  Bill  would  be  circulated  on  the 
morrow. 
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The  Marquess  op  RIPON  said  he 
thought  the  Bill  could  and  would  be 
circulated  by  the  time  the  House  met. 
That  would  give  noble  Lords  an  op- 
portunity of  considering  it  during  the 
sitting. 

• 

Standing  Committee  negatived.  The 
Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received 
To-morrow,  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as 
amended.    (No.   191.) 


DEAN  FOREST  BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment : 
Standing  Committee  negatived  ;  and  Bill 
to  be  read  3*  to-morrow. 


DOGS  BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clause  1: — 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  paee  2,  lines  1  and  2,  to  leave  out  Sub" 
fleotion  4.  — {EaH  CaningUm.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

♦Lord  CLIFFORD  of  CHDDLEIGH 
said  the  Amendment  he  desired  to  move 
was  one  desiredby  several  county  coun- 
cils, particularly  those  in  which  there  were 
large  dairies,  and  where  the  chasing  of 
cows  might  produce  injury  at  some 
distant  date.  The  second  section  of  the 
Dogs  Act  of  1871  provided  that  a 
Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction  might 
take  cognizance  of  a  complaint  that  a 
dog  was  dangerous  and  was  not  kept 
under  proper  control.  If  it  appeared 
to  such  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction 
that  such  dog  was  dangerous  the  Court 
might  make  an  order  directing  that  it 
should  be  kept  under  control  or  des- 
troyed, and,  if  a  person  failed  to  comply 
with  that  order,  he  should  be  Uable  to  a 
penalty  not  exceeding  20s.  for  every 
day  he  so  failed.  It  was  admitted  in 
the  case  of  sheep  that  it  was  very 
necessary  that  the  clause  should  be  passed, 
and  they  asked  that  a  dog  which  was 


seen  chasing  cattle  might  be  considered 
to  be  a  dangerous  dog  and  might  come 
under  Section  2  of  the  Act  of  1871. 

Amendment    moved — 

"  In  page  2,  line  3,  to  leave  out  the  word 
*  sheep  and  uisert  the  word  *  cattle.'" — 
(Lord  Clifford  of  Chudleigh.) 

Lord  BARNARD  suggested  that, 
instead  of  saying  cattle  included  horses, 
mules,  asses,  sheep,  goats,  and  swine, 
they  should  adopt  the  words  used  in  the 
title  and  speak  of  live  stock. 


♦Lord  CLIFFORD  observed  that  he 
believed  the  definition  given  of  "  cattle  " 
was  almost  word  for  word  the  definition 
given  in  Webster's  dictionary. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  said  he  must 
ask  the  House  to  leave  the  [word 
"  cattle "  and  not  to  substitute  the 
words  "live  stock."  He  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment,  but  perhaps 
the  noble  Lord  would  allow  the  clause  to 
read  "  where  a  dog  is  proved  to  have 
injured  cattle  or  chased  sheep."  If  that 
would  satisfy  the  noble  Lord,  he  would 
be  pleased  to  have  the  words  put  in. 

Lord  CLIFFORD:  It  is  not  quite 
what  I  wish,  but  I  shall  be  pleased,  unden 
the  circumstances,  to  accept  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment    moved — 

"  In  page  2,  line  3,  to  leave  out  the  words 
'  chasea  or '  and  to  insert  the  words  '  injure 
cattle  or  chased." — {Earl  Carrington.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause  1,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  2,  agreed  to.  ' 

Clause  3  :— 


■^-4 


A  Noble  LORD  asked  whether  fox- 
hounds were  included  in  the  regulations. 
He  foresaw  some  difficulty  unless  they 
were  excluded.  He  was  in  full  sympathy 
with  the  object  of  Sub-section  (b),  and 
he  understood  there  were  Departmental 
reasons  for  pressing  it  forward,  but  he 
should  like  the  House  to  have  a  little 
more  time  to  consider  it.  He  also 
asked  how  they  were  going  to  prevent 
dogs  from  straying.  Dogs  were  not 
inirequently  let  loose  for  the  purposes 
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of  protection,  and  lie^should  be  glad 
to  know  how  it  was  proposed  to  prevent 
that. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  said  ttiat  fox- 
hounds and  all  sporting  dogs  would 
naturally  be  exempted  from  wearing 
collars.  If  a  dog  was  a  stray  dog,  the 
police  took  it  up,  and,  if  nobody  claimed 
it  within  seven  days,  they  put  it  into 
a  lethal  chamber,  where  it  received  merci- 
ful and  perhaps  deserved  death.  Dogs 
let  out  at  night  without  chains  upon 
them  came  under  the  category  of  stray 
dogs. 

Amendment    moved — 

"  In  page  3,  line  9,  after  the  word  *  dog,*  to 
ioKert  the  words  '  so  seized  '  *' — {Earl  Beau- 
champ,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  To  insert  (6)  The  chief  officer  of  police  <A 
a  police  area  shall  keep,  or  cause  to  oe  kept, 
one  or  more  registers  of  all  dogs  seized  unoer 
this  section  in  that  area  which  are  not  trans- 
ferred to  an  establishment  for  the  reception  of 
stray  dogs.  The  register  shall  contain  a  brief 
description  of  the  dog,  the  date  of  seizure,  and 
particulars  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  dog 
IS  disposed  of,  and  every  such  register  shall  be 
open  to  inspection  at  all  reasonable  times  by 
any  member  of  the  public  on  payment  of  a  fee 
of  one  shilling.  (7)  The  police  shall  not 
dispose  of  an;^  dog  seized  under  this  section  by 
transferring  it  to  an  establishment  for  the 
reception  of  stray  dogs  unless  a  register  it> 
kept  for  that  establishment  contain mg  such 
particulars  as  to  dogs  received  in  the  establish- 
ment as  are  above  mentioned,  and  sucli 
register  is  open  to  inspection  by  the  public  on 
payment  of  a  fee  not  exceeding  one  shilling."— 
{Earl  Carringtan.) 

Lord  BURGHCLERE  said  he  should 
like  some  provision  beng  put  in  the  Bill 
for  lethal  chambers, 

Eabl  CARRINGTON:  I  cannot  do 
tliat,  but  I  can  assure  the  noble  Lord 
that  where  there  is  no  lethal  chamber 
tiiere  is  alwa3rs  a  gun  and  pistol 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment    moved — 

"In  lines  27  and  28  to  leave  out  the  words 
*  arising  from  the  sale,  or  received  from  the 
owner,  of  any  dog  in  pursuance  of/  and  to 
insert  the  words  *  received  by  the  police 
under.'  '*-^Earl  Carrington,) 


On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Drafting  Amendments  made. 
Clauses  3  and  4  agreed  to. 
Clause  5  : — 

Amendment    moved — 

"  In  page  4,  line  11,  to  leave  out  the  word  "are 
duly  complied  with  on  the  part  of  and  to  Insert 
the  words  '  apply  in  the  case.' " — {EaH  Carring- 
Urn.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed][to. 
Cause  5^  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  6: — 

I    Amendment    moved — 

*'  In  page  4,  line  23,  after  '  any '  to  insert  the 
words  'head  of." — {Earl  Carrington.) 

Lord  CLIFFORD  asked  for  an  ex- 
planation as  to  the  necessity  of  the 
Amendment,  remarking  that  it  did  not 
make  the  clause  read  at  all  welL  It  did 
not  sound  anatomically  correct. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  said  itTwas 
perfectly  true  that  it  sounded  odd,  but 
it  was  found  in  previous  Acts  of  Parlia* 
ment,  and  they  ought  to  have  the  same 
phraseology. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause  6,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  : — 

The  Earl  op  CAMPERDOWN 
asked  if  the  noble  Lord  in  charge  of 
the  Bill  would  admit  an  Amendment 
so  that  the  name  and  address  of  an 
owner  of  a  dog  might  be  inscribed  on  the 
collar  in  Gaelic  characters.  He  saw 
that  a  little  lower  down  there  was  a 
similar  Amendment  to  the  effect  that 
in  Ireland  the  name  and  address  of  the 
owner  might  be  inscribed  on  the  collar 
in  Irish  characters.  He  wondered  why 
Ireland  was  to  be  put  in  front  of  Scot- 
land, and  where  the  Scottish  Members  of 
Parliament  were  when  the  matter  was 
discussed  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  asked  whether  the  noble  Lord  would 
have  any  objection  to  the  insertion  of 
an  Amendment  to  that  effect. 
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Earl  CARRINGTON  said  he  had 
had  no  demand  for  the  Amendment, 
but,  if  the  noble  Earl  was  really  serious 
and  was  expressing  the  wish  of  his  fellow 
countrymen,  he  did  not  see  any  great 
objection  to  it. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  :  As 
the  noble  Lord  says  he  has  no  objection 
to  it  I  do  not  propose  to  move. 

Clause  7  agreed  to. 
Clause  8 : — 

Drafting  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Amendment    moved — 

"  In  page  4,  line  19,  after  paragraph  (c),  to 
insert  the  following  |)aragraph  *(<i)  Orders 
under  Section  2  of  this  Act  may  permit  the 
name  and  address  of  the  owner  of  the  dog  to 
be  inscribed  in  Irish  characters.*" — {Eaii 
Carrington,) 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  asked  the  noble 
Earl  to  give  a  sketch  of  how  the 
Amendment  came  to  be  moved  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  asked  if  it 
were  a  brand-new  idea,  whether  the 
Government  divided  upon  it,  and 
whether  it  was  suggested  that  there 
should  be  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  matter. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  said  it  was 
rather  difficult  to  explain,  but  he 
believed  that  the  last  Gk)vernment 
got  rather  into  difficulties  with  their 
Irish  supporters  by  refusing  to  allow 
people  to  put  their  names  in  Irish  upon 
their  bread  carts.  Since  the  present 
Government  came  into  power,  that 
difficulty  had  been  met. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  :  I  believe  that 
the  noble  Earl  is  not  right  up  to  date. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  said  ho  was 
informed  it  was  so.  The  Amendment 
seemed  very  harmless,  and  it  was  moved 
because  Irish  Members  in  another  place 
urged  that  there  were  districts  in  Ireland 
in  which  the  Irish  language  was  spoken 
and  used.  They  pleaded  for  this  small 
concession,  and  he  could  not  see  that 
there  was  any  great  objection  to  it. 


♦Lord  LANSDOWNE  asked  if  the 
noble  Earl  was  quite  sure  the  Amend- 
ment was  80  harmless  as  he  supposed.  The 
object  of  the  Amendment,  under  which 
dogs  were  to  be  decorated  with  collars 
and  labels,  was  to  enable  the  police  to 
identify  owners  of  dogs.  Was  the  noble 
Earl  quite  satisfied  that  in  all  parts  of 
Ireland  there  was  sufficient  knowledge  of 
the  Gaelic  language  among  the  police  to 
enable  them  to  decipher  the  mysterious 
inscription  with  which  the  unfortunate 
dogs  would  be  labelled.  Unless  it  were 
so,  the  Amendment  was  far  from  harm- 
less. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  said  he  was  in- 
formed that  the  Roval  Irish  Constabu- 
lary  did  not  speak  Irish  and  could  not 
read  it.  It  therefore  seemed  very  evident 
that  if  an  Irishman  put  an  Irish  name 
upon  the  collar  of  his  dog,  the  police 
would  not  be  able  to  read  it  or  to  trace 
the  owner,  but  would  keep  the  dog  for 
seven  days,  and  then  woidd  put  it  into 
a  lethal  chamber  or  shoot  it  through 
the  head.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
get  rid  of  stray  dogs,  and  he  did  not  think 
any  better  plan  could  be  adopted  in 
Ireland  than  to  allow  the  Amendment  to 
go  through. 

♦Lord  LANSDOWNE  said  they  had 
to  provide  against  the  Amendment  in  the 
interests  of  the  dog.  It  was  very  hard 
that  the  dog  should  be  taken  from  its 
"  public  resort "  to  the  lethal  chamber 
simply  because  the  owner  chose  to  have 
his  name  inscribed  upon  its  collar  in 
characters  which  could  not  be  read. 

The  Earl  op  DONOUGHMORE 
pointed  out  that  the  very  reason  just 
put  forward  by  his  noble  friend  was 
the  reason  given  by  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  in  another  place  for 
refusing  the  Amendment.  It  refused 
the  Amendment  in  the  interests  of  the 
dog. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  said  the  fact  of 
a  dog  having  an  address  and  the  name  of 
a  man  upon  its  collar  in  an  unknown 
language  did  not  make  the  dog  less  of  a 
stray  dog.  If  the  dog  were  not  claimed 
within  seven  days,it  would  be  shot  through 
the  head  and  a  very  good  thing  too. 
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On  Question,  Amendment  negatived. 

New  clause : — 

•*  In  this  Act  the  expression  •  cattle  *  in- 
cludes horses,  mules,  ehscs,  sbeep,  goats  and 
swine."-- {^oW  CarringUm.) 

On  Question,  new  clause  agreed  to,  and 
added  to  the  Bill 


BILL  OP  EXCHANGE  ACT  (1882) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Read   3*  (according  to    order),    and 
passed. 


ISLE  OP  MAN  (CUSTOMS)  BILL. 

Read    3*  (according   to   order),    and 
passed. 


DEANERY  OF  MANCHESTER  BILL. 

Order  of  the  day  for  Second  Reading 
read. 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (The 
BCarquess  of  Ripon)  said  the  Bill  was 
one  for  the  purpose  of  regulating  the 
salary  of  the  Dean  of  Manchester,  and  it 
resulted  from  the  sale  of  the  late  deanery 
producing  a  larger  sum  than  was  neces- 
sary for  the  erection  of  a  new  deanery.  The 
Bill  provided  for  the  disposal  of  the 
feurplus.  It  was  agreed  to  by  the  present 
dean,  and  any  surplus  which  might  be 
found  after  having  paid  the  new  salary 
would  be  devoted  to  the  purposes  of  the 
Cathedral. 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2*  (according  to 
order),  and  committed  to  a  Conmittee 
of  the  Whole  House  to-morrow. 


CROWN    LANDS    BILL. 
Read  2»  (according  to  order),  and  com- 
mitted  to    a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  to-morrow. 


EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 

BILL. 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill. 
Brought  from  the  Commons;  read  1* ; 
to  be  printed ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on 
Wednesday  next.  (The  Lord  President 
[E,  Crewe]),    (No.  182.) 

House  aijonraed  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o*clock  a.ni.  till 
a  quarter  past  Four  o'clock 
p.m. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Monday,  30th  July,  1906. 


The  House  met  at  quarter  before  Three 
of  the  Clock. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 


Macclesfield  and  District  Tramways 
Bill.  Lords  Amendments  considered, 
and  agreed  to. 

Poole  Corporation  Water  Bill.  Lords 
Amendments  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

County  of  Durham  Electric  Power 
Supply  (recommitted)  Bill  [Lords].  As 
amended,  considered. 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  223 
and  243  be  suspended,  and  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  the  third  time. — (Mr.  Cald- 
well.)— (King's  consent  signified). 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
with  Amendments. 

Water     Orders      Confirmation      Bill 
Lords].     Reported,   with   Amendments 
Provisional  Orders  confirmed].     Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
To-morrow. 

London  Squares  and  Enclosures  Bill 
[Lords].  Reported,  with  Amendments ; 
Keport  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Buckhaven,  Methill,  and  Innerleven 
Burgh  Extension  Bill  [Lords].  Reported, 
with  Amendments  ;  Keport  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to;  Paisley 
Gas  and  Water  Provisional  Order  Bill, 
without  Amendment. 

Ground  Game  Bill,  Pontefract  Corpora- 
tion Bill ;  Sutton  District  Water  Bill ; 
Kingston- upon-Hull  Corporation  Bill ; 
with  Amendments. 

Amendments    to — Crediton   Gas   Bill 

Lords] ;     Kent     Electric     Power     Bill 

Lords] ;  Truro  Gas  Bill  [Lords] ;  Havana 

United  Railways  and  Regla  Warehouses 

Bill  [Lords] ;  without  Amendment. 
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Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  7)  Bill.  Lords  Amendments  con- 
sidered, and  agreed  to. 

Paisley  Roads  Order  Confirmation  Bill. 
Bead  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  3)  Bill  [Lords! ;  Electric  Lighting 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  4)  Bill  [iXrds] ; 
Gas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation  Bill 
[Lords]  ;  Gas  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1) 
Bill  [Lords];  Gas  Orders  Confirmation 
(No.  2)  Bill  [Lords] ;  Tramways  Orders 
Confirmation  Bill  [Lords].  As  amended, 
considered ;  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  with  Amendments. 

Inverclyde  Bequest  Order  Confirmation 
Bill;  Perth  Corporation  Gas  Order 
Confirmation  Bill.  Considered;  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Glasgow  and  South  Western  Railway 
Order  Confirmation  Bill  [Lords]  (by 
Order).  Order  Read,  for  resuming  ad- 
journed Debate  on  Question  [24th  July], 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  considered." 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered ;  to  be  read  the  third 
time  To-morrow. 


Private  Bills.  Ordered,  That  Standing 
Orders  220  and  246,  relating  to  Private 
Bills,  be  suspended  for  the  remainder  of 
the  session. 


Ordered,  That,  as  regards  Private  Bills 
to  be  returned  by  the  House  of  Lords 
with  Amendments,  such  Amendments 
(if  unopposed)  shall  be  considered  forth- 
with. 


Ordered,  That,  as  regards  Private  Bills 
returned,  or  to  be  returned,  by  the  House 
of  Lords  with  Amendments,  such  Amend- 
ments (if  opposed)  shall  be  considered  at 
such  times  as  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  may  determine. 

Ordered,  That,  when  it  is  intended 
to  propose  any  Amendments  thereto,  a 
copy    of    such    Amendments    shall     be 


deposited  in  the  Private  Bill  OflSce  and 
notice  given  on  the  day  on  which  the 
Bill  shall  have  been  returned  from  the 
Lords.— {The  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,) 

GREAT  NORTHERN  (IRELAND)  AND 
MIDLAND  RAILWAYS  BILL. 

As  amended,  considered. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.)  said 
this  was  the  Bill  concerning  which  this 
House,  for  good  and  sufficient  reasons, 
instructed  the  Committee  to  insert  a 
clause  providing  for  open  competition  for 
clerkships.  That  Motion  was  aimed  at 
the  Great  Northern  Railway  of  Ireland, 
and  was  in  no  sense  intended  for  the 
Midland  Company;  but,  of  course,  as 
both  those  companies  were  promoters,  it 
applied  to  both  alike.  When,  therefore, 
the  Midland  Company  appealed  to  be 
exempted  from  the  clause,  he  con- 
ferred with  his  colleagues,  who  regarded 
their  appeal  as  reasonable,  and  under 
those  circumstances  he  had  given  notice 
of  the  Amendment  standing  in  his  name 
to  omit  the  clause  embodying  the  instruc- 
tion and  the  schedule  applying  thereto. 
With  regard  to  the  Great  Northern 
Company,  he  had  received  the  following 
letter  from  that  company — 

"  General  Manager's  Office,  Dublin, 

July  14th,  1906. 

Referring  to  my  interview  with  yoa  in 
regard  to  facilities  being  afforded  for  the  passing 
of  the  Donegetl  Railway  Purchase  Bill  and  this 
Company's  General  Parposes  Bill,  when  you 
desired  some  assurance  that  the  scheme  formu- 
lated by  my  directors  would  be  proceeded  with, 
I  am  authorised  to  say  that  the  scheme  pro- 
viding for  the  future  appointments  to  clerk- 
ships on  this  railway  dv  open  competitive 
examination,  as  adopted  oy  the  directors,  will 
be  submitted  as  a  part  of  tneir  Report  to  the 
forthcoming  half-yearly  meeting  of  the  pro- 
prietors ;  that  the  directors  will  use  their  best 
efforts  to  secure  the  acceptance  of  the  scheme, 
and  with  this  view  they  will  use  the  proxies 
which  may  be  entrusted  to  them  to  carry  it 
and,  further,  that  the  scheme,  on  being  passed 
and  accepted  by  the  proprietors,  will  be  imme- 
diately put  into  <»peration. 

I  am,  yours  faithfully, 

(Signed)    Henry  Plews." 

That  letter  seemed  to  suggest  that  they 
had  considered  the  advisability  of  allow- 
ing both  the  Great  Northern  and  Midland 
Bill  and  the  Great  Northern  Bill  to  go 
through,  a  course  which  they  had  never 
intenoed.  In  order  to  clear  up  this 
matter  the  Parliamentary    agents   ancl 
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the    Great    Northern     Company     had 
addressed  to  him  the  following  letter : — 

"  July  nth,  1906. 

Referring  to  our  interview  with  you  this 
afternoon,  as  we  understand  the  matter,  the 
arrangements  with  reference  to  the  Donegal 
Purchase  Bill  are  independent  of  any  action 
which  yon  and  your  colleagues  may  think  fit 
to  take  with  regard  to  the  company's  own 
Bill,  and  we  do  not  understand  that  there  is 
any  agreement  on  your  part  not  to  oppose  the 
latter  either  now  or  at  any  future  stage. 

Yours  faithfully, 

(Signed)    Dyson  &  Co." 

The  position  as  regarded  the  Great 
Northern  Bill  was  that  it  had  been  post- 
poned until  October  24th.  He  therefore 
held  it  as  a  hostage  until  after  the  half- 
yearly  meeting  of  the  Great  Northern 
Company.  In  these  circumstances  and 
having  regard  to  the  anxiety  of  the 
Memoers  and  the  people  of  Donegal  that 
this  Bill  should  go  through,  they  did  not 
see  that  any  good  object  could  be  served 
by  further  delaying  a  Bill  in  which  the 
people  of  Donegal  had  so  much  interest. 
He  had  received  another  letter  from 
Mr.  Plews,  stating  that  there  was  no 
moral  doubt  that  competitive  examina- 
tion would  be  established  by  the  meeting 
of  the  shareholders.  He  moved  that 
Clause  49  and  the  Second  Schedule  be 
omitted  from  the  Bill. 

Amendments  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


PETITIONS. 


CANADIAN   CATTLE  (IMPORTATION). 

Petition  from  Llandyssul,  for  prohibi- 
tion ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND   WALES) 

BILL. 

Petition  from  Strelly  against;    to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OP  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
.SUN DAY  BILL. 

Petition  from  Battersea,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

STREET  BETTING  BILL  [LORDS]. 

Petition  from  Battersea,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 


METROPOLITAN  WATER  BOARD.  ' 

Paper  [presented  28th  July]  to  be 
printed.     [No.  291.] 

RAILWAY  RETUIINS. 

Copy  presented,  of  Returns  of  the 
Capital,  Traffic,  Receipts,  and  Working 
Expenditure  of  the  Railway  Companies 
of  the  United  Kingdom  for  the  year 
1905  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

COLONIAL  STATISTICS. 

Copy  presented,  of  Statistical  Tables 
relating  to  British  Colonies,  Possessions, 
and  Protectorates.  Part  XXIX.,  for  the 
year  1904  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  INSPECTORS 
(IRELAND). 

Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
[ordered  12th  July  ;  Mr,  Ginnell] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

COLONIAL  REPORTS  (ANNUAL). 

Copy  presented,  of  Colonial  Report  No. 
488  (Gold  Coast,  Annual  Report  for 
1905)  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

ARMY  REORGANISATION. 

Copy  presented,  of  Memorandum  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  on  Army 
Reorganisation,  dated  30th  July,  1906, 
[by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ARMY  (PAY,  NON-EFFECTIVE  PAY, 
AND  ALLOWANCES). 

Copy  presented,  of  List  of  Exceptions 
to  the  Army  Regulations  as  to  Pay,  Non- 
effective Pay,  and  Allowances  sanctioned 
during  the  year  1905-6  [by  Command] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ARMY  (MILITIA). 

Copy  presented,  of  Further  Regulations 
relating  to  the  Militia  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

ARMY  (RESERVE). 

Copy  presented,  of  Further  Regulations 
relating  to  the  Army  Reserve  [by  Act] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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ARMY  (IMPERIAL  YEOMANRY). 

Copy  presented,  of  Further  Regula- 
tions relating  to  the  Imperial  Yeomanry 
[by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

Copy  presented,  of  Fiftieth  Report  of 
the  Commissioners,  with  Appendix  [by 
Command};  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PUBLIC  WORKS  (IRELAND). 

Copy  presented,  of  Seventy-fourth 
Annual  lieport  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  with  Appen- 
dices, for  the  year  ending  31st  March, 
1906  [by  Command];  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

INLAND  REVENUE. 

Copy  presented,  of  Forty-ninth  Report 
of  the  Commissioners,  for  the  year  ended 
31st  March,  1906  [by Command];  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

SUPERANNUATION  ACT,  1887. 

Copy  presented,  of  Return  for  the 
year  ended  March  31st,  1906,  of  the 
Army  and  Navy  Officers  permitted, 
under  Rule  2  of  the  Regulations  drawn 
up  under  Section  6  of  the  Act,  to  hold 
Civil  Employment  or  profit  under  Public 
Departments  [by  Act];  to  lie  upon  the 
Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  292.] 

CLERGY  (WEST  INDIES). 

Copy  presented,  of  Return  of  the 
amount  payable  on  January  5th,  1906, 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  for  Ecclesi- 
astical purposes  in  the  West  Indies  [by 
Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

CHARITABLE  DONATIONS  AND 
BEQUESTS  (IRELAND). 

Copy  presented,  of  Sixty-first  Annual 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  of  Charitable 
Donations  and  Bequests  for  Ireland  [by 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 

Copy  presented,  of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Report,  Annual  Series,  No. 
3684  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

NAVY  (EXCEPTIONS  TO   KING'S 
REGULATIONS). 

Copy  presented,  of  List  of  Exceptions 
to  the  King's  Regulations  as  to  Pay, 
Non  -  effective    Pay,     and     Allowances 


during  the  year  1905-6  [by  Command]  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PAPER  LAID  UPON  THE  TABLE  BY 
THE  CLERK  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Chamber  of  London,  Annual  Aocounte 
of  the  Chamberlain  of  London  for  the 
year  1905  [by  Act];  to  be  printed. 
[No.  293.] 

BURMAH  (OPIUM.) 

Address  for  "Return  of  the  amount 
of  Indian  Opium  annually  consumed  in 
Biirmah  during  the  last  thirty  years." 
— {Mr,  Allen  Baker,) 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 


Purchases  for  the  National  Gallery. 

Mr.  H.  H.  marks  (Kent,  Thanet) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether,  in  recent  purchases  of  works  of 
art  for  the  National  Gallery,  the  trustees 
have  obtained  the  aid  of  outside  expert 
advice  in  fixing  the  prices  paid  by  the 
Nation. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  McKenna.)  I  am 
informed  that  the  trustees  have  not  paid 
for  outside  expert  advice  as  to  the  prices 
of  pictures,  but  have  on  occasions  asked 
for  and  received  such  advice  unoflBcially. 

Reports  of  Parliamentary  Debates. 

Mr.  HAZLETON  (Gal way,  N) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  he 
will  state  the  reason  why,  in  the  official 
Reports  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Houses 
of  Parliament,  the  speeches  of  Members 
of  the  Upper  House  are  invariably 
reported  in  the  first  person,  whereas  this, 
with  few  exceptions,  is  not  the  practice 
in  reporting  the  proceedings  of  this 
House ;  whether  the  speeches  of 
Members  of  the  Upper  House  are 
reportetl  verbatim,  and,  if  so,  what  is  the 
extra  cost  involved ;  and  whether  steps 
will  be  taken  to  have  a  uniform  method 
adopted  in  the  Reports  of  the  proceedings 
of  l>oth  Houses  of  Parliament. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  McKenna.)  I 
understand  that  it  is  not  the  invariable 
practice  to  report  all  speeches  delivered 
in  the  House  of  Lords  verbatim,  but 
both  because  the  Debates  in  that  House 
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are  usually  shorter  and  because  greater 
facilities  tor  hearing  them  are  afforded 
to  the  reporters,  it  is  only  natural 
that  the  Reports  of  the  proceedings 
there  should  be  fuller  than  of  those  in 
this  House.  Under  the  existingcontract, 
which  does  not  expire  until  December 
31st,  1907,  the  contractors  are  permitted 
to  exercise  their  discretion  as  to  the 
fulness  of  the  Reports,  subject  to  an 
obligation  to  report  verbatim  all  Questions 
addressed  to  a  Minister  with  the 
Minister's  reply,  and  to  report  no  speech 
at  less  than  one-third  of  its  length  as 
delivered.  1  do  not  see  how  an 
opportunity  for  reconsidering  this 
arrangement  can  occur  until  the  expira- 
ion  of  the  existing  contract. 

Board  of  Education  Begolations. 
Mr.  BRIDGEMAN  (Shropshire,  Os- 
westry) :  To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Education  when  he  will  be  able 
to  submit  to  the  House  ithe  regulations 
of  the  Board  of  Education  referred  to  in 
Clause  4  (1)  (a)  of  the  Education  Bill. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Birrell,)  As  I 
stated  in  the  House  last  Wednesday,  I 
propose  to  publish  some  draft  Ballot 
Regulations  as  a  Parliamentary  Paper  be- 
fore the  House  rises  this  week.  These  draft 
Regulations  will  not  represent  in  any 
way  the  final  determination  of  the  Board 
of  Education  on  the  matter,  and  I  shall 
be  most  glad  to  receive  practical  sugges- 
tions on  the  subject  from  any  quarter. 

Speed  Indicators  on  Motor  Omnibuses. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  To 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  he  is  aware  that 
drivers  of  motor  omnibuses  find  it  difficult 
to  regulate  the  speed  to  the  limit 
specified  under  the  Act  owing  to  the 
vehicles  not  being  provided  with  speed 
indicators;  and  will  he  consider  the 
expediency  of  communicating  with  the 
proprietors  of  these  omnibuses  on  the 
subject. 

(Anstoered  by  Mr,  John  Bums,)  The 
adoption  of  speed  indicators  is  not 
required  by  law,  and  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Motor  Cars  state  in  their 
Report  that  they  cannot  recommend  that 
it  should  be.  In  these  circumstances  I 
do  not  at  present  see  my  way  to  act  on 
the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  fnend. 


Persons    with  Defective   Eyesight   and 
Motor  Licenses. 

Mr.  weir  :  To  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
he  is  aware  that  persons  of  defective 
vision  are  unable  to  judge  distances 
accurately  ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
public  danger  in  the  case  of  persons 
driving  high  speed  motors  in  crowded 
thoroughfares,  such  as  are  common  in 
the  Metropolitan  Police  area,  will  he  take 
such  steps  as  may  be  necessary  to 
prevent  licenses  being  granted  to  persons 
of  defective  vision. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  John  Bums,)  So 
far  as  licenses  under  the  Motor  Gar  Act 
to  drivers  of  motor  cais  are  concerned, 
there  is  no  power  to  require  any  test  or 
qualification  before  they  are  granted. 
So  far,  however,  as  relates  to  licences 
under  the  Metropolian  Public  Carriage 
Act  to  the  drivers  of  omnibuses  and 
hackney  carriages  in  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Distpict,  I  understand  that  the 
police  authorities  satisfy  themselves  as  to 
the  general  soundness  of  the  driver's 
sight  before  a  license  is  given.  If  any 
defect  appears  a  closer  examination  is 
made. 

Metropolitan  Asylums  Board— Ohildren's 
Gonvalescent  Homes. 

Mr.  TOULMIN  (Bury,  Lancashire): 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  if  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  Report  for  1905  of 
the  Children's  Committee  of  the 
Metropolitan  Asylums  Board,  in  which 
regret  is  expressed  at  the  want  of 
appreciation,  by  metropolitan  boards  of 
guardians,  of  the  homes  and  schools 
provided  by  the  Board  for  certain 
special  classes  of  children  in  the 
guardians'  care,  viz.,  those  with  ophthal- 
mia or  ringworm,  defective  children,  or 
convalescent  children  needing  sea  air ; 
and  at  the  failure  to  secure  that  every 
child  falling  within  one  or  other  of  the 
classes  in  question,  shall  be  promptly 
removed  to  the  institution  suited  to  its 
requirements ;  and  whether  he  will  urge 
on  boards  of  guardians  the  duty  of 
giving  to  the  children  in  their  care,  who 
need  them,  the  advantages  of  these 
special  homes. 

(Anstoered  by  Mr.  John  Bums,)  My 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  passage 
in  the  Report  referred  to  in  the  Question 
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and  I  propose  to  address  a  circular  to  the 
metropolitan  boards  of  guardians  on  the 
subject  to  which  it  relates. 

Boarded-out  Poor  Law  Ohildren. 

Mr.  LEIF  JONES  (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) :  To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  if  he  will  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  issuing  an 
amended  Within  the  Union  Boarding-out 
Order,  under  which  a  voluntary  committee 
to  supervise  the  children  boarded  out 
within  the  union  shall  be  compulsory, 
and  power  be  given  to  pav,  where  neces- 
sary, 5s.  per  week  per  child  instead  of  4s. 
as  at  present,  thus  bringing  the  Within 
Order  into  line  with  the  amended  Without 
Order  of  December,  1905,  and  preventing 
such  boarding-out  from  being  a  form  of 
out-relief. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  John  Burns,)  Yes, 
Sir,  I  am  giving  consideration  to  this 
matter. 

Delay  in  Sanctioning  Appointment  of 
Longford  Petty  Sessions  Olerk. 

Mr.  J.  P.  FAERELL  (Longford,  N.) : 
to  ask  Mr.  Attorney-General  for  Ireland 
the  cause  of  the  delay  in  sanctioning  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  E.  Daly  McCann  to 
the  clerkship  of  Longford  petty  sessions, 
to  which  office  he  was  elected  by  a  large 
majority  on  June  14th ;  and  will  his 
appointment  be  now  sanctioned. 

(Answered  by  Mr  Cherry,)  A  question 
has  arisen  as  to  whether  Mr.  McCann  is 
within  the  prescribed  limits  of  a^e,  and 
until  this  question  has  been  decided  it 
cannot  be  stated  whether  or  not  the 
appointment  will  be  sanctioned.  It  is 
not  anticipated  that  there  will  be  any 
undue  delay  in  dealing  with  the  matter. 

Bermuda  Dockyard  Extension. 

Mr.  BELLAIES  (Lynn  Regis):  To 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
no  vessels  classed  as  armoured  ships  in 
the  list  of  effective  ships  have  been  docked 
in  the  new  floating  dock  at  Bermuda 
since  its  arrival  on  August  8th,  1902,  he 
will  state  what  armoured  ships  have  been 
docked  in  the  old  floating  dock  since 
August  8th,  1902  ;  and  whether  he  can 
state  how  much  of  the  £600,000  provided 
for  Bermuda  dockyard  extension  remains 
still  unexpended  ? 


(Answered  by  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson.) 
H.M.S.  "  Hotspur  "  is  the  only  armoured 
ship  that  has  been  docked  in  tho  old 
floating  dock  at  Bermuda  since  8th  August, 
1902,  but  during  the  same  period  six 
unarmoured  vessels  ranging  up  to  6,250 
tons  have  been  docked  there.  The  sum 
of  about  £40,000  remains  unexpended 
on  the  Bermuda  dockyard  extension 
item. 

Withdrawal  of  Grant  firom  Kilsyth 
Academy. 

Mr.  SMEATON  (Stirlingshire)  :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whether 
the  withdrawal  of  the  grant  of  £130  a 
year  enjoyed  by  the  Kilsyth  Academy  for 
eight  years,af  ter  having  been  duly  certified 
by  the  Scottish  Education  Department  as 
qualified  to  receive  grants  for  secondary 
education,  and  of  which  it  was  deprived 
without  warning  or  cause  shown,  is  in 
pursuance  of  the  policy  of  the  Grovem- 
ment  to  remove  higher  grade  instruction 
from  the  parish  schools ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Kilsyth  Academy  is  the 
largest  school  in  Stirlingshire  providing 
education  largely  elementary  but  in  part 
secondary,  to  a  population  of  about 
10,000  in  an  isolated  part  of  the  county  ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  proviso  in 
Section  67  of  the  Statute  of  1872,  which 
lays  down  that  the  standard  of  education 
in  the  public  schools  of  Scotland  shall 
not  be  lowered,  he  proposes  to  take  any 
and^  if  any,  what,  steps  in  the  matter. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sinclair.)  The  policy 
of  the  Department  is  to  encourage  the 
establishment  of  higher  grade  schools  or 
departments  wherever  possible,  and  is 
directed  generally  to  the  improvement  of 
education  in  the  public  schools  of  Scot- 
land. The  amended  scheme  of  the 
Stirlingshire  Secondary  Committee  for 
the  year  1904  did  not  provide  for  pay- 
ment of  a  subsidy  to  schools  of  the  claas 
to  which  Kilsyth  Academy  belongs,  that 
is  to  say  very  lar^e  elementary  schools  in 
which  some  secondary  instruction  is  given. 
The  alteration  of  the  scheme  was  duly 
advertised  in  December,  1903,  in  the  local 
newspapers  in  accordance  with  the  Do* 
partment's  regulations.  If  the  school 
board  will  submit  proposals  that  would 
justify  the  Department  in  recognising  the 
academy  as  a  higher  grade  school,  there 
is  no  reason  to  think  that  the  county 
committee  would  not  be  prepared  to 
regard  it  as  a  suitable  centre  for  secon- 
dary instruction. 
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Proseeution  of  Ifr.  Hoeyof  Belfkst. 

Mr.  JAMES  O'CONNOR  (Wicklow, 
W.) :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  his  attention  has  heen 
called  to  the  prosecution  of  Mr.  Hoey,  of 
Victoria  Street,  Belfast,  for  blending  on 
his  own  premises  patent  still  whiskey 
with  pot  still  whiskey ;  and  to  the  state- 
ment of  defendant's  counsel  that  had 
defendant  blended  the  spirits  in  a  bonded 
store  no  legal  offence  would  have  been 
committed ;  whether  under  the  circum- 
stances he  will  remit  the  fine  imposed 
upon  the  defendant;  and  whether  he 
will  take  the  necessary  steps  to  prohibit 
by  legislation  the  blending  of  patent  and 
pot  still  whiskey  in  bond  as  well  as  out 
of  bond. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Aaquith,)  Mr.  Hoey 
committed  a  serious  breach  of  the 
Revenue  regulations  by  tampering  with 
spirits  in  transit  under  bond  from  one 
Customs  warehouse  to  another,  and  I  am 
unable  to  recommend  the  remission  of  the 
fine  imposed  bv  the  magistrates.  The 
blending  of  spints  is  legal  either  in  bond 
or  out  of  bond,  provided  that  the  regula- 
tions made  for  the  protection  of  the 
Revenue  are  not  infringed,  and  I  see  no 
reason  for  altering  the  Taw. 

Payment  of  Members  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton) :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  when  he  will  introduce  a  Bill 
to  give  effect  to  his  promise  to  provide 
funds  to  carry  out  the  Resolution  of  this 
House  as  to  the  payment  of  Members. 

(Answered  hy  Mr.  AsquUh.)  I  am  not 
aware  that  I  ever  made  any  such  promise. 

Indian  Civil  Servants  and  Private  Work- 
Madras  Government  Architect. 

Mr.  SEARS  (Cheltenham):  To  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether 
there  is  a  Government  order  to  the  effect 
that  no  Government  servant  shall  engage 
in  private  work  whilst  serving  under  their 
orders ;  whether  the  architect  to  the 
Gk>vemment  of  Madras  is  allowed  to 
undertake  private  work ;  and  whether  the 
Director  of  Public  Instruction  is  in  the 
habit  of  referring  to  the  Government 
architect  to  pass  and  recommend  for  the 
education  grant  plans  prepared  by  him- 
self, thus  placing  him  in  the  position  of 
passing  his  own  designs  for  a  grant ;  will 
he   state   what  salary  the  Government 
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architect  receives,  and  whether  there  is  a 
retiring  pension  attached  to  the  office ; 
will  he  cause  a  Return  to  be  made  of  the 
private  works  undertaken  by  this  public 
official  contrary  to  Government  regu- 
lations. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Secretary  Morley.) 
There  is  a  nile  to  the  effect  that  no 
Government  servant  may  engage  in 
private  work  without  the  previous  per- 
mission of  the  local  government.  I  am 
not  aware  whether  such  permission  has 
been  given  by  the  Government  of  Madras 
to  their  consulting  architect,  nor  what 
conditions  may  have  been  attached  to  the 
permission,  if  granted ;  but  I  will  inquire. 
The  present  consulting  architect  is  a 
superintending  engineer  in  the  Public 
Works  Department,  with  a  salary  of 
Rs.  2,000  a  month,  who  is  eligible  for 
pension  under  the  rules  applicable  to 
officers  of  that  department. 

Indian  Scheolbovs  Expelled  for  Attending 
Swadishi  Meeting. 

Sir  H.  cotton  (Nottingham,  E.) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  fact  that  a  number  of  school- 
boys belonging  to  a  Government  school 
at  Noakhali,  in  Eastern  Bengal  and  Assam, 
have  been  expelled  for  attending  a 
Swadishi  meeting  ;  and  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  orders  have  been 
issued  for  the  unconditional  reinstatement 
of  schoolboys  who  had  been  expelled  on 
so-called  political  considerations,  he  will 
issue  instructions  that  these  orders  shall 
be  made  general  in  their  application  to 
the  whole  province. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Morley.) 
The  attention  of  the  Government  of  India 
is  closely  engaged  on  these  matters,  and 
I  cannot  say  more  at  present. 

Oancer  in  India. 

Mr.  weir  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  any  statistics  are 
now  available  in  regard  to  the  prevalence 
of  cancer  in  India. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Secretary  Moi'ley.)  I 
understand  that,  in  the  forthcoming 
Report  of  the  Imperial  Cancer  Research 
Fund,  certain  statistics  as  to  the  occur- 
rence  of  cancer  in  India,  derived  from  the 
information  supplied  by  Indian  medical 
officers,  will  be  published. 
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Hours  of  Labour  of  Women  in  Bombay 

Ootton  Mills. 

Mr.  weir  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  seeing  that  he  has  called 
for  a  Report  in  regard  to  the  hours  of 
labour  of  women  and  young  people 
engaged  in  the  Bombay  cotton  mills,  will 
he  include  in  that  inquiry  women  and 
young  girls  engaged  as  bricklayers  and 
stonemasons'  labourers  at  Ahmedabad 
and  other  places  in  the  Bombay 
Presidency. 

(Anstvered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Morley.) 
The  inquiry  is  confined  to  labour  coming 
under  the  Indian  Factories  Act,  and  I  do 
not  propose  to  instruct  the  Government 
of  India  to  enlarge  its  scope ;  but  I  will 
call  their  attention  to  the  subject  of  my 
hon.  friend's  Question. 

The  De  Sails  Estate. 

Mil.  LUNDON  (Limenck,  E.) :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  can  he  say  whether  as 
yet  applications  to  carry  out  the  sale  to 
the  tenants  on  the  part  of  Count  De  Salis, 
around  Grange,  Loughgur,  and  Knockroe, 
county  Limerick,  have  been  made  to  the 
Estates  Commissioners ;  is  he  aware  that 
on  this  estate  there  are  close  on  400  acres 
of  untenanted  land,  held  until  lately  by 
Mr.  Dickson  and  Mr.  Chatterton,  on 
which  labourers,  evicted  tenants,  and 
poor  farmers'  sons  could  be  (juartered ; 
will  he  and  the  Estates  Commissioners 
take  precautions  that  no  extensive  tenants 
already  holding  large  farms  get  this 
untenanted  land  by  fine  for  the  tenant 
right;  and,  if  so,  that  no  sale  of  the 
estate  be  sanctioned. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Bnjce.)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  no  applica- 
tion in  respect  of  the  sale  of  this  estate 
has  yet  been  made  to  them.  In  the 
event  of  the  estate  coming  before  them 
the  Commissioners  will  consider  the 
matters  indicated  in  the  Question. 

Sale  of  Mr.  Delmage's  Estate,  County 

Limerick. 

Mr.  LUNDON:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  can  he  say  how  matters  stand  at 
present  as  regards  sale  and  purchase 
between  the  landlord  and  tenants  on  the 
prooerty  of  Mr.  Delmege  around  Garry- 
spillane  and  Knocklong,  county  Limerick ; 


is  he  aware  that  there  is  a  tract  of  un- 
tenanted land  on  the  estate,  formerly 
worked  by  the  Boltons :  and  will  he 
instruct  the  Estates  Commissioners  not  to 
sanction  the  sale  should  any  persons  take 
the  tenant  right  of  those  untenanted 
lands,  which  according  to  the  spirit  of  the 
Land  Purchase  Act  of  1903  should  be 
given  to  labourers,  evicted  tenants,  and 
other  landless  people. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  purchase 
agreements  in  respect  of  an  estate  of  Mr. 
Stafford  Delmege  were  lodged  in  1905. 
The  estate  has  not  yet  been  inspected. 
The  Commissioners  will  in  due  course 
make  inquiries  as  to  the  untenanted  lati<l 
on  this  property  referred  to  in  the 
Question. 

Sale  of  the  Dunraven  Estate— Lord 
Dunraven  and  Mr.  Spearing. 

Mr.  LUNDON  :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land is  he  aware  that,  when  the  tenants 
of  the  Earl  of  Dunraven  purchased  their 
holdings  on  his  Lordship's  estates  around 
Adare  and  Croom,  one  tenant,  named 
George  Spearing,  refused  to  purchase,  on 
the  grounds  that,  since  his  judicial  rent 
had  been  fixed.  Lord  Dunraven  had  con- 
structed fish  hatcheries,  raising  the  water 
fiowing  by  the  farm  in  the  River  Maigue 
so  as  to  fiood  eleven  acres  of  Spearing's 
land  ;  also  that  he  was  unwilling  to  give 
away  to  the  landlord  his  sporting  rights 
and  his  claim  to  sand,  gravel,  and  quarry, 
so  that,  with  his  farm  depreciated  in 
value,  he  could  not  agree  to  pay  twenty- 
three  years  purchase ;  is  he  aware  that 
Lord  Dunraven  offered  £28  compensation 
for  the  construction  of  the  fishing  weir ; 
that  Lord  Dunraven  and  his  agent,  Mr. 
Peter  Fitzgerald,  have  harassed  the 
tenant  by  writs  from  the  King's  Bench 
and  law  costs ;  and  will  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners be  instructed  to  interpose  and 
try  to  fix  a  fair  purchase  price  between 
Lord  Dunraven  and  Mr.  Spearing. 

{Answeied  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  The  flstates 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  the  estate 
referred  to  was  purchased  by  them  under 
the  provisions  of  Section  6  of  the  Act  of 
1903.  The  holding  in  question  was 
inspected  by  the  Estates  Commissioners' 
inspector  who  estimated  the  price  of  it  at 
£842,  representing  a  reduction  of  25  per 
cent,  on  the  judicial  rent.    The  purchase 
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money  of  the  holding  has  been  paid  to 
the  Earl  of  Dunraven.  The  Commis- 
sioners have  no  knowledge  as  to  the 
compensation  offered  to  the  tenant  for  the 
construction  of  the  fishing  weir,  nor  as  to 
the  legal  proceedings  which  may  have 
been  taken  for  the  recovery  of  rent  pre- 
Nnous  to  the  purchase  of  the  estate  by 
them.  The  Commissioners  intend  to 
consider  Spearings  case,  together  with 
others  on  the  same  estate,  with  a  view  to 
dealing  with  them  pursuant  to  Section  19 
of  the  Act. 

Orange  DiBtnrbance  at  Baphoe,  East 

Donegal. 

Mr.  McVeigh  (Donegal,  K):  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  disturbance  which  took 
place  at  10  p.m.  in  the  town  of  Kaphoe, 
East  Donegal,  on  the  12th  July,  during 
which  Orangemen  used  firearms,  to  the 
danger  of  the  inhabitants,  discharging 
sixteen  shots  in  the  Diamond,  wounding 
two  Catholics,  one  going  home  with  his 
wife,  the  other  standing  in  his  own  door, 
and  afterwards,  when  passing  the  Catholic 
church,  they  again  used  firearms,  and 
used  language  calculated  to  cause  a 
breach  of  the  peace ;  seeing  that  there 
were  twenty-five  police  in  the  town,  will 
he  state  why  they  did  not  quell  the  dis- 
turbance or  since  take  steps  to  bring 
these  men  to  justice  ;  and  will  he  say  if 
the  district  inspector  will  have  an 
opportunity  of  explaining  his  conduct  on 
the  occasion. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  liryce,)  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  police  authorities  that  on 
the  occasion  in  question  the  Kaphoe 
Orangemen,  upon  their  return  from  a 
demonstration,  paraded  the  town.  A 
drunken  man  staggered  into  the  pro- 
cession when  passing  through  the 
Diamond,  and  was  knocked  down.  A 
scuffle  ensued  between  a  few  Orangemen 
and  Nationalists,  but  no  one  received 
serious  injury.  Twelve  policemen  who 
were  present  succeeded  in  restoring  order 
within  ten  minutes.  During  the  dis- 
turbance about  a  dozen  shots  were  fired 
on  the  outskirts  of  the  crowd,  but  no 
one  was  injured  by  the  shots  which 
appeared  to  be  blank  cartridge.  I  am 
informed  that  no  shots  were  fired,  or 
provocative  language  used,  when  actually 
passing  the  Catholic  church  ;  but  at  a 
utile  ouBtance  past  the  church  two  shots 


were  fired  in  the  air  from  a  car.  The 
district  inspector  had  not  returned  from 
duty  at  the  demonstration  referred  to. 
The  police  at  Kaphoe  were  in  charge  of 
a  head  constable,  who  took  prompt 
measures  to  restore  order.  Several 
persons  who  were  concerned  in  the  dis- 
turbance obtained  summonses  against 
each  other,  but  I  am  informed  that  they 
have  all  agreed  to  drop  proceedings  and 
to  live  on  better  terms  in  future. 

Befosal  of  Loans  to  Andrew  Qallen  of 
Laoght,  County  Donegal 

Mr.  MACVEIGH  :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  Ohat  Andrew 
Gallen,  of  Laught,  Killygordon,  East 
Donegal,  was,  by  the  Board  of  Public 
Works,  refused  a  loan  of  £40  to  improve 
his  farm,  whilst  the  adjoining  farmers 
obtained  a  similar  loan  on  application ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Gallen  satisfied 
the  Board  that  there  was  no  encumbrance 
on  the  holding  ;  that  the  secretary  made 
a  demand  for  10s.,  an  unusual  thing, 
which  Gallen  sent  him  ;  that  an  inspector 
came  down  who  said  he  did  not  under- 
stand farming,  and  that  he  inspected  the 
improvements  Gallen  desired  to  make  ; 
and  will  he  say  why  the  loan  was  not 
granted. 

{Answeied  by  Mr.  McKenna.)  I  am 
informed  that  the  loan  was  refused 
because  the  Board  of  Works,  after  con- 
sidering'their  inspector's  report,  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  annual  value  of 
the  benefit  to  be  derived  from  the  ex- 
penditure would  not  be  equal  to  the 
amount  of  the  annual  instalment  in  pay- 
ment of  the  loan.  All  applications  for 
loans,  I  understand,  are  dealt  with  on 
this  principle,  and  no  exception  was 
made  in  Gallen's  case ;  if  adjoining 
farmers  obtained  loans  it  was  because  they 
fulfilled  the  general  conditions,  which  he 
did  not.  The  Board  were  satisfied  of 
his  title,  and  believe  that  there  is  no 
incumbrance  on  the  holding.  The  charge 
of  10s.  is  a  regular  charge  made  in  every 
case  towards  the  preliminary  expenses, 
which  it  does  not  fully  cover.  The 
Board's  inspector  who  vi^*ite(l  Gallen's 
holding  has  both  theoretical  knowledge 
and  practical  experience  of  farming,  and 
I  feel  difficulty  therefore  in  supposing 
that  he  could  have  made  the  statement 
attributed  to  him. 
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Extension  of  Labourers  Act  to  Small 
Holders  in  East  Donegal. 

Mr.  MACVEIGH  :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  there 
are  men  in  East  Donegal  who  occupy 
holdings  under  £3  valuation  and  who 
are  daily  labouring  with  the  adjoining 
farmers  and  cannot  get  the  benefit  of  the 
Labourers  Act  from  the  fact  that  they 
are  the  holders  of  these  patches  of  bog ; 
and,  if  so,  will  he  take  steps  to  have  the 
provisions  of  the  Labourers  Act  extended 
to  them. 

{Anstoered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  I  am  in- 
formed that  no  complaints  to  the  effect 
mentioned  have  been  received  by  the 
Local  Gk)vemment  Board.  I  would  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  definition  of 
agricultural  labourer  contained  in  Section 
4  of  the  Labourers  Act  of  1886,  and  to 
the  extension  of  the  definition  contained 
in  Section  93  of  the  Irish  Land  Act  of 
1903.  The  provision  in  the  latter 
section,  which  excludes  persons  who  are 
in  occupation  of  land  exceeding  one 
quarter  of  an  acre  from  the  definition, 
applies  only  to  persons  who  work  for  hire 
at  other  than  agricultural  work.  The 
limitation  as  to  the  quantity  of  land 
which  may  be  occupied  does  not  appJy  to 
a  person  who  does  agricultural  work  for 
hire. 

• 

Extra  Police  at  Ballybofey,  East  Donegal. 

Mr.  MACVEIGH :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  drafting  of  112  extra  police 
and  two  officers  into  the  peaceable  town 
of  Ballybofey,  East  Donegal,  on  July  1 2th ; 
and,  if  so,  will  he  give  the  names  and 
state  on  what  Beport  and  by  whose 
authority  this  extra  force  was  quartered 
in  Ballybofey,  or  if  a  breach  of  the 
peace  occurred;  and,  if  so,  how  many 
were  injured,  how  many  are  now  in 
hospital,  and  how  many  in  gaol ;  who  is 
to  pay  the  expense  of  bringing  this  force 
from  distant  counties,  or  if  the  expense 
incurred  by  their  visit  will  be  made  a 
charge  on  the  rates  of  East  Donegal,  and 
if  not  out  of  what  fund  will  the  expense 
come,  or  can  he  say  during  the  last  six 
^ears  how  many  extra  police  were  drafted 
into  Ballybofey  on  the  12th  July  each 
year,  and  what  special  duties  were  per- 
formed by  them  to  warrant  the  annual 
increase  in  their  number. 


{Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  On  July  1 2th 
an  extra  force  of  105  men  and  two  officers 
was  drafted  into  Ballybofey  for  the 
preservation  of  the  peace  in  connection 
with  a  large  demonstration  at  that  place. 
This  force  was  assembled  on  the  authority 
of  the  Inspector-General  and  vrith  the 
approval  of  the  Government.  It  is, 
happily,  the  case  that  no  breach  of  the 
peace  occurred,  but  precautions  were 
required.  Sixty  men  of  the  extra  force 
were  drawn  from  other  counties,  and 
half  of  the  cost  of  these  will  be  charge- 
able on  local  rates,  the  other  half  being 
borne  by  the  Constabulary  Vote.  During 
the  previous  six  years  no  extra  police 
from  other  counties  were  drafted  into 
Ballybofey  on  the  12th  of  July,  but  in 
1898,  which  was  the  last  occasion  on 
which  a  large  Orange  demonstration  took 
place  in  that  locality,  a  force  of  80  extra 
police  was  brought  into  the  adjacent 
town  of  Stranorlar. 

Endowment  of  Schools  on  the  Olifden  and 
Atinally  Properties. 

Mr.  MEAGHER  (Kilkenny,  N.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Estates  Commissioners  were  aware,  when 
sanctioning  the  advance  for  the  purchase 
of  the  Clifden  and  Annally  properties, 
county  Kilkenny,  that  the  schools  on 
those  properties  were  in  receipt  of  endow- 
ments out  of  the  same ;  whether  those 
endowments  have  not  now  ceased,  so  far 
as  the  Catholic  schools  on  the  property 
are  concerned,  and  are  continued  to  the 
Protestant  schools ;  and  whether  anything 
will  be  done  to  put  the  Catholic  schools 
on  an  equality  with  the  Protestant 
schools. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  the  majority 
of  the  sales  on  the  estate  of  Lady  Annally 
have  been  completed.  No  question  as  to 
the  endowment  of  schools  on  the  estate 
arose  when  the  sales  were  being  effected, 
nor  would  the  matter  appear  to  be  one  in 
which  the  Commissioners  could  exercise 
any  control.  The  Commissioners  are 
unable  to  identify  any  proceedings  for 
sale  in  respect  of  the  Clifden  Estate. 

Religions  Persuasion  of  Magistrates  in 
County  Oavan. 

Mr.  VINCENT  KENNEDY  (Cavan, 
W.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
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is  aware  that  in  1905-6  four  magistrates 
viz.,  three  Episcopalians  and  one 
Methodist,  in  fl905  nine  Episcopalians, 
and  in  1902  twelve  Episcopalians,  one 
Methodist,  and  one  Catholic,  were 
appointed  in  countj  Cavan;  was  the 
last  Catholic  appointed  so  far  back  as 
October  24th  1899  ;  will  he  say  what  are 
the  approximate  percentages  in  this 
county  of  Episcopalians,  Presbyterians, 
Methodists,  Society  of  Friends,  Unitarians, 
Roman  Catholics,  and  other  religious 
denominations ;  and  what  percentage  the 
magistrates  appointed  bear  to  the  different 
religious  denominations. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bryee.)  As  I  in- 
formed the  hon.  Member  on  Monday  last, 
full  information  as  to  the  religious 
persuasion  of  ma^trates  appointed 
for  countv  Cavan  m  the  years  men- 
tioned will  be  found  in  the  Parliamen- 
tary Papers  which  I  then  indicated.  In 
like  manner  the  number  of  persons 
belonging  to  the  several  religious  denomi- 
nations in  the  county  Cavan  will  be  found 
in  the  last  Census  Betum,  and  from  these 
the  percentages  can  be  obtained.  I  have 
already  stated,  on  the  Lord  Chancellor's 
authority,  that  a  number  of  appointments 
to  the  magistracy  in  Cavan  will  shortly 
be  made. 

Evicted  Tenants  of  the  Onsack  Estate. 

Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL:  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners will,  with  a  view  to  giving  the 
evicted  tenants  of  county  Longford  a 
chance  of  obtaining  portions  of  the  Cusack 
Estate  untenanted  land,  direct  an  inquiry 
into  their  applications  for  reinstatement 
with  a  view  to  some  selection  being 
made. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  they  will, 
when  distributing  untenanted  land  which 
they  may  acquire  in  county  Longford, 
duly  consider  the  applications  for  rein- 
statement received  from  evicted  tenants 
in  that  county. 

DeUj  in  the  Sale  of  the  0*Brien  Estate, 
North  Longford. 

Mb.  J.  P.  FARRELL :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  will  he  state  the  reason  of  the 
delay  in  the  sale  of  the  O'Brien  Estate, 
^t     Comakelly    and    Corglass,     North 


Longford;  what  is  the  cause  of  the  present 
standstill  in  the  proceedings,  and  who  is 
to  blame ;  and  when  may  the  tenants 
expect  this  sale  to  go  through,  in  order 
to  obtain  relief  under  The  Land  Purchase 
Act,  1903. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  no  pro- 
ceedings for  the  sale  of  this  estate  have 
been  instituted  before  them.  I  under 
stand,  however,  that  the  estate  is  in  the 
Land  Judge's  Court,  and  I  will  have 
inquiries  made  from  the  registrar  of  the 
Court. 

Section  7  Irish  Land  Act  and  North 
Longford  Estate. 

Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL:  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  Section  7  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1903  is  being  applied  in  the 
case  of  the  sale  of  the  King-Harmau 
(Ballinamuck),  Galbraith,  and  Archdale 
Estates  in  North  Longford ;  and  when  a 
definite  decision  on  these  cases  may  be 
expected: 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  I  am 
informed  by  the  Registrar  of  the  Land 
Judge's  Court  that  no  proceedings  for  the 
sale  of  the  King-Harman  Estate  are  before 
the  Court,  and  no  order  for  sale  has  been 
made  in  the  case  of  the  Galbraith  Estate. 
The  provisions  of  Section  7  of  the  Act  of 
1903  are,  therefore,  not  applicable  to 
these  estates.  Proceedings  in  regard  to 
the  Archdale  Estate  are  before  the  Land 
Judge's  Court,  but  no  proceedings  under 
Section  7  have  been  taken. 

Sale  of  the  Kilcogy  Bog  Estate. 

Mr.  VINCENT  KENNEDY :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  will  state  whether 
negotiations  for  the  sale  of  Kilcogy  Bog 
Estate  of  Quintin  Dick  and  others,  county 
Cavan,  have  resulted  in  the  tenants 
agreeing  to  purchase  this  bog  through 
trustees;  when  was  the  purchase  agree- 
ment filed ;  when  did  the  inspector  visit 
the  bog ;  has  the  sale  been  refused,  and 
on  what  groimds ;  and  will  this  matter 
be  reopened  by  the  Estates  Commissioners 
with  a  view  to  securing  to  them  this  bog, 
which  is  now  the  only  unsold  portion  of 
this  estate. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  I  am  informed 
that  the  trustees  for  the  tenants  signed 
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two  agreements  for  the  purchase,  at 
£64:0,  of  forty  six  acres  of  turbary  on  this 
estate  for  the  benefit  both  of  the  present 
tenants  and  of  those  who  had  purchased 
their  holdings  on  the  estate  under  the 
previous  Land  Purchase  Acts.  The 
purchase  agreements  were  lodged  on  the 
1st  February  1905,  and  the  inspector 
furnished  his  report  on  May  14th  1906. 
The  Estates  Commissioners  decided  that 
the  bog  referred  to  should  be  excluded 
from  the  estate  as  they  considered  that 
it  does  not  afford  security  for  the  advance 
applied  for.  The  matter  will  be  again 
brought  before  the  Commissioners  for 
their  further  consideration. 

Olearing  House  Banking  Returns  for 
Irish  Cities. 

Mr.  VINCENT  KENNEDY :  To  a^k 
.he  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  will  state 
for  what  Irish  cities  clearing  house  bank- 
ing Returns  are  issued ;  and  whether  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
figures  for  the  years  1870,  1880,  1890, 
1900,  1901,  1902,  1903,  1904,  1905. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Bryce.)  The  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  and  Technical 
Instruction  are  informed  that  the  only 
Irish  clearing  house  which  issues  Returns 
is  that  of  Dublin.  The  figures  of  the 
clearing  house  may  be  found  in  the 
journal  of  the  Institute  of  Bankers  in 
Ireland.  These  figures  have  been  pub- 
lished in  Dublin  since  1899,  and  are  as 
follows : — 


Dublin 

Clearing  Returns. 

.  130,066,508 

1899    . 

1900    . 

.  133,177,812 

1901    . 

.  133,809,420 

1902    . 

.  137,669,745 

1903    . 

.   139,751,292 

1904    . 

.  144,778,629 

1905    . 

.  152,536,416 

Percentage  and  Population  Paying 
Income  Tax. 

Mr.  VINCENT  KENNEDY :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  will  state 
what  is  the  percentage  of  the  population 
of  Ireland,  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales 
liable  to  pay  Income  Tax  as  set  out  in 
the  last  available  Return. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Asquifh.)  There  are 
no  data  on  which  the  suggested  computa- 


tion could  bo  made,  the  number  of  Income 
Tax  payers  not  being  known. 

Return  of  Irish  Imports  and  Exports. 
Mr.  VINCENT  KENNEDY :  To  as'^ 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  he  will  state  when 
the  long  delayed  Return  of  Irish  exports 
and  imports  for  1902,  promised  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Dover  in  1903, 
will  be  published. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce,)  I  have 
already  stated  that  it  is  not  now  intended 
to  publish  the  statistics  as  to  the  imports 
and  exports  of  Ireland  for  any  year  prior 
to  1904,  as  the  Returns  which  it  was 
found  possible  to  obtain  were  not  of 
sufficient  completeness  to  justify  publioa- 
tion.  Information  of  a  more  complete 
character  has  been  collected  for  the  year^ 
1904  and  1905,  and  will  be  published  as 
soon  as  possible. 

Longford  Congested  Districts. 

Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL:  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
almost  the  entire  barony  of  Longford, 
comprising  the  parishes  of  Killoe,  Drum- 
lish,  and  Ballinamuck,  Dromard  and 
Cullumbkille  are  congested  areas,  the 
land  of  which  is  mostly  mountain  and 
bog  and  the  valuations  of  the  holdings 
of  which  are  small ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  portions  of  county  Leitrim  which 
lie  along  this  barony,  and  are  scheduled, 
are,  in  places,  better  land  than  the  lands 
of  the  parishes  mentioned;  and,  with  a 
view  to  relieving  congestion  and  helping 
a  thrifty  class  of  peasants  to  better  con- 
ditions of  living,  will  he  take  care  that 
evidence  from  this  part  of  county  Long- 
ford will  be  heard  before  the  Commission 
on  congestion  just  appointed. 

{Answei'ed  by  Mr,  Bi'yce.)  I  have  no 
information  as  to  the  condition  of  the 
districts  referred  to  in  the  Question. 
The  Royal  Commission  on  congestion  is 
jjrepared  to  consider  any  application 
which  may  be  made  to  them  as  to  taking 
evidence  from  any  particular  district,  or 
holdings  sittings  in  any  particular  place. 

Sale  of  Grazing  Farm,  Oahertrim, 
County  Galway. 

Mr.  DUFFY  (Galway,  S.) :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  any  communication 
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lia8  reached  the  Estates  Commissioners 
re.^arding  the  sale  of  the  grazing  farm, 
Cahertrim,  Ardrahan,  county  Galway, 
1>clonging  to  Mr.  Edwin  Martyn,  Tylara, 
Ardrahan,  to  a  lar^o  agricultural  farmer 
named  Diviney,  living  several  miles 
distant ;  and  whether,  seeing  that  the 
farm  is  surrounded  by  small  cottier 
tenants,  will  the  Commissioners  inquire 
into  all  the  local  circumstances  before 
this  sale  is  sanctioned. 

(Answered  by  Afr,  Bryce,)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  they  are 
unable  to  trace  the  receipt  of  any  com- 
munication with  regard  to  the  farm 
referred  to,  and  no  proceedings  for  the 
sale  of  this  property  have  been  instituted 
before  them. 


Division  of  Untenanted  Land  at 
Looghrea. 

Mr.  DUFFY :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
at  what  time  do  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners propose  to  divide  the  untenanted 
lands  at  Kareddy  and  Granna  on  the 
Beetson  Persse  estate,  the  Grallagh  farm 
on  the  Burke  estate.  Marble  Hill,  the 
I)oon  and  Cox's  Town  farms  on  the 
OTarrell  estate,  Daly's  Town,  the  Ben- 
more  and  Moyleen  farms  on  Dominick 
Burke  8  estate,  the  Killimonday,  Gurteen, 
Kiltulla,  and  Cahemakelly  farms  on  the 
William  Daly  estate,  the  Raford,  Bally- 
keerin.  Bulla wn,  and  the  Attymon  farms 
on  Colonel  Daly's  estate,  all  of  which 
have  been  purchased  by  the  Commis- 
sioners and  are  in  the  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood of  Loughrea. 

{Answered  hy  Mr,  Bryce.)  The  Estates 
Coosmissioners  inform  me  that  they  expect 
to  deal  with  the  untenanted  lands  of 
ICareddy  and  Granna  about  Novenil)er  Ist 
next,  when  they  also  propose  to  deal 
with  Doon,  on  the  O'Fanell  estate.  The 
Commissioners  have  not  yot  ac<iuirod  the 
Burke  estate.  Marble  Hill,  but  negotia- 
tions are  proceeding.  The  Commis- 
sioners are  unable  to  identify  the  lands 
of  Cox's  Town  without  further  particulars. 
The  untenanted  lands  on  the  estates  of 
Mr.  William  Daly  and  Colonel  Daly 
have  already  been  divided.  The  estate 
of  ihe  representatives  of  Dominick  Burke 
is  not  yet  ready  to  be  dealt  with,  the 
application  for  sale  having  been  lodged 
in  February  last  only. 


Mr.  Sydney  Smith  and  the  laspection  of 
the  Oountess  of  Kingston's  estate. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  ABRAHAM  (Cork 
County,  N.R) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  the  Elstates  Commissioners  are 
aware  of  the  dissatisfaction  created 
amongst  the  tenants  on  the  Countess  of 
Kingston's  estate  by  the  selection  of 
Mr.  Sydney  Smith  to  inspect  and  report 
upon  this  estate,  seeing  that  the  inspector 
is  a  near  neighbour  and  personal  friend 
of  the  agent  of  the  estate,  concerning 
whose  methods  of  obtaining  purchase 
agreements  from  the  tenants  several 
complaints  have  reached  the  Commis- 
sioners; and  whether  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners will  consider  the  advisability 
of  a  change  of  inspectors. 

{Answered  hy  Mr,  Bryce,)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  they  have 
no  knowledge  whether  the  facts  are  as 
stated  in  the  Question,  but  will  have  full 
inquiries  made  into  the  matter. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  ABRAHAM :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  the  Estates 
Commissioners  will  decline  to  sanction 
advances  for  the  purchase  of  the  two 
portions  of  the  Countess  of  Kingston's 
estate,  the  inspection  of  which  may  be 
completed  before  October  next,  until  a 
complete  inspection  and  report  upon  the 
estate,  as  a  whole,  has  been  made. 

{Anstvered  by  Mr,  Bnjce.)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  they  will 
consider  the  hon.  Member's  suggestions 
when  the  report  of  their  inspector  comes 
before  them  for  consideration. 

Sligo  Sawmills  Company  and  the  Irish 
Department  of  A^cultore. 

Mr.  tTllTHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord- Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
ho  is  aware  that  the  trustees  of  the  gift 
of  £10,000  by  Mr.  Ik>urko  Cochrane,  for 
the  benefit  of  industry  in  Sligo,  invested 
the  money  in  the  formation  of  the  Sligo 
Sawmills  and  Joinery  Company,  Limited, 
and  invited  the  public  by  the  prospectus 
they  issued  in  the  formation  of  this 
company  to  subscribe  for  shares  on  the 
faith  of  a  statement  that  the  corapapy 
had  been  formed  under  the  auspices  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  and 
Technical  Instruction  ;  and  will  he   say 
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whether  this  statement  was  published 
with  the  knowledge  and  by  the  authority 
of  the  Department;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  entire  sum  of 
£10,000,  together  with  the  capital  sub- 
scribed by  the  public,  has  been  lost,  the 
Department  will  return  to  the  subscribers 
the  amount  of  the  capital  subscribed  by 
them. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Bryce.)  The  facts 
are  not  quite  as  stated  in  the  Question. 
Mr.  Bourke  Cockran  offered  to  invest  a 
sum  of  £10,000  in  an  industry  to  be 
selected  by  some  friends  of  his,  who 
happened  to  be  connected  with  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  and  Technical 
Instruction.  The  Department  was  not 
officially  concerned  with  the  investment 
and  had  no  responsibility  in  connection 
with  it.  It  appears  that  the  company 
issued'  a  prospectus  in  which  it  was 
stated  that  the  company  had  been  formed 
under  the  auspices  of  the  Department, 
but  I  am  informed  that  this  statement 
was  not  published  by  the  authority  or 
with  the  knowledge  of  the  Department. 
The  matter  was  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  Committee  of  Inquiry  into 
the  organisation  and  working  of  the 
Department,  and  it  is  understood  that 
the  solicitor  for  Mr.  Bourke  Cockran  is 
preparing  a  full  statement  of  the  facts 
for  submission  to  the  Committee. 

Allowances  to  Army  Becruiters. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  To  aak  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  present 
allowances  to  recruiters ;  is  he  aware  that 
non-commissioned  officers  of  the  per- 
manent staff  of  the  Militia,  especially  in 
Ireland,  have  often  to  make  journeys  of 
twenty  or  thirty  miles  in  a  day  to  attend 
fairs  and  markets,  and  are  allowed 
nothing  except  railway  fares;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  the  recruiters  have 
to  provide  themselves  with  food  during 
the  day,  will  he  take  steps  to  have 
allowances  made  in  accordance  with  the 
distance  travelled  and  the  number  of 
hours  they  are  separated  from  their 
families. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Haldane,) 
No  complaints  on  this  subject  have 
reached  the  War  Office.  It  does  not 
appear  that  the  emoluments  of  recruiters 
are  in  any  way  insufficient. 


Armjr  Good-conduct  Medal— Soj^gested 
Seduction  of  Qualifying  Period. 

Mr.  SLOAN:  To  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  if  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  length  of  the  qualifying 
period  for  the  good-conduct  medal  as 
now  granted  in  the  Army,  the  medal,  in 
most  cases,  not  being  actually  issued  to 
the  recipient  until  he  has  nearly  nineteen 
years*  service ;  and  will  he  consider  the 
advisability  of  reducing  the  qualifying 
period  to  sixteen  years ;  and  will  he  issue 
instructions  for  the  gratuity  of  £5  to  be 
issued  with  the  medal,  and  not  Lept 
until  discharge  to  pension  takes  place,  as 
is  done  at  present. 

(AnsTvered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Haldane.) 
This  medal  is  granted  for  long  service 
as  well  as  good-conduct,  and  the  exist- 
ing qualifications  have  been  advisedly 
adopted.  It  is  not  proposed  to  carry  out 
the  suggestions  now  made. 

Exports  firom  United  Kingdom,  United 
States,  and  British  West  Indies. 

Mr.  ESSEX  (Gloucestershire,  Ciren- 
cester) :  To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  if  he  vrill  state  the  total 
exports  to  the  United  Eongdom  and  the 
United  States  of  America  during  each 
quinquennium  ending  1904,  1899,  1894, 
and  1889  from  the  British  West  Indian 
Islands ;  how  much  of  such  exports  were 
of  sugar  and  molasses ;  how  much  were 
of  fruit  (fresh  and  dried),  coffee,  cocoa, 
chocolate,  and  tobacco ;  and  the  propor- 
tions for  each  such  period  going  to  the 
United  States  of  America  and  the  United 
Kingdom,  respectively. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Lloyd-George,)  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  move  for  a  Betum 
giving  the  particulars  asked  for  in  his 
Question  it  shall  be  granted. 

Improved  Train  Service  in  County  Gavan. 
Mr.  VINCENT  KENNEDY  :  To  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  has  received  a  copy  of  a 
resolution  from  the  Belturbet  Urban  Dis- 
trict Council  praying  for  a  better  train 
service  in  one  of  the  most  populous 
districts  in  county  Cavan  from  Belfast 
and  Dublin  on  the  Great  Northern  Rail- 
way ;  and  will  he  give  the  matter  his 
consideration. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Lloyd-George,)  I  Wve 
received  from  the  hon.  Member  a  copy  <rf 
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the  reaQlution  referred  to,  which  is 
addressed  to  the  railway  company.  The 
matter  in  question  is  not  one  in  which 
the  Board  of  Trade  have  any  statutory 
powers,  hut  I  have  communicated  with 
the  railway  company  thereon  and  have 
received  a  reply  of  which  I  am  sending 
the  hon.  Member  a  copy. 

Production  and  Oonsomption  of 
Alcoholic  Beverages. 

Mr.  CAMERON  COKBETT  (Glasgow, 
Tradeston) :  To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  if  he  will  furnish  a  Return 
in  continuation  of  memoranda  and 
statistical  tables,  showing  the  production 
and  consumption  of  alcoholic  beverages 
in  various  countries  (in  continuation  of 
Parliamentary  Paper  No.  345,  Session 
1904). 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Lloyd-George.)  It  is 
the  mractice  to  issue  this  Return 
triennially.  The  next  issue  will  accord- 
ingly be  published  next  year. 

Preseryatiyes  in  Food. 

Mr.  O'MALLEY  (Galway,  Conne- 
mara):  To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  (Government  Board  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  proceedings 
taken  at  Brentford  with  reference  to  the 
presence  of  boracic  acid  in  potted  ham  ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  uneasiness 
existing  in  the  public  mind  with  reference 
to  canned  foods,  he  will  make  inquiries 
upon  the  subject,  and  sive  information  to 
the  House  as  to  the  view  of  bis  Depart- 
ment on  the  use  of  preservatives  in  food. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  John  Bums,)  I  have 
seen  a  newspaper  report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings mentioned.  Inquiries  with 
regard  to  canned  foods  are  being  made 
by  officers  of  the  Local  Gk>vemment 
Board.  The  whole  question  of  preser- 
vatives in  fopd  has  received  the  attention 
of  the  Board.  It  has  been  investigated 
by  a  Departmental  Committee  appomted 
by  them,  and  recently  they  have  issued 
a  circular  with  regara  to  preservatives  in 
milk.  Other  branches  of  the  subject  are 
now  under  their  consideration. 

Oxford  Papil  Teachers'  Centre. 
Mr.  YOXALL  (Nottingham,  W.) :  To 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion if  the  pupil  teachers'  centre  at  Oxford 
has  been  condemned  because  of  the  lack 
of  laboratories  and  deficiency  of  accom-  j 
modation  ;  was  a  scheme  for  the  centre 


to  work  in  connection  with  higher 
elementary  schools  prepared  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Oxford  Education  Com- 
mittee, but  discouraged  by  His  Majesty's 
inspector,  on  the  ground  that  the  policy  of 
the  B(»rd  was  the  abolition  of  centres 
not  directly  connectea  with  secondary 
schools ;  is  he  aware  that  in  one  of  the 
schools  to  which  the  pupil  teachers  are  to 
be  sent  there  is  no  laboratory  accom- 
modation whatever ;  and  whether,  in 
pressing  for  the  closing  of  the  centre,  the 
Board  of  Education  has  taken  any  steps 
to  see  that  suitable  employment  for  the 
displaced  staff  has  been  supplied. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  BirreU,)  In  answer 
to  the  first  paragraph  of  the  Question, 
the  two  reasons  named  were  tha  princi- 
pal reasons  involved,  and  to  the  second 
paragraph,  the  scheme  there  referred  to 
was  criticised  as  being  in  certain  respects 
not  the  best  that  could  be  devised,  and 
in  particular  that  it  failed  to  bring  the 
pupil  teachers  and  intending  pupil 
teachers  into  secondary  schools.  Re- 
garding the  third  paragraph  of  the 
Question,  the  Board  have  not  yet  defi- 
nitely recognised  any  particular  schools 
for  the  purpose,  but  have  discussed  with 
the  Education  Committee  the  new 
proposals  which  have  now,  I  understand, 
been  adopted  by  the  City  Council. 
Laboratory  accommodation  is  being  pro- 
vided in  the  only  one  of  the  proposed 
schools  which,  so  far  as  I  know,  possessed 
none.  In  answer  to  the  fourth  query,  it 
was  impossible  for  the  Board  to  ao  other- 
wise than  require  the  discontinuance  of 
the  central  classes,  conducted  as  they 
were  in  a  manner  ineffective  for  the 
growing  needs  of  the  city,  in  three  class 
rooms  in  a  public  elementary  school, 
wholly  inadequate  for  the  purpose  and 
without  any  provision  for  science,  except 
certain  unsuitable  and  overcrowded 
laboratories  some  distance  away  in 
another  building.  I  should  greatly  re- 
gret it  if  the  local  authority  were  unable 
to  find  alternative  employment  for  any 
efficient  teachers  unavoidably  displaced 
through  changes  that  were  unquestion- 
ably  rendered  necessary  by  the  need  for 
improving  the  education  of  the  future 
teachers  of  the  city. 

Postcards— Fines  for  Affixing  Stamps 
the  Wrong  Side. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter 
bury):    To  ask  the  Postmaster-General 
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'whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  fines  imposed  on  the  public  for 
affixing  stamps  on  postcards  on  the  back 
in  place  of  the  address  side;  whether 
there  is  any  justification  for  his  officers 
obliterating  with  stamping  machines  the 
stamps  so  affixed  in  addition  to  fining  the 
receivers  of  the  postcards ;  under  what 
rule  or  postal  regulation  fines  are  imposed 
for  stamps  so  wrongly  affixed ;  and 
whether  there  is  in  the  rules  any  penalty 
for  affixing  stamps  on  the  backs  of  letters 
in  place  of  the  address  side. 

{Answei-ed  hy  Mr,  Sydney  Buxion,)  No 
penalty  is  imposed  for  affixing  stamps  to 
the  backs  of  letters  ;  but  the  sender  of  a 
postcard  has  the  privilege  of  sending 
a  letter  for  a  postage  of  a  ^d.,  and  it  has 
been  thought  reasonable,  therefore,  to  im- 
pose certain  conditions  in  the  case  of  post- 
cardsl  One  of  these  conditions  is  that 
the  stamp  must  be  affixed  to  the  address 
side,  and  as  it  is  just  as  easy  to  affix  the 
stamp  on  the  right  side  as  on  the  wrong, 
I  do  not  propose  to  alter  the  rule. 

Russian  Refugees  and  the  Aliens  Act. 

Mu.  LEVY  (Leicestershire,  Lough- 
borough) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  he  is 
aware  of  the  fact  that  immigrants  who 
left  Russia  to  escape  from  religious  and 
political  persecution  have  recently  been 
refused  permission  to  land  at  the  port  of 
London  ;  whether  he  can  state  why  Moses 
Enigorn,  Zalman  Wein,  Susicha  Zus- 
man,  Keisel  Sedlitzky,  on  board  the 
"  Schwalbe,  "  Itzig  Levin,  Sarah  Kamisar, 
Yankel  Truse,  Jacob  Pollack,  on  board 
the  "  Adler,  "  were  refused  permission  to 
land,  seeing  that  each  was  in  possession 
of  not  less  than  £5  ;  who  was  the  immi- 
gration officer  who  refused  permission  ; 
who  were  the  members  of  the  Immigra- 
tion Board  before  whom  the  appeals  were 
held  and  upheld;  and  whether  he  pro- 
poses to  take  steps  to  insure  the  Aliens 
Act  being  administered  in  the  spirit 
intended  by  Parliament. 


r 


{Answered  hy  Mr.  Secretary  Gladstone,) 
I  am  not  aware  of  the  fact  suggested  in 
the  first  sentence  of  the  Question.  The 
alien  immigrants  named  were  refused 
leave  to  land  because  neither  the  immi- 
gration officers  nor  the  Board  were 
satisfied  that  they  had  the  means  of 
supporting  themselves  decently.     I  must 


repeat  that  the  mere  possession  of  the 
sum  of  £5  or  a  little  more  is  no  proof  of 
means  if  there  is  any  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  money  is  not  bona  fide  the 
immigrant's  own.  That  is  a  question  for 
the  officer  and  the  Board  to  decide.  I 
think  it  right  to  say  that  the  newspaper 
statements  on  which  the  Question  is 
apparently  based  omit  all  reference  to 
the  inquiry  and  investigation  to  which 
the  stories  set  out  therein  were  subjected 
by  the  officers  and  the  Board,  and  by 
which  it  was  shown  that  many  of  their 
salient  features  were  incorrect.  Further, 
in  one  case  in  which  it  is  stated  that  a 
woman  with  a  little  girl  was  sent  back 
sorrow  stricken  to  Russia,  she  was,  in 
fact,  given  leave  to  land  in  the  United 
Kingdom.  No  useful  purpose  would  be 
served  by  giving  the  names  of  the  immi- 
gration officers  or  of  the  members  of  the 
Board.  I  may  remind  my  hon.  friend 
that  the  meetings  of  the  Board  are  open 
to  the  Press,  and  I  think  that  if  the 
Press  had  attended  these  meetings  the 
statements  on  which  the  Question  is 
founded  would  have  been  of  a  different 
character. 


Illegal  Conviction  of  Mr.  D.  0*Connell— 
Compensation  for  Costo. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  ABRAHAM  :  To  ask 
Mr.  Attorney  -  General  for  Ireland 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  case  of  Mr.  Dennis  O'Connell,  of 
Dianville,  Moume  Abbey,  who  was 
sentenced  by  the  magistrates  sitting  at 
a  petty  sessions  court  held  in  Mallow 
last  January  to  pay  a  fine  of  £4  or  an 
alternative  of  two  months  imprisonment 
for  alleged  salmon  poaching  on  the  River 
Clyda;  whether  he  is  aware  that,  on 
appeal  to  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  the 
judgment  of  the  magistrates,  two  of 
whom  were  fishery  conservators,  was 
quashed,  but  no  order  made  as  to  the 
costs,  amounting  to  X22,  incurred  by 
Mr.  O'Connell  in  prosecuting  his  appeal ; 
amd  whether,  seeing  that  Mr.  O'Connell 
was  illegally  convicted,  there  is  any 
public  fund  from  which  his  costs  can  be 
obtained. 


{Anmvered  hy  Mr.  Cherry.)  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  facts  are  generally  as 
stated  in  the  Question.  The  conviction 
was  quashed  without  costs.  There  is  no 
public  fund  from  which  the  defendant's 
costs  could  be  paid. 
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Hoiin  of  Labour,  etc.,  of  House  of 
Commons  Kitchen  Staff. 

Dr,  cooper  (Southwark,  Bermond- 
sey) :  To  ask  the  Chairman  of  the 
Kitchen  Committee  whether  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  long  hours  of 
work  the  waiters,  attendants,  kitchen 
porters  and  attendants,  still-room  maids, 
and  others  engaged  by  the  Kitchen  Com- 
mittee are  now  working  ;  whether  he  will 
give,  for  each  class,  the  usual  hour  of 
commencing  and  leaving  off  work,  the 
rat*)  of  pay  of  each  class,  and  whether 
paid  by  the  hour,  day,  or  week ;  whether 
any,  and,  if  any,  what,  classes  are 
required  to  be  in  attendance  if  the 
.eleven  o'clock  rule  is  suspended  ;  whether 
any  pay  is  given  for  this  extra  duty,  and 
on  what  scale  :  whether  anv  emolument 
is  received  besides  pay ;  and  whether 
the  employment  is  permanent  or  for  the 
session  only. 

(Ansncered  hy  Mr,  Jacoby,)  The  in- 
formation asked  for  by  the  hon.  Member 
will  be  more  conveniently  supplied  by  a 
Return  than  by  an  Answer  to  a  Ques- 
tion. If  the  hon.  Member  will  move 
for  a  Return  I  will  consult  with  the 
Kitchen  Committee  as  to  the  desirability 
of  supplying  the  information.  The  sus- 
pension of  the  eleven  o'clock  rule  being 
temporary,  no  purpose  can  be  served 
in  replying  to  the  details  contained 
in  the  hon.  Member's  Question.  As 
regards  the  extra  late  hours,  the  Kitchen 
Committee  has  made  provision  for  their 
staff  to  meet  the  case  of  overtime. 

CkantB  to  English  and  Irish  Boards  of 

Agriculture. 

Mr.  ESSEX :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  what  are  the  sums  paid 
to  the  Irish  Board  of  Agriculture  and 
Technical  Education  and  to  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  and  Fisheries  in  furtherance 
of  the  interests  of  agriculture  in  Ireland 
and  England  fespeetively. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  AsquUh,)  I  would 
refer  my  hon.  friend  to  the  details 
supplied  in  the  Estimates  for  those 
Departments.  Information  regarding  the 
endowment  fund  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  and 
Technical  Instruction  (Ireland),  under 
the  provisions  of  Sections  15  and  16  of 
The  Agriculture  and  Technical  Instruc 
tion  (Ireland)  Act,  1899,  will  be  found  in 


the  Annual  R  'port  of  that   Department 
[Cd.  29i'9]. 

Railway  Transit  on  North  Western  State 
Ballway  of  India— Damage  to  Trade 
of  Karachi. 

Mr.  HART-DAVIES  (Hackney,  N.) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  fact  that  the  amount  of  wheat  arrived 
at  Karachi  for  export  in  the  month  of 
June,  1906,  was  only  155,426  tons,  as 
against  175,728  tons  in  June,  1905,  and 
186,873  tons  in  June,  1904;  that  this 
decline  in  the  Karachi  export  trade  is 
owing  to  the  deficiency  of  rolling  stock 
and  of  locomotive  power  on  thu 
North  Western  State  Railwav :  and 
whether  he  will  cause  steps  to  be  taken 
to  prevent  this  injury  to  the  prosperity  of 
Karachi,  as  a  commercial  port,  occurring 
again  in  the  future. 

(Answered  hy  Mr,  Secretary  Morley,) 
The  arrangements  for  dealing  with  the 
grain  traffic  to  Karachi  were  personally 
investigated  last  year  at  Karachi  by  the 
Railway  Board  in  conjunction  with 
the  manager  of  the  North  Western  Rail- 
way. The  provision  of  a  large  amount 
of  additional  rolling  stock  was  sanctioned, 
including  125  locomotives  and  1,600 
wagons.  In  the  calendar  year  1905  the 
expenditure  on  rolling  stock  for  the 
North  Western  Railway  was  £257,000, 
and  the  expenditure  this  year  will 
probably  amount  to  a  much  larger  sum. 

Beftisal  of  Gun  Licence  to  Mr.  T.  Flanagan 

of  Glanquin. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Clare, 
E.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Jiieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can 
state  why  a  gun  licence  is  refused  to 
Mr.  T.  Flanagan,  Glanquin,  county  Clare. 

(Anstoei'fd  hy  Mr.  Bryce.)  I  am  informed 
that  it  is  the  fact  that  Mr.  Thomas 
Flanagan's  application  for  a  licence  to 
carry  firearms  has  been  refused.  The 
power  of  granting  such  licences  is  vested 
in  the  resident  magistrate  of  the  district, 
and  it  would  be  entirely  contrary  to 
practice  to  state  the  reasons  which 
influenced  the  exercise  of  his  discretion 
in  any  particular  case. 

Charles  McCabe  and  Tenancy  of  Cottage 

at  Dalystane. 

Mr.  J.  P.  FARRKLL:  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Ix)rd-Lieutenant 
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of  Ireland,  to  state  the  reasons  why 
Charles  McCabe,  of  Clough,  is  kept  out 
of  a  cottage  in  the  Dalystane  Electoral 
District,  Granard  (No.  1)  Rural  District, 
to  a  tenancy  of  which  he  was  appointed 
two  years  ago;  and  will  he  direct  the 
Local  Gk)vernment  Board  inspector  to 
inquire  into  this  case  immediately. 

(^Answered  by  Mr,  Bryee,)  The  cottage 
in  this  case  was  authorised  by  a  Pro- 
visional Order  made  by  the  Local 
Oovernment  Board  in  1901,  and, 
according  to  the  contract  entered  into 
with  the  council,  it  should  have  been 
built  by  October  13th,  1903.  Right  of 
entry  on  the  lands  was,  however,  refused 
by  the  owner,  Mr.  Daly,  and  although 
the  council  lodged  the  compensation 
awarded  for  the  plot  in  the  Bank  of  Ire- 
land in  1904,  they  have  failed  in  their 
subsequent  le^  proceedings  to  obtain 
the  owner's  ejectment.  From  informa- 
tion recently  received  by  the  Local 
Gk)vernment  Board  it  appears  that  after 
signing  a  deed  of  conveyance  of  the  plot 
to  the  council,  the  former  owner  sold  a 
farm,  including  the  plot,  to  Mr.  Daly, 
who  has  been  registered  as  owner  of  all 
the  lands,  and  that  at  present  the  council 
are  taking  steps  to  have  the  register 
amended.  The  matter,  therefore,  appears 
one  for  the  council  themselves  to  deal 
with. 

Salary  of  Resident  Oommiasioner  of 
National  Education  in  Ireland— Month- 
ly Payment  of  Teachers*  Salariea. 

Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL:  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  what  are  the  annual  salary 
and  emoluments  of  the  Resident  Com- 
missioner of  National  Education  in 
Ireland,  and  if  that  salary  is  paid 
monthly  ;  what  is  the  annual  salary  of  a 
junior  assistant  mistress  in  an  Irish 
national  school ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  such  salary  is  paid  quarterly, 
he  will  take  steps  to  secure  that  such 
salaries  shall  be  paid  monthly  in  future. 

(Anstoered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  The  salary  of 
the  Resident  Commissioner  of  National 
Education  is  £1,500  per  annum,  payable 
in  monthly  instalments.  The  maximum 
salary  of  a  junior  assistant  mistress  is 
X24  per  annum,  payable  quarterly.  As 
regards  the  question  of  making  monthly 

Eayments  to  teachers,  I  beg  to  refer  the 
on.  Member  to  my  reply  to  his  similar 


Question  on  June  28th.    The  matter  la 
entirely  for  the  Commissioners. 

Allotment  of  Land  in  County  Oalway. 

Mr.  HAZLETON  :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land if  he  can  state  whether  the  Con- 
gested Districts  Board  before  handing 
over  holdings  on  the  Ross  Lodge  estate, 
county  Galway,  to  outsiders  took  into 
consideration  the  condition  of  the  people 
in  the  townlands  of  Bealanagurrane, 
Curilane,  Derrymore,  and  Ballinapark; 
and  what  action .  the  Board  took  with 
reference  to  the  representations  made  to 
them  on  behalf  of  tenants  in  these  town- 
lands  by  the  Reverend  M.  Heaney,  P.P.^ 
Caherlistrane. 

Mr.  HAZLETON :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Congested  Districts  Board  have  given 
possession  of  five  new  holdings  in  the 
parish  of  Cahirlistrane,  county  Oalway, 
on  the  Hon.  R.  A.  Nugent's  estate, 
lately  purchased  by  the  Soard,  to  five 
tenants  from  another  parish  ;  and  if  he 
can  state  on  what  grounds  were  the 
applications  of  Thomas  Kyne,  Patrick 
Neil,  Richard  Lawless,  and  Patrick 
Jennings,  of  Bealanagurrane,  and  Michael 
liCvelle,  Curilane,  for  five  holdings  on 
the  Ross  Lodge  estate  refused,  although 
these  five  tenants  offered  to  give  up  their 
present  holdings. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Bryce,)  The  function 
of  the  Congested  Districts  Board  is  to 
assist  the  people  of  the  scheduled  con- 
gested districts,  and  the  Board  purchased 
the  Nugent  or  Ross  Lodge  estate  with 
the  object    of    providing    holdings    for 

Sersons  to  be  migrated  from  congested 
istricts.  The  five  persons  who  obtained 
holdings  were  occupiers  of  uneconomic 
holdings  who  were  brought  from  such 
districts.  The  townlands  mentioned  in 
the  Questions  are  not  scheduled  as  con- 
gested, and  the  Board  were,  therefore, 
unable  to  provide  for  the  wants  of  the 
people  resident  in  them.    . 

Ghrant-in-aid  in  the  Lavally  Di8trict> 
County  Oalway. 

Mr.  HAZLETON :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  whether  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  have  refused  to  give  any  grants- 
in-aid  in   the  Lavally,  county  Galway, 
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district,  although  a  number  of  surround- 
ing parishes  have  been  receiving  grants 
for  a  number  of  years  in  connection  with 
the  erection  of  out-offices  and  general 
improvements;  and,  if  so,  can  he  state 
the  reason  for  such  refusal  on  the  part 
of  the  Board. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bryu.)  The  CJon- 
gested  Districts  Board  have  declined  to 
make  a  grant  to  the  electoral  division  of 
Lavally  for  the  purpose  of  a  parish 
committee  scheme.  The  number  of 
occupiers  eligible  for  assistance  is  under- 
stood to  be  small,  and  the  Board  do  not 
consider  it  desirable  to  establish  a  com- 
mittee to  administer  the  ver^  limited 
rit  which  the  electoral  division  would 
entitled  to  receive  for  improvement 
purposes.  A  further  reason  which  has 
compelled  the  Board  to  limit  their  grants 
is  that  the  available  funds  are  practically 
exhausted. 

Oongasted  Districts  in  Oalway. 

Mb.  HAZLETON  :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  can  state  if  there  is  any 
possibility  of  the  townlands  of  Bealana- 
rarrane,  Cuiilane,  Derrymore,  and 
BidUnapark,  county  Oalway,  being 
scheduled  as  a  congested  district;  and 
what  steps  would  be  necessary  in  order 
to  have  tnese  townlands  so  scheduled. 

{Ansvpered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  The  power 
to  schedule  any  additional  areas  as  con- 
gested districts  has  lapsed  since  1892. 
The  Soyal  Commission  on  Congestion  is 
to  inquire,  among  other  things,  what 
areas,  if  any,  outside  the  districts  now 
scheduled  as  congested  require  to  be 
dealt  with  as  congested,  so  that  the 
Qaestion  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  can 
be  considered  by  it. 

Examination  in  Irish  for  Clerkships  in 
Irish  HigH  Oonrts  of  Justice. 

Mr.  HAZLETON :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  liOrd-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  is  yet  in  a  position  to 
make  any  statement  with  regard  to  the 
inclusion  of  Irish  as  a  subject  of  examina- 
tion for  clerkships  in  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  in  Ireland. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  The  subjects 
of  examination  for  clerkships  in  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland  are,  in 
pursuance  of  statute,  to  be  determined  by 


the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  with  the 
concurrence  of  the  Civil  Service  Com^ 
missioners.  I  am  informed  that  the 
whole  scheme  of  the  examination  is  under 
consideration,  and  the  Question  of  the 
inclusion  of  Irish  as  an  optional  subject 
will  be  carefully  considered  at  the  same 
time.  No  decision  upon  the  latter  point 
has  yet  been  arrived  at. 

Erection  of  Police  Barracks   at  TQam» 
County  Galway. 

Mr.  HAZLETON :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire 
land  whether  it  is  proposed  to  acquire 
land  in  Tuam,  county  Galway,  in  connec- 
tion with  the  erection  of  a  new  police 
barracks  there;  and  whether  it  will  be 
possible  to  do  this  without  buying  land 
on  which  occupied  houses  stand  from 
which  it  would  be  necessary  to  evict 
tenants  who  have  been  in  occupation  for 
a  number  of  years  past^  and  who  will 
suffer  hardship  if  dispossessed. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Bryce.)  The  In- 
spector General  informs  me  that  it  has 
not  yet  been  decided  that  it  \n\\  be 
necessary  to  build  a  new  police  station  at 
Tuam.  If,  however,  the  necessity  should 
arise,  it  is  not  proposed  to  acquire  a  site 
upon  which  any  existing  houses  stand. 

Ghrants  by  Irish  Asricultural  Department 
to  Irish  Agricultural  Organisation 
Society. 

Mb.  HAZLETON :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land if  he  can  state  how  much  money  was 
granted  by  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture during  the  last  financial  year  to  the 
Irish  Agricultural  Organisation  Society ; 
is  any  account  available  showing  how  the 
money  so  received  was  expended ;  whether 
any  of  the  money  was  ^ven  by  the  Irish 
Agricultural  Organisation  Society  to  the 
Irish  Agricultural  Wholesale  Society; 
and,  if  so,  will  he  say  how  much. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  In  reply  to 
the  first  part  of  the  Question  I  beg  to 
refer  to  my  Answer  to  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  which 
shows  that  a  grant  of  £2,000  was  made 
for  certain  specific  organisation  work 
during  the  twelve  months  ending 
February  28th,  1906.  An  account  is 
available  showing  how  the  grant  was 
expended.  No  portion  of  it  was  given  to 
the  Irish  Agricultural  Wholesale  Society, 
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Oonstmction  of  a  Ferry  between  Kilbeg 
and  Knockferry. 

Mr.  HAZLETON  :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land if  he  can  state  whether  the 
memorial  presented  to  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  with  reference  to  the  con- 
struction of  a  ferry  between  Kilbeg  and 
Knockferry  on  Lough  Corrib,  county 
Galway,  has  yet  been  considered  by  the 
Board ;  and,  if  so,  can  he  state  what 
decision  the  Board  has  arrived  at  with 
regard  to  the  matter. 

(Anstv&red  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  On  the  16th 
instant  the  Congested  Districts  Board 
decided  to  make  a  grant  of  one-third  of 
the  cost  of  the  proposed  ferry  across 
Lough  Corrib,  subject  to  the  conditions 
that  such  grant  shall  not  exceed  £300, 
and  that  the  work  shall  be  carried  out  by 
the  county  authorities  in  accordance  with 
plans  and  specifications  to  be  approved 
by  the  Board. 

Prison  Medical  Officers. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord -Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
prison  medical  officers  appointed  under  7 
George  4,  chap.  74,  sec.  72,  were  perma- 
nent officers,  and  as  such  entitled  to 
pensions  under  the  Paid  Officers  Super- 
annuation Act ;  and,  seeing  that,  since 
the  passing  of  the  Prisons  (Ireland)  Act, 
1877,  prison  medical  officers  in  Ireland 
are  appointed  as  temporary  officers,  and 
thereby  deprived  of  right  to  pension  and 
of  independence  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties,  whether  he  can  state  the  reason 
for  this  change. 

{Answered  by  Mi\  Bryce,)  The  Answer 
to  the  first  part  of  this  Question  is  in  the 
affirmative.  Since  the  passing  of  the 
Prisons  (Ireland)  Act,  1877,  such  prison 
medical  officers  as  do  not  devote  their 
whole  time  to  the  service  are  not  entitled 
to  pension.  The  fact  that  these  officers 
are  appointed  for  temporary  terms  does 
not  affect  the  question  of  pension,  which 
depends  upon  the  principle  now  generally 
recognised  throughout  the  public  service 
that  those  persons  only  who  devote  their 
whole  time  to  the  service  of  the  State  are 
entitled  to  pension.  Prison  medical 
officers  in  Ireland  are  appointed  for  i-e- 
current  periods  of  three  years,  and  no 
case  has  occurred  in  which  the  appoint- 
ment has    not    been    renewed   at    the 


expiration  of  the  term  of  three  years. 
There  is,  I  am  informed,  no  ground  for 
the  assumption  that  these  officers  are  not 
independent  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties. 

Commissioners  of  Charitable   Donations 
and  Bequests  (Ireland). 

Mr.  HIGHAM  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Sowerby) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he 
will  state  the  names  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Charitable  Donations  and 
Bequests  (Ireland) ;  who  appoints 
them,  and  under  what  authority ;  anii 
under  what  conditions  they  hold  office, 
both  as  to  emoluments,  expenses,  and 
dismissal. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  The  Com- 
missioners of  Charitable  Donations  and 
Bequests  for  Ireland  are  a  body  corporate 
established  under  the  Acts  7  and  8  Vic,  c. 
97,  and  24  and  25  Vic,  c  1 1 1 .  There  are 
two  ex-officio  Commissioners,  namely, 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls  and  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron  of  Ireland,  and  eleven 
Commissioners  appointed  by  His 
Majesty  in  Council  by  Warrant  under 
the  Royal  Sign  Manual.  All  the  Com- 
missioners are  removable  by  His  Majesty 
in  Council  by  similar  Warrant.  The 
Commissioners  do  not  receive  any  emolu- 
ments. The  expenses  of  their  office  are 
provided  by  Parliament.  Details  will 
be  found  at  page  210  of  the  printed 
Estimates  for  the  current  financial  year. 
The  names  of  the  existing  Commissioners 
are  as  follows  : — 

The  Right  Hon.  Sir  A.  M.  Porter,  Bart. 

(Master  of  the  Rolls). 
The  Right  Hon.   C.   Palles  (Lord  Chief 

Baron). 
His  Honour  Judge  Carton. 
The  Right  Hon.  H.  E.  Chatterton. 
Henry  Perry  GoodlKxly,  Esq. 
The  hight  Hon.  Mr.  Justice  Johnson. 
The  Most  Rev.  Archbishop  Walsh,  I). I). 
Charles  Kennedy,  Esq. 
The  Right  Hon.  Mr.  Justice  Ross. 
The  Very  Rev.  J.  H.  Bernard,  D.  D. 
The  Hon.  Gerald  Fitzgerald. 
P.  C.  Pilkington,  Esq. 
The  Most  Rev.  Nicholas  Donnelly,  D.D. 

Members  of  Irish  Local  Government 

Board. 

Mr.  HIGHAM:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu  tenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  will  state  the  names  of  the 
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members  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Ireland  ;  who  appoints  them  ;  and  under 
what  authority  and  under  what  conditions 
they  hold  office  as  to  emoluments, 
meetings,  expenses,  and  termination  of 
office. 


{Answered  by  Mr,  Bryce.)  The  Local 
Government  Board  for  Ireland  was 
established  by  the  Act  35  and  36  Vic.  c. 
69.  The  Board  consists  of  a  President, 
l>eing  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  for  the  time  being ;  the  Under- 
Secretary  to  the  Ix)rd-Lieutenant  for  the 
time  l)eing  ;  a  Vice-President  and  two  other 
Commissioners,  one  of  whom  is  a  Medical 
Commissioner.  The  permanent  Com- 
missioners are  appointed  by  the  King, 
and  hold  office  during  the  pleasure  of 
Uis  Majesty,  subject  to  retirement  on 
attaining  65  years  of  ago.  The  two  ex- 
officio  members  of  the  Board  receive  no 
salary  as  such.  The  Vice-President 
receives  an  annual  salary  of  £1,500,  in- 
creasing to  <£  1,800.  The  remaining  two 
members  receive  each  an  annual  salary 
of  £1,000,  increasing  to  £1,200.  When 
absent  from  headquarters  on  duty  the 
members  receive  their  actual  expenses  of 
locomotion  and  a  subsistence  allowance  of 
2l8.  a  night.  The  Board  meets  daily. 
The  names  of  the  existing  appointed 
members  of  the  Board  are  as  follows  : — 

The  Right  Hon.  Sir  H.  A.  Robinson, 

K.C.B.,  Vice-President. 

W.  L,  Micks,  Esq. 

T.  J.  Stafford,  Esq.,  Medical  Com- 
missioner. 


Poor  Iaw  Commission— Irish  Medical 
Bepresentative. 

Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  he  will  avail  himself 
of  the  vacancy  in  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
mission, caused  by  the  death  of  the 
O'Conor  Don,  to  appoint  an  independent 
Irish  medical  gentleman,  acquainted  with 
the  needs  of  the  Irish  Poor  Law  medical 
service,  to  a  seat  on  the  Commission. 

(Answeted  by  Mr,  Bryce.)  I  beg  to  refer 
to  the  Answer  given  by  the  Prime 
Minister  to  a  similar  Question  on  16th 
instant,  namely,  that  he  could  not  see  his 
way  to  adopt  the  suggestion.  The 
matter  does  not  fall  within  my  province. 


Boyal  Irish  Conatabnlary— Betirement 
of  County  Inspectors. 

Mr.  MURPHY  (Kerry,  E.) :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  he  could  give  a 
Return  showing  the  dates  on  which  the 
several  county  inspectors  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  attain  the  age  for  retiring ; 
and  showing  how  many  hours  each  week 
for  the  year  ending  30th  June  last  each 
county  inspector  devoted  to  the  duties 
of  his  office ;  and  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  reduction  in  those  duties  in  recent 
years,  he  will  consider  whether  one 
county  inspector  could  in  future  discharge 
the  duties  for  two  or  more  counties. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Bryce.)  It  does  not 
appear  that  any  useful  purpose  would  be 
served  by  furnishing  such  a  Return  as 
the  hon.  Member  desires.  According  to 
statute,  county  inspectors  are  not  eligible 
for  retirement  on  pension  until  they  have 
attained  the  age  of  60  years  and  have  had 
40  years'  service.  .Upon  an  average 
about  three  per  annum  thus  qualify 
for  retirement.  There  is  no  regula- 
tion requiring  county  inspectors  to 
keep  a  record  of  the  exact  number 
of  hours  occupied  by  their  duties. 
I  understand,  however,  from  the  In- 
spector-General that  the  time  of  county 
inspectors  is  fully  occupied  by  their  duties, 
in  which  there  has  not  been  a  reduction 
as  is  suggested  in  the  Question.  The 
existing  statutory  law  requires  that  there 
should  be  a  county  inspector  for  each 
county,  and  no  change  could  be  made 
without  legislation. 

Sale  of  the  Dickson  Estate,  County 
Leitrim— Tenant's  Bight  to  Turbary. 

Mr.  DOLAN  (Leitrira,  W.) :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that, 
in  ordering  the  sale  of  the  Dickson  Estate, 
situate  at  Tawley,  near  Tullaghan,  county 
Leitrim,  the  Land  Judge  gave  instructions 
that  each  tenant  should  be  secured  in  his 
right  to  turbary  as  heretofore ;  and  will 
he  explain  why  an  attempt  is  being  made 
to  interfere  with  this  right. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  I  understand 
that  the  Dickson  Estate  is  being  sold  in 
the  Land  Judge's  Court  under  the  fortieth 
section  of  the  Land  Act  of  1896.  I  am 
informed  by  the  Registrar  of  the  Court 
that  the  learned  Judge's  order  was  that  a 
scheme  should  be  prepared    applotting 
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tufb&ry  to  the  tenants  entitled  to  it.  A 
scheme  has  now  been  prepared  as  the 
result  of  which  every  tenant  will  have 
turbary  to  last  at  least  twenty-five  years. 
The  scheme  will  come  before  the  Judge 
next  term  for  confirmation. 

Tobacco  Qrowing  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  tjie  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  will  forward  to  the 
Member  for  East  Clare  the  result  of  the 
negotiations  between  the  Treasury  and 
the  Irish  Agricultural  Department  as  to 
tobacco  growing  in  Ireland. 

{Answered  hy  Mr,  Bryce,)  I  will  in  due 
course  inform  the  hon.  Member  of  the 
result. 

Unsaaitary  Schools  in  Ireland. 
Mr.  SLOAN  :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how 
many  non-vested  national  schools  there  are 
in  Ireland,  how  many  have  been  reported 
to  the  Commissioners  of  Education  by  their 
inspectors  as  being  unsanitary ;  and  what 
would  be  the  probable  cost  of  putting 
such  schools  into  proper  condition ;  ana 
what  steps,  if  any,  aoes  he  propose  to 
take  in  the  matter. 

{Aiiswered  hy  Mr,  Bryce,)  The  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education  inform  me 
that  the  number  of  non-vested  schools  is 
4,930,  but  they  are  not  at  present  in 
a  position  to  say  how  many  of  these 
schools  have  been  reported  as  insanitary, 
or  to  give  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of 
putting  them  in  a  proper  condition.  I 
nave  recently  announced  that  an  increased 
building  grant  has  been  arranged,  and 
that  it  IS  hoped  that  the  work  of  building 
and  repairing  schoolhouses  may  now  pro- 
ceed without  delay. 

Delay  in  Sale  of  Estate  of  Abraham 
Evans.  County  Leitrim. 

Mr.  DOL  an  :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  will  state  the  cause  for  the 
delay  of  the  s^le  to  the  tenants  of  the 
estate  of  Abraham  Evans,  situate  in  the 
barony  of  Dromahaire  and  county  of 
Leitrim,  final  notice  for  sale  having  been 
served  by  the  Land  Judge's  Court  on 
December  19  th,  1903. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Bryce.)  I  am  informed 
by  the  Begistrar  of  the  Land  Judge's 


Court  that  the  estate  for  sale  comprises 
the  townland  of  lisnagowan  and  part  of 
the  to^mland  of  Killooman.  The  tenants 
in  the  latter  townland  have  declined  to 
purchase.  All  the  tenants,  except  one, 
on  the  townland  of  Lisnagowan  have 
simed  agreements  to  purchase,  but  the 
sale  has  been  delayed  with  the  object  of 
endeavouring  to  bring  about  a  sale  to  the 
tenant  who  has  not  yet  agreed  to  purchase. 
The  case  was  to  have  been  brougnt  before 
the  learned  Judge  on  Thursday  last,  but 
owing  to  his  illness  has  had  to  be  post- 
ponea  till  next  sittings. 

Elections  (Meetings  in  SchoolroomB) 
Bill— Qovemment  Facilities. 

Mr.  ESSEX:  To  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  when  he  proposes  to  take  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Elections '  Meetings 
in  Schoolrooms)  Bill  [Lords] ;  and  whether 
he  will  give  facilities  to  secure  the  early 
passage  of  this  measure. 

{Answered  hy  Sir  H.  CampbeU-Banner- 
man)  The  Government  are  favourably 
disposed  towards  this  Bill,  but  I  must 
abide  by  the  rule  I  have  laid  down  and 
abstain  from  giving  any  promise  of 
facilities  at  present. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


Beservists  of  Disbanded  BattalioiiB. 

Sir  CARNE  RASCH  (Essex,  Chelms- 
ford.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  he  can  state 
approximately  the  number  of  reservists 
connected  with  the  battalions  which  he 
proposes  to  disband. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Haldanb,  Haddington.): 
Reservists  are  not  ear-marked  as  coming 
from  and  belonging  to  any  one  battalion 
of  a  regiment,  but  are  available  for  the 
regiment  as  a  whole.  The  number  of 
reservists  of  the  regiments  concerned  are 
as  follows : — Northumberland  Fusiliers 
1,364,  Royal  Warwickshire  Regiment 
1,534,  Lancashire  Fusiliers  1,449,  Man- 
'Chester  Regiment  1,169. 

Sir  CARNE  RASCH :  Will  aU  the 
reservists  of  the  disbanded  battalions  be 
.treated  in  the  same  way  as  of  those  not 
disbanded  1 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  Yes. 
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The  Egyptian  Garrison. 

Mr.  F.  E.  smith  (Liverpool,  Walton) ; 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  what  effect  he  proposes  to  giye  and 
when  to  the  reoommendatiou  of  Lord 
Cromer  that  the  Egyptian  garrison 
should  be  reinforced. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  Effect  was  given  to 
the  recommendation  of  Lord  Cromer  that 
the  Egjrptian  garrison  should  be  rein- 
forced at  the  time  that  the  recommenda- 
tion was  made.  The  permanent  rein- 
forcements consisted  of  a  regiment  of 
cavahry,  a  battery  of  Royal  Horse 
Artillery  and  the  four  companies  of  a 
Line  Regiment  stationed  in  Egypt  which 
were  transferred  from  Crete. 

The  Coldstream  Ghiards. 

Sir  SAMUEL  SCOTT  (Marylebone, 
W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  the  condemned  batta- 
lion of  Coldstream  Guards  is  to  sail  for 
Egypt  in  October;  and  whether  the 
Government  intend  that  the  whole  of  the 
exceptional  expense,  which  will  be 
necessarily  incurred  by  married  officers, 
non-commissioned  officers,  and  men, 
owing  to  moving  for  one  year,  is  to  fall 
upon  the  battalion,  or  whether  the 
Gt)vemment  is  prepared  to  contribute 
towards  this  exceptional  expenditure. 

Mr.  HALDANE :  This  battalion  will 
eo  to  Egypt  on  September  29th.  No 
decision  has  been  come  to,  to  treat  this 
battalion  in  respect  of  the  expenses  of 
their  move  differently  from  other  Infantry 
battalions. 

Potted  Meats  in  Begimental  Canteens. 

Colonel  HERBERT  (Monmouthshire, 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  Messrs.  Dickeson,  who 
were  recently  convicted  of  selling  potted 
meat,  not  of  the  quality  that  nature  de- 
manded, in  the  canteen  of  Hounslow 
Barracks,  have  a  monopoly  for  the  sale  of 
groceries  and  other  commodities  purchas- 
able in  those  barracks ;  whether  he  can 
state  the  number  of  similar  monopolies 
held  by  this  firm,  and  the  amount  paid 
annually  in  respect  of  each ;  and  whether 
any  steps  are  taken  by  the  military 
authorities  to  secure  for  soldiers  and  their 
families,  who  use  regimental  canteens, 
the  benefits  and  protection  afforded  by  a 
system  of  co-operative  trading. 
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Mu.  HALDANE:  In  barracks  when 
any  firm  is  the  canteen  tenant,  that  firm 
has  the  monopoly  of  the  sale  of  suppliesi 
within  barracks,  but  this  monopoly  doe<« 
not  extend  to  the  supply  of  messes,  of 
officers,  sergeants  or  soldiers.  The 
number  of  contracts  held  by  them  is  not 
known  at  the  War  Office;  the  amount? 
paid  in  the  form  of  rebate  are  approxi- 
mately 3s.  6d.  per  month  for  each  soldier 
and  5  per  cent,  on  their  purchases  for 
married  soldiers.  As  regards  the  last 
part  of  the  Question,  the  choice  of  system 
is  left  to  Commanding  Officers  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Brigade  Commander. 
I  may  add  that  Messrs.  Dickeson  were 
not  convicted  of  selling  potted  meat  unfit 
for  human  food,  but  of  having  sold  potted 
meat  containing  respectively  eighty  grains 
and  129  grains  of  borax  per  lb. 

Government  Ammunition. 

Mr.J.  M.  ROBERTSON  (Northum- 
berland,  Tyneside) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  what  is  the 
difference  between  small-arms  ammunition 
Mark  IV.  and  Mark  V.,  and  between 
Mark  V.  and  Mark  VI. ;  will  he  state 
when  the  manufacture  of  Mark  VI. 
began;  and  what  quantities  have  been 
manufactured,  either  by  the  Government 
or  by  contractors,  of  Mark  V.  and  Mark 
VI.  respectively,  specifying  the  quantities 
produced  in  each  year. 

♦Mr.  HALDANE  :  The  difference  be- 
tween Mark  IV.,  V.,  and  VI.  cartridges 
lies  in  the  bullets,  which  in  the  case  of  the 
two  former  have  a  hole  in  the  head,  and 
in  the  case  of  the  two  latter  have  a  hard 
lead  core,  Mark  IV.  having  a  soft  core. 
The  manufacture  of  Mark  Vl.  commenced 
in  1903.  The  following  millions  of  cart- 
ridges Mark  V.  and  VI.  have  been 
manufactured  : — 


MarkV. 

Ordnanoe 
Factories. 


1899-90 
1903-04 
1904-05 
1905-06 


Trade. 
2*1 


1899-90 
1903-04 
1904-05 
1905-06 

Q 


Mark  VL 

Ordnance 
Factories. 


2 
24J 
31 


Trade. 


30 
45 
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Army  Promotion. 

*SiR  ROBERT  HOBART  (Hampshire, 
New  Forest) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  as  a  sequel  to 
the  abolition  of  the  appointment  of 
Second-in-Command  by  Army  Order  154, 
1906,  he  will  make  such  regulations  as 
will  ensure  a  minimum  number  of  majors 
doing  regimental  duty,  in  view  of  the 
present  system  of  appointing  captains  in 
the  place  of  majors  holding  staff  appoint- 
ments. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  It  is  not  considered 
expedient  to  make  regulations  on  this 
subject,  but  my  hon.  friend  can  rest 
assured  that  the  point  will  not  be  over- 
looked. 

The  Irish  Guards. 
♦SfR  ROBERT  HOBART  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  he  will 
give  the  annual  difference  in  expense  if 
the  Irish  Guards  were  disbanded  instead 
of  the  3rd  Battalion  Coldstream  Guards, 
taking  into  consideration  the  cost  of  the 
regimental  staff  and  band  and  depot  and 
recruiting  establishments,  which  have  to 
be  maintained  for  the  single  battalion  of 
the  former  regiment. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  The  saving  would 
be  increased  by  alM)ut  ^17,000  a  year 
and  the  strength  of  the  Army  further 
diminished  by  four  officers  and  some  300 
men,  if  the  Irish  Guards  h.ul  been 
selected  for  disbandment  in  liou  of  the 
3rd  Battahon  Coldstream  (xuards. 

♦S[R  ROBERT  HOBART  asked  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  or 
would  take  into  consideration  the  length 
of  the  service  of  the  officers  and  non-com- 
missioned officers  of  the  two  regiments. 

Mr.  HALDANE  said  the  Irish  Guards 
had  got  a  very  strong  batUilion,  and  the 
War  Office  decided,  after  a  very  close  and 
careful  consideration  of  the  matter,  that 
they  should  be  retiiined  in  preference  to 
the  3rd  battalion  of  a  regiment  that  had 
got  two  other  battalions. 

Army  Beorganisation. 

Sir  J.  DICKSON-POYNDER  (Wilt- 
shire, Chippenham):  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  he 
will  issue  a  Paper  showing  the  dotiiils  of 
his   scheme   of  Army  reorganisation  as 


effecting  each  separate  branch    of    the 
Regular  and  Auxiliary  Forces. 

Mr.   HALDANE:    I  am  at   present 
considering  this  matter. 

Winter  Training  for  the  Militia. 
Sir  J.  DICKSON-POYNDER :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if 
he  will  state  what  Militia  battalions  he 
proposes  to  mobilise  for  winter  training ; 
to  what  places  they  are  to  be  stationed 
what  is  to  be  the  effective  strength  of 
each  battallion ;  and  how  many  months 
these  battalions  are  to  be  under  training. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  The  twenty  bat- 
talions  of  Militia  Infantry  selected  for 
extended  training  are  as  follows : — Srd 
Batt.,  The  Buflfs  (East  Kent  Regiment) ; 
5th  Batt.,  The  Royal  Warwickshire  Regi- 
ment; 7th  Batt,  The  Royal  Fusiliers 
(City  of  London  Regiment) ;  4th  Batt., 
The  Prince  Albert's  (Somersetshire 
Light  Infantry) ;  3rd  Batt.,  The  Bedford- 
shire Regiment ;  3rd  Batt.,  Alexandra, 
Princess  of  Wales's  Own  (Yorkshire 
Regiment) ;  6th  Batt.,  Lancashire  Fusi- 
liers ;  4th  Batt.,  The  Cameronians  (Scot- 
tish Rifles) ;  3rd  Batt.,  The  Oxfordshire 
Light  Infantry;  3rd  Batt.,  The  Loyal 
North  Lancashire  Regiment ;  4th  Batt, 
The  King's  (Shropshire  Light  Infantry) ; 
7th  Batt.,  The  King's  Royal  Rifle  Corps : 
3rd  Batt.,  The  Prince  of  Wales's  (North 
Stafibrdshire  Regiment) ;  3rd  Batt.,  The 
York  and  Lancashire  Regiment;  3rd 
Batt,  The  Grordon  Highlanders;  3rd 
Batt,  The  Queen's  Own  Cameron  High- 
landers ;  4th  Batt,  The  Royal  Irish  Rifles ; 
5th  Batt,  The  Connaught  liangers  ;  3rd 
Batt.,  The  Royal  Munster  Fusiliers ;  4th 
Batt,  The  Royal  Dublin  Fusiliers.  The 
recruits  will  be  trained  for  six  months  at 
the  head-quarters  of  their  units  except  in 
the  case  of  battalions  which  have  been 
accustomed  to  carry  out  preliminary 
drill  immediately  before  annual  training 
and  are  given  the  option  of  continuing 
this  practice.  The  annual  training  of 
the  battalions  will  under  present 
arrangements  be  for  forty-one  days  and 
will  take  place  as  usual  in  the  summer. 
I  cannot  undertake  to  foretell  what 
their  efibctive  strength  will  be.  I  may 
add  that  the  training  is  experimental 
only  and  we  shall  watch  the  results  very 
closely.  It  may  be  possible  to  shorten 
the  period  in  future  years. 


449 


f^iustions. 


{30  July  1906} 


Qufftiions, 


450 


Ballincollig  Canteen  Contract. 
Mr.  SEIEEHAN  (Cork  County,  Mid.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  he  is  aware  that  an  order, 
signed   by   Major  M.  F.  Halford,  dated 
July  9th,  was   issued  at   York,   to   the 
effect  that  in  consequence   of   the    un- 
satisfactory  conditions  of  the  contracts 
between  the  Canteen  and  Mess  Co-opera- 
tive Society,  Limited,  and  the  units  in 
command  dealing  with  the  society,  the 
General  Officer   Commanding  -  in  -  Chief 
directed  that  no  fresh  contracts  should 
be   entered   into  with  this  society,  and 
that    all    existing    contracts    should    be 
terminated  as  soon  as  other  arrangements 
could  be  made  ;  is  this  the  same  uanteen 
and  Mess  Society  which  was  fined  £10 
and  costs  at  Ballincollig,   county   Cork, 
petty    sessions,  on    June    4th   last,  for 
having  sold   margarine   not   marked    or 
branded  as  such  in  the  military  canteen 
at   Ballincollig ;    and  is  he  aware  that 
this  same  company  are  suppljring  civilians 
with  drink  ana  other  goods  at  Ballincollig 
in  contravention  of  a  War  Office  order 
strictly  forbidding  this  practice  ;  and  will 
he  see  that  immediate  arrangements  are 
made    whereby   a   company,    guilty     of 
malpractices    alleged    in    this  Question, 
shall    not    be    allowed    to    continue    in 
control     of    the    military    canteen    at 
Ballincollig. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  As  regards  the 
first  part  of  the  Question,  I  am  aware 
of  the  order  alluded  to,  and  the  matter 
is  receiving  my  attention.  As  regards 
the  second  part  of  the  Question,  no 
information  has  reached  the  War  Office, 
but  the  attention  of  the  General  Officer 
Commanding  will  be  drawn  to  the  points 
raised  in  the  Question. 

Norwich  Barracks. 

LOKD  CASTLEREAGII  (Maidstone) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether,  seeing  that  the  War 
Office,  in  August,  1904,  communicated  to 
the  citizens  of  Norwich  the  approval  of 
the  Army  Council  to  the  scheme  for 
building  new  barracks  there,  he  will  say 
whether  the  decision  of  the  Army  Council 
not  to  build  new  barracks  there  has  yet 
been  communicated  to  the  citizens  of 
Norwich. 

Mr.  HALDANE :  No  decision  on  this 
Question  has  been  formally  announced  by 
the  Army  Council,  but  it  has  been  publicly 


stated  that  it  is  not  at  present  propose  1 
to  go  on  with  the  scheme  of  building  the 
barracks  in  question. 

Lord  CASTLEREAGH  inquired 
whether  land  was  not  given  on  condition 
that  barracks  should  be  built,  and  whether 
the  War  Office  did  not  accept  the  gift 
under  those  express  conditions. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  I  undersUnd  that 
there  was  a  transaction  between  my  pre- 
decessor the  Member  for  Croydon 
and  the  citizens  of  Norwich.  1  am 
very  sorry  that  the  citizens  of  Norwich 
should  be  disappointed,  but  of  course  I 
cannot  be  bound  by  that  decision  of  my 
predecessor  on  a  question  of  military 
training  in  which  the  interests  of  the 
Army  as  a  whole  have  to  be  looked  to. 

♦Mr.  LEHMANN  (Leicestershire, 
Market  Harborough) :  What  was  the 
promised  contribution  of  Norwich,  and 
what  was  the  estimated  cost  of  the 
barracks  ? 

Mr.  HALDANE :  I  believe  that  the 
value  of  the  ground  presented  by  the 
citizens  of  Norwich  was  about  £5,000, 
and  the  cost  of  the  barracks  would  be 
from  £150,000  to  £200,000. 

Lord  CASTLEREAGH:  Are  the 
Army  Council  entitled  to  change  their 
mind^  and  policy  ? 

♦Mr.  HALDANE :  The  Army  Council 
are  entitled  to  change  their  policy  when- 
ever they  get  larger  lights. 

Lord  CASTLEREAGH:  Are  not 
the  Grovernment  bound  to  carry  out  their 
promises  1 

Mr.  HALDANE:  Really,  does  the 
noble  Lord  suggest  that  we  should  set 
aside  the  whole  question  of  the  brigade 
training  of  the  cavalry  in  this  country 
for  individual  convenience  ? 

The  Artillery. 
Major  McMICKING  (Kircudbright- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  what  beneficial  results 
will  be  obtained  by  changing  the  terms 
of  enlistment  for  the  Horse  and  Field 
Artillery  from  three  years  service  with 
the  colours  and  nine  with  the  reserve,  to 
six  years  with  the  colours  and  six  with 
the  reserve. 
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Mr.  HALDANE  :  The  terns  of  service 
for  the  Horse  and  Field  Artillery  are  to 
be  changed  from  three  years  colour  ser- 
vice and  nine  years  in  the  reserve  to  six 
years  colour  service  (with  the  extvA  year 
if  serving  abroad)  and  six  years  in  the 
reserve,  in  consequence  of  the  difficulties 
of  finding  drafts  for  the  Artillery  in 
India  ana  the  Colonies.  The  terms  of 
service  were  changed  in  the  Infantry 
from  three  years  colour  service  and  nine 
years  reserve  service  to  nine  years  colour 
sarvice  and  three  years  reserve  service 
two  years  ago  in  consequence  of  the 
break-down  in  the  provision  of  the  drafts 
in  that  arm,  owing  to  the  disinclination 
of  the  men  to  extend  their  service  in 
sufficient  numbers.  The  same  situation 
is  now  reproduced  in  the  case  of  the 
Artillery,  the  number  who  extend  not 
being  sufficient  to  ensure  the  provision  of 
drafts.  In  the  case  of  the  Colonies  we 
are  already  unable  to  provide  drafts  from 
the  extended  men,  and  this  will  become 
true  of  India  also.  To  send  out  men  who 
do  not  extend  and  return  in  a  year  is 
not  very  costly,  but  does  not  tend  to 
efficiency.  The  term  decided  upon  is  the 
shortest  term  that  will  provide  the 
necessary  reserves  on  mobilisation  whilst 
ensuring  the  provision  of  drafts  in  India 
and  the  Colonies.  On  account  of  draft 
difficulties — as  it  was  in  the  case  of  the 
Infantry — it  has  now  become  necessary 
to  increase  the  term  of  colour  service  from 
three  to  six  years.  Moreover,  there  are 
other  advantages  in  the  change  proposed. 
Keservists  after  six  years  with  the  colours 
are  superior  to  reservists  who  have  been 
only  three  years  with  the  colours,  and 
under  the  new  scheme  it  is  hoped  that 
we  shall  have  a  reserve  of  additional 
trained  Artillery  officers  from  the  new 
source. 

The  Bewaarplaatsen. 
Mr.  J.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD 
(Leicester)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  Bewaarplaatsen  is  still  in 
possession  of  the  Transvaal  State  to  the 
same  extent  as  before  the  war;  and 
whether  any  mining  operations  are  now 
being  carried  on  under  these  reserved 
areas. 

The  UNDER-SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
Churchill,  Manchester,  N.W.) :  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  not  yet  received 


a  reply  to  his  telegraphic  inquiry  as  to  the 
exact  position. 

Kilindini  Port,  East  AMca. 

♦Sir  C.  hill  (Shrewsbury) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  any,  and,  if  any,  what 
steps  are  being  taken  to  improve  the 
facilities  for  landing  and  shipping  goods 
at  the  Port  of  Kilindini,  East  Africa. 

♦Mr.  CHURCHILL :  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  carefully  considered  this  Ques- 
tion, and,  having  consulted  vrith  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Ejcchequer,  he  authorises 
mo  to  say  that  the  construction  of  a  deep- 
water  pier  at  Kilindini  at  a  cost  not  ex- 
ceeding £80,000  will  be  proceeded  with 
as  quickly  as  possible.  The  scheme  pro- 
vides for  a  pier  which  will  allow  a  ship 
450  feet  in  length  and  drawing  27  feet  of 
water  to  lie  afloat  and  to  load  and  unload 
cargo  alongside  at  low  water  of  spring 
tides  with  safety  under  all  circumstances 
of  wind  and  weather. 

Preservation  of  ACrican  Fauna. 

♦Sir  C.  HILL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  ;he  Colonies  what 
action  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  proposes  to  take  to  give  effect 
to  the  >aews  of  the  deputation  which 
recently  waited  upon  him  in  regard  to 
the  preservation  of  the  fauna  of  Africa  ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  a 
sum  approaching  £10,000  a  year  is 
received  from  the  operation  of  the  East 
Africa  Game  Regulations,  he  will  under- 
take to  allocate  a  sum  not  less  than 
£1,000  in  next  year's  Estimates  for  that 
Protectorate  towards  the  efficient  policing 
and  protection  of  the  Northern  or  Lake 
Rudolf  Reserve. 

♦Mr.  CHURCHILL :  The  Secretary  of 
State  is  communicating  with  the  authori- 
ties of  the  different  colonies  and  protec- 
torates in  West  and  East  Africa  with  a 
view  to  giving  effect,  as  far  as  practicable, 
to  the  recommendations  of  the  deputation. 
With  regard  to  the  second  part  of  the 
hon.  Member's  Question,  the  Secretary  of 
State  is  instructing  the  Commissioner  of 
the  East  African  Protectorate  to  bring 
forward  the  question  of  making  better 
provision  for  the  protection  of  the  reserves 
when  the  Estimates  for  next  year  are 
submitted,  but  he  cannot  undertake  to 
say  at  present  whether  it  will  be  possible 
to  allocate  a  sum  as  desired. 
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KMMn  in  the  Trammel  Gold  Mines. 

Lord  CASTLEREAGH:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  if  he  will  state  what  has 
been  the  increase  or  decrease  in  the 
number  of  Kaffirs  employed  in  the  Trans- 
vaal gold  mines  during  the  last  six  months. 

♦Mb.  CHURCHILL  :  The  number  of 
Kaffirs  employed  in  the  Transvaal  gold 
mines  on  December  3 1st,  1905,  was  93,831, 
and  the  number  so  employed  on  the  30th 
ultimo  90,882,  being  a  decrease  during 
the  six  months  of  2,949. 

Orange  Biver  Population. 

Lord  CASTLEREAGH:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  what  is  the  respective  population 
of  Dutch  and  British  in  the  Orange  River 
Colony. 

♦Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  The  census  does 
not  distinguish,  and  I  cannot  undertake 
to  make  an  estimate. 

British  Central  Africa  Protectorate. 

♦Mr.  REES  (Montgomery  Boroughs) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether,  in  view  of  the 
proposed  establishment  of  a  Legislative 
Uouncll  for  the  East  Africa  Protectorate, 
the  (Government  propose  to  take  action 
of  the  like  character  in  respect  of  the 
British  Central  Africa  Protectorate. 

♦Mr.  CHURCHILL :  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  for  some  time  had  under  con- 
sideration the  expediency  of  the  change 
which  my  hon.  friend's  Question  suggests. 

Malta. 
Mb.  T.  L.  CORBETT  (Down,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  what  is  the  precise  nature 
of  the  promises  made  by  the  British 
Government  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  in  Malta,  and  referred  to  by  the 
Roman  Catholic  Archbishop  in  his  letter 
to  the  Governor,  dated  May  6th  last. 

♦Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  I  have  to  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  reply  which  I 
gave  to  a  similar  Question  by  the  Member 
for  the  Wells  Division  on  June  19th.  t 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT :  I  fail  to  see 
that  that  was  any  Answer  to  this  Question 

t  See  (4)  Debates f  clix.,  35. 


Gambling  in  the  Federated  Malay 

States. 

Mr.  ALLEN  (Christchurch) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  it  is  the  practice  in  the 
Federated  Malay  States  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  farm  out  the  gambling  establish- 
ments to  the  highest  bidder ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  can  state  what  means,  if  any, 
are  taken  to  restrict  the  growth  of 
gambling  amongst  the  Chinese  mining 
population. 

♦Mr.  CHURCHILL :  The  exclusive 
right  of  keeping  public  gaming-houses  and 
of  issuing  licences  for  gaming  is  farmed 
out.  I  am  not  aware  whether  the  highest 
tender  is  always  accepted,  but,  doubtless, 
as  a  rule  the  Government  accepts  the 
most  favourable  terms.  The  right  is 
subject  to  certain  regulations  and  restric- 
tions, the  principal  of  which  are :  that 
the  existing  accommodation  for  gaming 
shall  not  be  increased  without  the  written 
sanction  of  the  resident ;  that  the  resident 
may  prohibit  the  issue  of  licences  for 
private  gaming  in  any  district;  that 
public  gaming  shall  only  be  permitted 
with  certain  specified  hours ;  and  that  no 
wages  of  miners  or  other  labourers  shall 
be  paid  within  the  precints  of  a  gaming- 
house. I  may  add  that  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  review  the 
general  character  of  the  regulations  in 
the  Federated  Malay  States  when  other 
public  business  of  a  more  pressing 
character  has  been  disposed  of. 

Sokoto  and  HadeUa. 

Sir  GILBERT  PARKER  (Gravesend): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  when  he  proposes  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  Papers  dealing  with  the 
recent  military  operations  in  Sokoto  and 
Hadeija. 

♦Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  So  far  as  I  know, 
the  only  promise  given  has  been  to  lay 
Papers  with  regard  to  the  Munshi 
country  ;  but  I  see  no  objection  to  giving 
Papers  about  Sokoto  and  Hadeija  at  the 
same  time,  and  they  will  be  laid  when 
ready. 

Bestrictions  on  Protestants  in  Malta. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  if  he  can  state  when  the  negotia- 
tions between  his  Department  ana  the 
Governor  of  Malta  in  reference  to  the 
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removal  of  certain  restrictions  imposed 
upon  Protestants  will  be  complete  ;  and 
will  the  whole  correspondence  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 

*Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  I  have  to  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  reply  which  I 
gave  on  Saturday  to  a  similar  Question 
by  the  Member  for  North  Down.f 

Mr.  SLOAN :  This  is  the  Question  I 
was  advised  by  the  Speaker  to  give 
notice  of.  Cannot  the  hon.  Gentleman 
give  the  House  some  approximate  idea 
when  the  correspondence  will  be  com- 
pleted and  laid  1 

♦Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  I  daresay  it  will 
be  laid  before  we  meet  in  the  Autumn. 
It  will  certainly  be  completed  before  the 
House  re-assembles,  and  as  soon  as  it  is 
completed  the  Secretary  of  State  will 
consider  and  decide  what  part,  if  any,  of 
it  shall  be  laid. 

South  Afirican  War  Claim. 

Mr.  J.  M.  ROBERTSON :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether,  seeing  that  Dr.  Chwei- 
back,  whose  claim  for  restitution  of 
property  taken  from  him  during  the 
South  African  war  has  been  only  in  small 
part  met,  was  admittedly  engaged  in  the 
Red  Cross  medical  service,  and  seeing 
that  the  claim,  after  being  rejected,  was 
officially  admitted  to  have  real  foundation, 
he  will  consider  the  advisability  of  the 
case  being  re-examined  on  international 
grounds  and  in  the  interests  of  the  general 
maintenance  of  the  voluntary  Red  Cross 
service  during  war. 

*Mr.  CHURCHILL :  The  Secretary  of 
State  does  not  consider  that  the  circum- 
stances stated  by  the  hon.  Member  afford 
a  ground  for  re-opening  the  case  in  the 
absence  of  fresh  evidence. 


Canadian  Emigration  Bounties. 
Mr.  HAZLETON  (Galway,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  he  has  yet 
received  from  the  Canadian  Government 
the  particulars  he  undertook  to  ask  for 
with  reference  to  payments  to  shipping 
agents  in  Ireland  on   the  part  of  the 

t  See  col.  212 


Canadian  Government  in  connection  with 
emigrants  from  Ireland  to  Canada. 

*Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  The  particulars 
have  not  yet  been  received  from  Canada. 
I  will  communicate  them  to  the  hon. 
Member  when  they  arrive. 

Outrages  by  Chinese  Coolies  in  the 
Transvaal. 

Sir  HENRY  CRAIK  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  a 
committee  appointed  by  the  Gk)vernment 
of  the  Transvaal  to  consider  means  for 
the  prevention  of  outrages  by  the 
Chinese  labourers,  after  hearing  evidence 
from  farmers  and  others,  recommended 
that  the  area  in  which  Chinese  with 
leave-permits  are  permitted  to  roam 
should  be  contracted  from  an  area  of 
about  1,600  square  miles  to  one  of  about 
160  square  miles,  he  will  say  whether 
this  Amendment,  which  met  with  the 
approval  of  every  section  of  the  Trans- 
vaal population,  was  negatived  by  His 
Majesty  s  Grovemment. 

*Mr.  CHURCHILL :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  see  from  the  telegram  of  June 
11th,  printed  at  page  124  of  Cd.  3025, 
that  llis  Majesty's  Government  were  not 
prepared  to  agree  to  contract  tlie  area 
tor  all  leave-permits  by  legal  enactment. 
His  Majesty*s  Government  have  accepted 
a  number  of  the  committee's  recom- 
mendations which,  it  may  be  anticipated, 
will  ensure  more  satisfactory  control. 

Opium  in  the  Federated  Malay  States 

Mines. 

Mr.  a.  ALLEN :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  -  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  is  aware  that  under 
the  truck  syst^,  which  prevails  in 
certain  of  the  mines  in  the  Federated 
Malay  States,  the  Chinese  miners  receive 
part  payment  of  their  earnings  in  opium  ; 
and  whether  he  will  consider  what  steps 
can  be  taken  to  put  an  end  to  this. 

♦Mr.  CHURCHILL:  I  have  no  in- 
formation on  the  point,  but  the  High 
Comm  ssioner  will  be  asked  for  a  Report. 

Opium  in  the  Transvaal  Mines. 

Mr.  BAKER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  ioT  the  Colonies 
what  steps,  if  any,  have  beea  takea  to 
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restrict  the  sale  of  opium  to  the  Chinese 
coolies  in  the  Transvaal ;  and  whether 
such  restrictions  have  Veen  successful. 

*Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  approved  the  recommendations 
made  by  the  committee  which  inquired 
into  the  conditions  of  Chinese  labourers 
on  the  mines  and  printed  at  page  84  of 
Gd.  3025.  I  am  not  aware  whether  the 
Transvaal  Government  is  satisfied  that 
the  control  will  be  effective  without 
further  legislation,  but  inquiry  will  be 
made. 

Boropeans  in  the  Egyptian  Service. 

Mr.  J.  M.  ROBERTSON  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  what  is  the  number  of  British  and 
other  Europeans  in  the  service  of  the 
Khedivial  Government ;  and  whether  the 
principle  of  open  competition  is  in  any 
degree  applied  to  their  selection. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Run- 
CIMAN,  Dewsbury;  for  Sir  Edward 
Grey):  The  last  return  of  the  number 
of  European  officials  in  the  service 
of  the  Egyptian  Government  will  be 
found  in  Blue  Book,  Egypt  No.  3, 
1899,  page  47.  For  the  principle 
governing  the  selection  of  British  candi- 
dates, I  would  refer  the  hon.  Member  to 
Lord  Cromer*s  Annual  Report  for  last 
year  (Egypt  No.  1,  1906,  page  57)  where 
the  method  of  selection  is  fully  explained. 

Cretan  Beforms. 

Mr.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,  Mid.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  decision  of 
the  four  Powers  with  regard  to  the  re- 
forms to  be  introduced  in  Crete  has  been 
formulated;  and  whether  he  is  in  a 
position  to  communicate  the  details  of 
the  scheme  to  the  House. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  It  does  not  seem 
necessary  to  publish  the  Note  separ- 
ately as  a  Parliamentary  Paper,  but  a 
summary  has  already  appeared  in  the 
newspapers. 

Cost  of  the  Egyptian  Oarrison. 

Mr.  J.  M.  ROBERTSON  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  what  is  the  amount  of  Egypt's 
contribution  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
Army  of  occupation  in  Egypt;  what  is 


the  proportion  of  that  to  the  whole  cost ; 
what  are  the  respective  increases  of  cost, 
British  and  Egyptian,  in  consequence  of 
the  reinforcement  of  the  army  of 
occupation  ;  and  what  the  strength  of  the 
force  is  now  to  be. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN :  The  present  con- 
tribution is  XI  00,000  a  year,  which 
represents  approximately  the  extra  cost 
of  the  force  in  Egypt,  before  the  recent 
increase,  over  its  cost  at  home,  which 
would  be  about  £275,000.  The  future 
strength  of  the  force  will  be  about  5,700, 
but  the  future  contribution  is  at  present 
under  consideration. 

Entry  into  the  Consular  Service. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Aifairs  whether  candi- 
dates with  actual  commercial  experience 
have  been  nominated  to  compete  for  two 
only  of  the  ten  vacancies  which  have 
occurred  in  the  general  consular  service 
since  the  adoption  of  the  new  scheme 
based  on  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  of  1903;  and  whether  this 
proportion  will  be  increased  in  the  future. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN :  There  have  been 
two  examinations  for  five  vacancies  each 
since  the  adoption  of  the  now  scheme. 
For  the  first  examination,  which  was  held 
in  July,  1905,  it  was  decided  that  the 
fairest  course  was  to  take  the  candidates 
from  those  who  had  long  been  expecting 
a  nomination  under  the  old  regulations. 
At  the  second  examination,  which  has 
just  been  held,  two  vacancies  out  of  five 
were  reserved  for  candidates  with  actual 
commercial  experience.  The  number  of 
candidates  for  nomination  of  that  class 
was,  however,  very  small,  though  every 
effort  was  made  both  by  advertisement 
and  private  inquiry  to  obtain  more 
competitors. 

Chambers  of  Commerce  and  the  Consular 

Service. 

Mr.  UENNIKER  HEATON  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afi'airs  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  resolution  adopted  at  the 
recent  Congress  of  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce of  the  Empire  to  the  effect  that  the 
British  consular  service  should  be 
strengthened  on  lines  calculated  to  make  it 
more  effective  for  the  promotion  of  the 
commerce   of  the   British  Empire ;    and 
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whether  he  proposes  to  take  any  action 
in  this  direction. 

Mb.  EUNCIMAN:  The  resolution 
has  not  been  communicated  to  my  right 
hon.  friend,  and  he  does  not  know  what 
the  practical  suggestions  were  which 
gave  rise  to  it.  Changes  have  been 
made  recently  on  the  recommendations 
of  a  committee  summoned  by  Lord 
Lansdowne  to  effect  the  object  in  view. 

Appointment  of  Magistrates. 

Mr.  henry  (Shropshire,  Welling- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  if 
he  would  use  his  influence  that  recom- 
mendations for  county  magistrates  of 
gentlemen  who  possess  the  present  neces- 
sary qualifications  should  be  dealt  with 
with  more  consideration  than  has  been 
done  during  the  period  his  Government 
has  been  in  office ;  and  whether  he  is 
aware  that  in  the  county  of  Shropshire, 
out  of  about  250  county  magistrates, 
with  the  exception  of  about  ten,  the 
whole  number  are  members  of  the 
Unionist  Party. 

*SiR  C.  HILL :  Before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  replies,  might  I  ask  whether 
be  is  aware  that  about  a  month  ago  the 
vacancies  in  the  magistracies  of  the 
borough  of  Shrewsbury  were  filled  by  the 
appointment  of  seven  gentlemen  of  whom 
six  are  well-known  supporters  of  his 
Party  t 

Mr.  henry  :  My  Question  refers  to 
the  county  and  not  to  the  borough 
magistracy. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone, Leeds,  W.):  Perhaps  the  House 
will  allow  me  to  make  a  somewhat  full 
statement  in  answer  to  my  hon.  friend. 
Exclusive  of  Lancashire,  there  are  222 
boroughs  with  separate  benches  of 
justices  in  England  and  Wales,  and  in 
addition  there  are  separate  county 
benches  in  all  the  counties  of  Enffland, 
Scotland  and  Wales,  most  of  which  are 
divided  into  Parliamentarv  divisions, 
and  each  division  is  sub -divided  into 
different  districts  for  magiHtt^rial  pur- 
poses. In  all  thev  numln^r  many  hun- 
dreds. The  liOni  Chanoollur  is  quite 
aware  that  there  is  a  groat  pro|M>ndomnct> 
of  Conservative  justiciv*  in  uumt  of  these 
districts  nnd  considers  it  a  grt^t  evil.     It 


impairs  the  confidence  that  ought  to 
prevail,  and  causes  a  legitimate  sense 
of  injustice.  Up  to  the  present  date 
fresh  appointments  have  been  made  in 
113  out  of  222  boroughs,  and  out  of  the 
ninety-eight  counties  and  liberties  in 
England,  Scotland  and  Wales,  fresh 
appointments  have  been  made  or  a 
provisional  list  made  out  in  forty-five. 
It  is  quite  impossible  for  this  business 
to  proceed  with  greater  rapidity.  Ex- 
perience has  shown  that  it  is  necessary 
to  make  inquiries  in  regard  to  all  the 
names  recommended,  though  in  nearly 
ill  cases  the  Members  of  Parliament 
have  done  their  best  to  help  with  the 
information  at  their  disposal.  Had  it 
not  been  for  the  cordial  assistance  of 
almost  all  the  Lord-Lieutenants  with 
whom  he  has  been  in  communication, 
the  Lord  Chancellor  would  not  have 
accomplished  all  that  has  been  done. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  wishes  to  secure 
a  fair  balance  of  classes  and  opinions  on 
the  bench,  but  he  is  not  prepared  to 
treat  this  office  which  is  concerned  with 
the  administration  of  justice  to  the 
poorest  classes  as  a  prize  for  political 
services  and  the  process  must  take  time. 
Nor  is  he  prepared  to  withdraw  from 
still  more  important  business  a  greater 
portion  of  his  time.  With  respect  to 
the  count V  of  Shropshire  itself,  it  is 
believed  that  there  is  a  great  disparity 
though  not  so  great  as  assumed  in  the 
Question.  It  is  the  same  in  other 
counties.  It  is  impossible  for  tiie  whole 
of  this  vast  business  to  be  treated  at  one 
time,  and  the  numerous  cases  must  pro 
ceed  in  order. 

Mr.  SLOAN  :  In  view  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor's  opinion  that  the  Unionist 
magistrates  are  a  great  danger,  is  it 
intended  to  withdraw  their  commissions  t 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  said  that  the 
disparity  was  a  great  evil. 

Mr,  LAMBTON  (Durham,  S.E.) :  Aris- 
ing out  of  that  Answer,  I  beg  to  ask  if 
we  are  to  understand  that  it  is  the 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
in  recent  years  magistrates  have  been 
imnroperly  appointed  ;  and  whether  he 
will  issue  instructions  to  Lords-Lieu- 
tonant  that  in  future  they  are  to  appoint 
magistrates  on  political  grounds  and  not 
on  the  ground  of  merit. 
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♦Mr.  GLADSTONE :   That  Question  | 
must  be  addressed  to  the  Prime  Minister, 
on  whose  behalf  I  replied. 

Mr.  LAMBTON:  It  is  a  most  im- 
portant Question. 

Mr.  flavin  (Kerry,  N.) :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  extend  his  generous 
hand  to  Ireland,  where  75  per  cent,  of 
the  magistrates  are  Unionist  1 

Mr.  REDDY  (King's  County,  Birr.) : 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that 
it  is  as  easy  to  approach  the  Shah  of 
Persia  for  a  recommendation  as  a  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  an  Irish  county  ) 

Mr.  Findla3r's  Despatch. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  (Marylebone,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
despatch  of  Mr.  Findlay  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  of  July 
5th,  1906 ;  and  whether  any  further 
"deplorable  effects"  have  ensued  from 
the  utterances  of  the  hon.  Members 
therein  referred  to. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  no  in- 
formation beyond  what  has  been  officially 
published. 

Kllbnm  Tradesmen  and  Motor  Traffic 

Mr.  WEIK  (Boss  and  Cromarty):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  at  a  meeting  of  Kilbum  tradesmen 
on  the  evening  of  the  23rd  instant,  the 
menace  to  local  trade  caused  by  motor 
omnibuses  was  discussed,  and  a  resolution 
carried  declaring  that  the  present  service 
of  motor  buses  along  the  High  Road, 
Kilbum,  was  dangerous  and  distasteful, 
and  expressing  the  opinion  that  the 
speed  should  not  exceed  seven  miles  an 
hour ;  and  will  he  state  what  action  it  is 
proposed  to  take  in  regard  to  this  and 
any  other  similar  resolutions. 

♦Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  seen  a 
report  of  the  meeting  at  Kilbum.  I  fear 
I  can  only  refer  my  hon.  friend  to  the 
Answer  which  I  gave  to  his  Question 
respecting  accidents  on  the  19th  of  this 
month,  in  which  I  stated  that  under 
existing  powers  steps  have  been  taken 
and  are  being  taken  to  mitigate  the 
nuisances  complained  of. 


Miners  (Eight  Honrs)  Inaniry. 

Mr.  RAPHAEL  (Derbyshire,  S.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  when  the  promised 
inquiry  into  the  question  of  an  eight 
hours*  dav  for  miners  will  be  held ;  the 
nature  of  the  bodv  to  whom  the  inquiry 
will  be  entrusted;  and  the  names  of 
those  who  will  conduct  the  inquiry. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  promise  I  gave  during  the 
debate  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill  on  May  1 1th, 
appointed  a  Departmental  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  probable  economic  effect 
of  such  a  limitation  to  the  hours  of  labour. 
My  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Gloucester 
has,  I  am  glad  to  say,  consented  to  be 
chairman,  and  the  meml>ers  of  the  Com- 
mittee are  Sir  Andrew  Agnew,  Mr.  Cox, 
Professor  of  Mining  at  the  Boyal  College 
of  Science,  my  hon.  friend  the  Member 
for  Kincardine,  Sir  Robert  Giffen,  Lord 
Glantawe,  and  Mr.  Redmayne,  Professor 
of  Mining  at  Birmingham  University. 
The  Committee  will,  no  doubt  begin 
their  inquiry  after  the  holidays. 

Mr.  LEHMANN  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  the  terms  of  reference  f 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Yes,  they  are  as 
follows : — To  inquire  into  the  probable 
economic  effect  of  a  limit  of  eight  hours 
to  the  working  day  of  coal  miners,  both 
when  calculated  from  bank  to  bank,  and 
when  otherwise  calculated,  upon  (1)  pro- 
duction ;  (2)  wages  ;  (3)  employment ;  (4) 
the  export  trade  ;  (5)  other  British  indus- 
tries which  might  be  affected  thereby : 
regard  being  had  to  the  different  condi 
tions  obtaining  in  different  districts, 
seams  and  colBeries ;  and  also  into  the 
probable  effect  of  such  a  limit  upon  the 
health  of  the  miners,  and,  if  they  think 
necessary,  to  extend  their  inquiry  to 
metalliferous  mines. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  (Merthyr  Tyd- 
vil)  asked  whether  anyone  representing 
the  working  miners  had  been  appointed; 
and,  if  not,  whether  it  was  intended  to 
include  such  a  representative. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE :  No.  I  consulted 
with  some  of  my  hon.  friends,  and  it  was 
settled  that  this  being  an  inquiry  of  an 
economic  nature  the  out-and-out  advocates 
or  opponents  of  the  eight-hours  system 
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should  not  be  on  the  Committee,  but 
that  the  inquiry  should  be  limited  to  the 
economic  aspect  of  the  question. 

Prison  Discipline. 
Mr.  baker  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment how  many  convicted  prisoners  were 
certified  to  be  unfit  for  prison  discipline  in 
the  years  1904-5 ;  and  whether,  seeing 
that  persons  so  certified  are  constantly 
returned  to  prison,  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  some  better  way  being 
found  of  dealing  with  them. 

*Mr.  GLADSTONE:  In  1903-4  the 
number  of  convicted  prisoners  received 
in  prison  was  190,791,  and  the  number 
certified  unfit  for  prison  dicipline  was 
345,  the  corresponding  figures  for  1904-5 
were  198,716  and  412.  It  is  a  diflScult 
question  what  should  be  done  with 
persons  unfit  for  prison  discipline  who 
commit  serious  crime,  or  who  are  per- 
sistently guilty  of  minor  ofiences.  Those 
physically  unfit  for  discipline  are  treated 
in  the  prison  infirmary;  those  unfit 
through  mental  weakness  are  placed 
under  the  care  of  the  medical  officer  and 
receive  special  treatment  suitable  to 
their  condition.  I  hope  that  the  Royal 
Commission  on  the  Feeble-minded  will  be 
able  to  make  recommendations  which  will 
be  of  material  assistance  in  dealing  with 
the  latter  class. 

Epileptic  Prisoners. 
Mr.  baker  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  can  give  the  number  of 
convicted  prisoners  who  were  found  to 
be  epileptics  during  the  years  1904-5 ; 
and  if  he  will  consider  the  advisability  of 
steps  being  taken  to  ascertain  the 
existence  of  epilepsy  before  conviction, 
and  thus  prevent  such  irresponsible 
sufferers  being  convicted  as  criminals. 

*Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  numbers 
are  as  follows  : — 1903-4,  Epileptics  certi- 
fied insane,  four ;  Epileptics  certified  unfit 
for  prison  dicipline,  twenty-seven.  Total 
thirty-one.  1904-5,  Epileptics  certified 
insane,  five  ;  Epileptics  certified  unfit  for 
prison  dicipline,  sixteen.  Total  twenty - 
one.  When  these  are  compared  with 
the  total  number  of  persons  received  in 
prison  on  conviction  it  will  be  seen  that 
the  total  number  of  (ases  in  which 
persons  were  convicted   and  afterwards 


found  to  be  epileptic  is  very  small.  As 
the  law  stands,  it  is  for  the  defence  to 
raise  at  the  trial  the  question  of  insanity  ; 
but  it  must  not  be  assumed  that  all 
epileptics  are  insane  or  irresponsible. 
On  the  contrary,  many  persons  subject  to 
epileptic  fits  are  in  normal  conditions 
perfectly  sane  and  responsible,  and  it 
would  be  neither  just  nor  practicable 
to  class  them  with  the  insane. 

Reduction  of  Light  Dues. 

Mr.  W.  R.  REA  (Scarborough) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether,  in  view  of  the  accumulated 
surplus  in  the  hands  of  the  authorities 
concerned,  he  is  yet  able  to  announce  any 
concessions  in  regard  to  the  light  dues 
charged  on  shipping. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Mr.  Lloyd-George,  Carnarvon 
Boroughs) :  Yes,  Sir,  I  am  glad  to  be  able 
to  announce  that  the  state  of  the  funds 
will  permit  of  a  further  temporary  reduc- 
tion of  7^  per  cent,  (making  a  total 
reduction  of  20  per  cent.)  in  the  light 
dues  charged  on  shipping,  for  a  period  of 
three  years,  beginning  April  1st,  1907. 

Royal  Commission  on  Canals. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  arrangements  have 
been  made  to  add  a  member  to  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Canals  in  respect  to  the 
Irish  portion  of  the  subject  which  is 
being  inquired  into :  and  when  will  this 
appointment  be  made  and  the  name  of 
the  new  Commissioner  announced. 

Mr.  LLOYD  GEORGE  :  The  name  of 
an  additional  member  f»f  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Canals  with  special 
knowledge  of  the  Irish  portion  of  the 
subject  is  being  submitted  to  the  King 
and  will  be  announced  as  soon  as  His 
Majesty^s  approval  has  been  signified. 

British  Qniana  Mail  Service- 
Mr.  LAURENCE  HARDY  (Kent, 
Ashford) :  I  bog  to  ask  the  Postmaster- 
General  what  steps  he  is  taking  to 
arrange  for  a  renewal  of  a  direct  and 
regular  mail  service  between  this  country 
and  the  Colony  of  British  Guiana; 
whether  he  is  aware  of  the  effects  upon 
trade  which  have  been  caused  by  the 
action  of  the  Imperial  authority  in 
breaking  with  the  Royal  Mail  Company 
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and  providing  no  alternative  service ;  and 
whether  he  can  explain  why  no  regard 
has  heen  paid  to  the  protests  of  the 
local  legislature,  and  to  their  offer  of  a 
subsidy  of  X5,000  towards  a  mail  service. 

Thb  POSTMASTER-GENERAL  (Mr. 
Sydney  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Pop- 
lar) :  Steps  are  being  taken  to  improve 
the  present  arrangements  for  the  convey- 
ance of  mails  to  and  from  British  Guiana. 

Postage  Bates  on  Literature Sfor  the  Blind. 

Mr.  BUCKMASTER  (Cambridge) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether 
he  can  now  state  the  actual  reductions 
that  he  proposes  to  make  on  the  postage 
of  literature  for  the  blind ;  and  any  regu- 
lations he  proposes  to  promulgate  with 
regard  to  that  matter  t 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :  Acting  on 
the  authority  given  by  the  Bill  that  has 
just  passed  the  House  of  Commons,  I 
propose  to  give  the  following  concessions, 
and  to  introduce  the  following  regulations, 
in  reference  to  the  postage  on  literature 
for  the  blind.  The  books,  magazines, 
etc.,  printed  in  type  for  the  blind  will  be 
included  in  the  letter  and  newspaper 
mails,  and  not  under  the  parcels  post. 
There  will  be  a  limit  of  weight  of  five 
pounds,  and  the  usual  limit  of  size,  viz., 
two  feet,  by  one  foot,  by  one  foot.  These 
limits  will,  however,  as  I  understand, 
permit  any  volume  of  blind  type  to  receive 
the  privileges  of  reduced  postage.  The 
lowest  rates  by  which  such  literature  can 
now  be  sent,  where  it  exceeds  two  ounces 
are,  under  the  parcel  post,  as  follows : — 
Up  to  one  pound  in  weight,  3d. ;  up  to 
two  pounds  in  weight,  4d. ;  rising  to  6d. 
for  a  package  weighing  five  pounds.  In 
future  bond  fide  literature  for  the  blind 
will  pass  at  the  following  rates  : — For 
packages  weighing  up  to  two  ounces,  Ad. ; 
tor  packages  up  to,  and  not  exceeding 
two  pounds.  Id.  ;  for  packages  exceeding 
two  pounds  and  not  exceeding  five  pounds 
IJd.  That  is  to  say,  the  charge  on  an 
ordinary  single  volume  in  Braille  type 
weighing,  say,  2  pounds,  will  be  reduced 
from  4d.  to  Id.,  and  if  it  weighs  between 
three  and  four  pounds,  which  is  the  com- 
mon weight,  the  charge  instead  of  being 
5d.  to  6dL  will  be  only  IJ^d.  Each  packet 
will  have  to  bear  a  printed  label  marked 
"  Blind  Literature,  and  will  have  to  be 
packed  so  as  to  facilitate  inspection  of  the 
contents.    The  new  rates  and  regulations 


will    cone    into    force     from     the    1st 
September. 

Delay  of  Press  Telegrams. 

Mr.  GEORGE  WHITE  (Norfolk, 
N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster- 
General  whether  complaints  have  reached 
him  regarding  telegraphic  delays  taking 
place  at  Terrington,  Norfolk,  on  messages 
being  handed  in  at  Birmingham,  Shefiield, 
Cardiff,  and  Newcastle  on-Tyne ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  repeated  official 
statements  that  the  telegraph  work  of 
the  country  is  diminishing,  and  that 
the  staff  is  in  process  of  being  reduced, 
he  will  state  the  reason  of  the  delays. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  No  such 
complaints  have  reached  me,  and  nothing 
is  known  of  the  matter  at  the  local 
Post  Office. 

Teachers*  Begister. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Black- 
pool) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Education  what  is  the  number 
of  teachers  at  present  on  the  register  ; 
whether  it  is  proposed  in  the  event  of 
the  abolition  of  the  register  to  return 
their  registration  fees ;  and,  in  that  case, 
what  will  be  the  amount  to  be  refunded 
by  the  I'reasury. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
EDUCATION  (Mr.  Birrell,  Bristol,  N.): 
The  number  of  names  on  Column  B  on 
July  27th,  1906,  was  5,686  men  and 
5,763  women,  or  11,449  in  all.  It  is 
impossible  to  say  with  any  accuracy  how 
many  names  are  supposed  to  be  on 
Column  A  of  the  Register.  The  Board 
of  Education  originally  supplied  some 
80,000  names  of  Certificated  Teachers, 
from  Departmental  records,  to  the 
Teachers*  Registration  Council,  and  have 
since  added  some  10,000  more  names  to 
their  list  of  Certificateil  Teachers.  But 
neither  the  Teachers'  Registration  Coun- 
cil nor  the  Board  of  Education  have  ever 
possessed  the  means  for  keeping  an 
accurate  list  up  to  date,  owing  to 
difficulties  in  regard  to  changes  of  name 
on  marriage  and  to  persons  leaving  the 
profession,  or  dying,  without  the  Board 
receiving  information.  There  is  no 
registration  fee  for  Column  A,  but  the 
fee  for  Column  B  is  one  guinea,  so  that 
some  £12,000  would  be  refunded. 
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Lord  BALCARRES  (Lancashire, 
Chorley) :  Has  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
an^  intention  of  renewing  the  Register 
and  putting  it  on  a  more  satisfactory 
basis  t 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  Yes,  Sir,  I  hope  to 
be  able  to  do  so. 

Watford  Secondary  School. 

Mr.  MICKLEM  (Hertfordshire,  Wat- 
ford) :  I  hez  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Education  whether  he  has  under 
consideration  a  scheme  promoted  by  the 
Herts  County  Council  for  building  a  new 
secondary  school  in  Watford  at  a  cost  of 
£10,000,  to  be  settled  upon  denomina- 
tional trusts  in  perpetuity  corresponding 
with  the  denominational  trusts  upon 
which  the  Watford  grammar  schools  are 
now  held ;  what  proportion  of  the  sum  of 
£10,000  and  the  future  costs  of  mainten- 
ance of  the  schools  it  is  proposed  to  throw 
upon  the  rates  of  Watford  and  the  county 
respectively ;  and  whether,  seeing  that 
the  Watfom  Urban  District  Council  and 
other  public  bodies  have  protested  against 
the  scheme,  he  will  refuse  his  sanction  to 
the  scheme  so  far  as  it  proposes  to  create 
a  new  denominational  scnool  endowed 
with  public  money* 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  A  public  inquiry  has 
recently  been  held  in  regard  to  the 
matter  referred  to  in  the  Question.  I 
have  not  yet  received  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioner  who  held  the  inquiry,  and 
I  cannot,  therefore,  yet  make  any  state- 
ment upon  the  case. 

Watford  Grammar  School. 

Mr.  MIGKLEM  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  public  inquiry 
was  held  at  Watford,  on  July  24th,  by 
Mr.  W.  C.  Fletcher,  under  the  authority 
of  the  Board  of  Education,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inquiring  into  the  foundation  of 
the  Watford  grammar  schools,  including 
the  question  of  the  need  of  a  higher 
elementary  school  at  Watford^  and  that 
at  such  inquiry  Mr.  Fletcher  refused  to 
allow  counsel  for  the  Watford  Urban 
District  Council  or  any  members  of  the 
public  to  raise  any  questions  or  give  any 
evidence  as  to  the  funds  and  endowments 
of  the  said  foundation,  or  as  to  the  pro- 
posed expenditure  on  new  buildings  and 
maintenance  ;  and  whether  the  President 


of  the  Board  of  Education  will  refuse  or 
delay  his  sanction  to  any  new  scheme  for 
the  said  foundation  until  after  a  further 
public  inouiry  has  been  held,  and  the 
views  of  the  Urban  District  Coandl  of 
Watford  and  the  inhabitants  of  Watford 
ascertained. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  I  must  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  the  Answer  I  have  just  given 
to  his  previous  Question,  to  which  i  can- 
not at  present  add  anything,  beyond 
stating  that  I  understand  that  the  dis- 
allowances  are  not  quite  accurately  stated 
in  the  Question. 

West  Ham  Schoola. 
Mr.  THORNE  (West  Ham,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Education  if  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  overcrowding  of  two  schools 
under  the  control  of  the  West  Ham 
Education  Authority,  viz.,  Hermit  Road 
School,  in  the  boys'  department  (capacity 
480),  in  which  there  are  now  588  on  the 
roll ;  in  the  girls'  (capacity  480),  on  the 
roll  600 ;  in  the  infants'  (capacity  610), 
on  the  roll  640 ;  Star  I^ane  School,  boys' 
department  (capacity  480),  on  the  roll 
527 ;  girls'  (capacity  480),  590  on  the 
roll;  and  whether  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion propose  to  compel  the  West  Ham 
Education  Authority  to  build  additional 
school  accommodation  to  prevent  the 
overcrowding  in  the  schools  mentioned. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  My  attention  had  not 
been  called  to  the  matters  referred  to 
until  I  saw  the  hon.  Member's  Question 
two  days  ago,  and  the  shortness  of  notice 
of  the  Question  has  not  permitted  me 
to  give  that  consideration  to  the  case 
which  is  needed  before  I  could  properly 
make  any  official  pronouncement  upon 
it  in  reply  to'  the  hon.  Member.  I  may 
say,  however,  that  according  to  figures 
obtained  for  me  so  recently  as  Friday 
last,  the  overcrowding  seems  to  be  not 
so  serious  as  would  appear  from  the 
figures  in  the  Question;  the  average 
attendance  of  the  boys'  and  the  girls' 
and  the  infants'  departments  at  Star 
Lane  being,  I  am  told,  507  and  478  and 
534,  respectively,  with  accommodation 
(on  the  10  feet  basis)  for  480  and  480 
and  596  respectively,  and  on  the  8  square 
feet  basis,  of  course,  for  considerably 
more.  But  I  will  have  the  matter 
investigated. 
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Free  Edncttion. 
Sir  G.  KEKEWICH  (Exeter) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  !Board  of 
Education  under  what  statute,  or  by  what 
authority,  a  parent  has  now  a  right  to 
demand  free  education  for  his  child  in 
a  public  elementary  school,  inasmuch  as 
Section  5  of  the  Free  Education  Act  of 
18^1  was  repealed  by  the  Education  Act 
of  1902. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  When  Section  5  of 
the  Elementary  Education  Act  of  1891 
was  repealed,  there  was  substituted  for 
it  an  equivalent  provision  in  Paragraph  5 
of  the  Third  Schedule  of  the  Education 
Act  of  1902.  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
will  find  that  this  fully  safeguards  the 
right  in  question. 

Cooper  School,  Marston  Sicca. 

Mr.  ESSEX  (Gloucestershire,  Ciren- 
cester) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Education  whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a 
Report  upon  the  Cooper  School,  at 
Marston  Sicca,  Gloucestershire,  stating 
the  date  or  dates  of  the  foundation  of  the 
trust,  the  terms  of  its  deeds,  the  present 
condition  of  the  properties  held  under 
the  trust  deeds,  and  the  proposals,  if  any 
have  been  made,  affecting  the  future  of 
the  school. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  As  the  Question  was 
only  on  the  Paper  on  Saturday  morning 
there  has  not  been  time  for  me  to  go 
adequately  into  the  case  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member.  I  think  it  would 
hardly  be  worth  while  to  go  to  the 
labour  and  expense  of  asking  Parliament 
to  print  and  issue  all  the  various  docu- 
ments about  this  one  school,  as  seems  to 
be  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member.  But 
if  he  will  let  me  know  by  letter  the 
precise  points  upon  which  he  desires 
laformation  I  shall  be  happy  to  furnish 
him  with  it  to  the  best  of  my  ability. 
No  decision  will  be  made  by  the  Board 
of  Education  upon  the  case  ror  some  time 
to  come. 

Encroachment  on  drown  Lands  in  the 
New  Forest. 

Sir  ROBERT  HOBART:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  the  attention  of  His  Majesty  s 
Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests  has 
been  drawn  to  the  proceedings  of  the 


deputy  ranger  of  the  New  Forest,  in 
causing  the  destruction  of  certain  wooden 
buildings  belonging  to  a  working  man, 
named  rurkis,  on  the  outshirts  of  Lynd* 
hurst,  on  the  alleged  ground  that  they 
were  an  encroachment  on  Crown  lands  ; 
whether  full  compensation  will  be 
awarded  to  Purkis  for  the  injury  done  to 
him;  and  whether  instructions  will  be 
given  to  the  Crown  authorities  to  refrain 
from  such  action  in  the  New  Forest  on 
all  such  future  occasions. 

The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  McKenna,  Mon- 
mouth, N.) :  It  is  the  duty  of  the  deputy 
surveyor  to  prevent  encroachments  upon 
fqrest  lands  by  private  owners.  I  am 
informed  that  in  the  present  instance  he 
was  careful  to  satisfy  himself  by  investi- 
gation on  the  spot  that  an  encroachment 
had  been  made  and  was  gradually  being 
extended.  After  persuasion  had  failed 
and  duo  warning  been  given  the  shed  was 
removed.  The  attention  of  the  Commis- 
sioner in  charge  of  the  New  Forest  was 
recently  drawn  to  the  case  and  he  also 
personally  inspected  the  place  and 
satisfied  himself  that  an  encroachment 
had  been  made. 

Mr.  ATHERLEY-JONES  (Durham, 
N.W.) :  What  was  the  reason  for 
making  forcible  entrv  on  this  poor  man's 
property  instead  of  taking  legal  pro- 
ceedings in  the  usual  way  t 

Mr.  MoKENNA  :  I  think  the  circum- 
stances stated  in  my  Answer  justify  the 
course  taken. 

Parliamentary  Employees  and  PensionB. 

Mr.  ALDEN  (Middlesex,  Tottenham) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  Govern- 
ment employees  in  the  lighting  and 
ventilating  department  of  the  House  are 
not  entitled  to  pensions  by  Section  17  of 
the  Superannuation  Act  of  1859,  he  will 
consider  the  possibility  of  allowing  such 
employees  to  Qualify  for  pensions  by 
obtaining  certificates  from  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners,  it  being  under- 
stood that  they  would  present  themselves 
for  examination  in  the  usual  way. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  The  position  of  these 
men  is  similar  to  that  of  a  great  number 
of  the  employees  in  public  Departments. 
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The  terms  of  their  employment  made  it 
clear  that  they  would  not  be  entitled  to 
pension,  and  I  do  not  see  on  what  grounds 
I  could  make  the  concession  asked  for  by 
my  hon.  friend. 

Mb.  ALDEN  :  Are  these  men  when 
engaged  made  to  understand  they  will 
not  be  entitled  to  a  pension  1 

Mr.  McKENNA  repHed  in  the 
affirmative. 

Regent  Street. 
Mr.  STRAUS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Mile 
End) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  that  His 
Majesty's  Commissioners  of  Woods  and 
Forests,  in  their  design  for  the  rebuild- 
ing of  Regent  Street,  have  proposed  the 
reduction  of  space  above  the  ground  floor 
to  the  extent  of  2,638  feet ;  and  whether 
he  can  see  his  way  to  prevent  any 
diminution  of  the  existing  area  in  this 
thoroughfare. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  I  am  informed  that 
no  complete  design  has  been  settled  for 
the  rebuilding  of  Regent  Street  other 
than  the  Quadrant,  but,  as  the  houses  in 
the  whole  street  will  be  rebuilt  in  the 
near  future  by  degrees  either  singly  or  a 
few  at  a  time,  a  general  building  line  for 
the  whole  street  has  been  agreed  between 
the  Commissioner  of  Woods  and  the 
London  County  Council.  I  believe  a 
reduction  of  3,400  feet  in  the  area  at 
present  occupied  is  contemplated,  but  as 
the  upper  storeys  of  many  of  the  houses 
will  be  built  further  out  than  at  present, 
I  understand  that  there  will  be  no  loss  in 
cubic  contents,  and  it  is  not  expected  that 
the  Land  Revenue  will  be  adversely 
afl'ected.  On  the  other  hand,  the  street 
will  be  widened. 

Bex  V.  Adcock. 

Mr.  LONSDALE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  a  nolle  prosequi  has  been 
entered  in  the  case  of  Rex  v,  Adcock,  in 
the  trial  of  which,  at  the  last  session  of 
the  Central  Criminal  Court,  the  jury  failed 
to  agree ;  and,  whether,  if  a  shorthand 
report  was  taken  of  the  trial,  he  will  have 
the  notes  published  and  presented  to  the 
House. 


hon.  friend  the  Home  Secretary  has  asked 
me  to  answer  this  Question.  I  should 
like  to  say  that  before  the  matter  came 
under  my  consideration  the  learned  Judge 
who  tried  the  case  expressed  the  strong 
opinion  in  public  that  the  prosecution 
ought  not  to  continue,  and  the  accused 
ought  not  again  to  be  put  on  his  trial 
After  this  judicial  pronouncement, 
obviously  it  would  have  been  impossible 
to  retry  the  case  with  any  prospect  of 
securing  a  conviction.  The  result,  having 
regard  to  the  evidence,  was  not  to  me  a 
matter  of  surprise. 

Parcels  Post  Delays  in  Limerick, 
Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  (Limerick, 
W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Poistraaster-General 
whether  it  is  necessary  that  parcel  post 
from  Rathkeale  and  Adare  for  cross 
channel  destination  should  be  left  twenty- 
four  hours  in  Limerick ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  butter  sent  from  these  places 
to  England  per  parcel  post  is  frequently 
kept  more  than  twenty -four  hours  in  the 
Limerick  post  oflice,  that  is,  between  the 
arrival  of  the  afternoon  train  in  Limerick 
at  3-30  o'clock  until  4  o'clock  on  the  follow- 
ing day ;  and  that  complaint  on  the 
matter  has  been  made  to  the  Post  Office 
authorities  without  avail ;  and  whether, 
in  the  case  of  butter,  he  will  take  steps  to 
have  an  immediate  improvement  in 
delivery  effected. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  The  Hon. 
Member  is  under  a  misapprehension  in 
supposing  that  parcels  from  Rathkeale, 
reaching  Limerick  at  3.30  p.m.,  are  kept 
until  4  o'clock  the  following  day.  On 
Mondays  and  Wednesdays  such  parcels 
are  despatched  in  a  direct  parcel  mail  to 
Dublin  at  3.55  p.m. ;  on  other  days  when 
the  number  of  parcels  is  too  small  to 
warrant  a  direct  mail  they  are  forwanled 
to  Dublin  at  11  p.m.  the  same  day.  I 
have  now  under  consideration  the 
question  of  improving  the  parcel  post 
service  between  the  South  of  Ireland  and 
England  by  making  use  of  the  new 
Rosslare  and  Fishguard  route. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY:  Why  does 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mention 
the  case  of  Adare  1  1  have  received  a 
letter  from  a  constituent  there  informing 
me  the  facts  are  as  stated  in  my  Question. 


The     attorney  general     (Sir       Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :  If  the  hon. 
John  Walton,  Leeds,  S.) :    My  right   Member    will   forward    me  any  actual 
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complaints  I  will  causo  inquiry  to  be 
made. 

Mr,  O^HAUGHNESSY  :  I  put  it  in 
my  Question.    I  will  forward  the  letter. 

Limerick  Learners. 

Mr.  DELANY  (Queen's  County, 
Ossory) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster- 
General  if  he  authorised  the  sending  of  a 
paper  to  the  Postmaster  of  Limerick 
which  asked  if  any  of  the  learners  at 
that  office  would  accept  a  transfer  as  a 
paid  learner  to  any  English  office,  with 
the  stipulation  that  the  inquiry  did  not 
imply  any  promise  of  an  appointment, 
but  prospects  of  obtaining  an  established 
appointment  would  be  better  in  Elngland ; 
if  so,  will  he  explain  how  such  an  offer 
was  commensurate  with  the  position  of 
these  learners,  some  of  whom  have  almost 
four  years  service. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  The 
Answer  is  in  the  affirmative.  The  object 
of  the  offer  was  to  improve  the  position 
of  the  learners  by  giving  them  a  better 
prospect  of  early  appointment. 

Limerick  Staff  Qrievances. 

Mr.  DELANY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster-General  what  are  the  con- 
siderations which  govern  the  selection 
of  sorting  clerks  and  telegraphists  for 
relief  duties  at  bead  and  sub-post  offices, 
and  by  what  process  is  the  suitability  of 
the  man  tested  ;  will  he  say  whether  a 
sorting  clerk  and  telegraphist  on  the 
postal  staff  at  Limerick  was,  contrary  to 
precedent,  selected  for  special  telegraph 
duty  in  connection  with  tne  recent  naval 
manoeuvres ;  and  is  he  aware  that  the 
Limerick  telegraph  staff  petitioned  the 
Postmaster  of  Limerick  on  the  subject ; 
and  will  he  say  why  thb  officer,  who 
returned  to  his  headquarters  on  July 
22nd,  after  having  been  five  weeks  absent 
on  the  duty  above  referred  to,  was 
again  selected  from  the  whole  of  the 
Limerick  staff  for  relief  dutv  on  July 
23rd. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  Officers 
chosen  for  relief  duties  outside  their  own 
offices  are  required  to  be  fully  qualified 
in  all  respects  to  perform  the  relief  duties 
in  question.  In  making  the  selection, 
moreover,  it  is  necessary  to  consider 
what  officers  can  be  spared  from  their 
ordinary     duties    with     the     minimum 


amount  of  inconvenience.  I  am  not  at 
present  aware  of  the  circumstances 
which  governed  the  choice  of  the  officer 
who  was  sent  from  Limerick  in  connection 
with  the  recent  naval  manoeuvres,  but 
I  am  having  inquiry  made  on  the 
subject. 

Bathkeale  Post  Office. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster-General  whether  he  has 
received  a  copy  of  a  resolution 
unanimously  adopted  by  the  Town 
Commissioners  of  Rathkeale  asking  him 
to  build  a  new  post  office  there,  and  also 
that  it  be  made  a  head  office;  and 
whether,  considering  the  importance  of 
the  town  and  the  want  of  a  suitable 
office,  he  will  do  as  requested. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  I  have 
received  a  resolu^on  in  the  sense  which 
the  hon.  Member  mentions,  and  I  am 
sorry  that  I  cannot  comply  with  the 
wishes  of  the  Town  Commissioners  of 
Rathkeale.  The  new  Sub-Postmistress 
will,  as  is  usual  in  towns  of  the  class  of 
Rathkeale,  provide  the  office,  and  care 
will  be  taken  that  the  accommodation  is 
adequate. 

Unasked  Question. 

Mr.  JAMES  O'CONNOR  (Wicklow, 
W.)  asked  the  Speaker  whether  it  was  in 
order  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
representative  of  Trinity  College  to  put 
on  the  Paper  a  Question  containing  a 
number  of  untruthful  allegations  and 
then  not  ask  it  in  the  House,  so  that 
hon.  Members  could  hear  the  reply  ? 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  It  is  not  very 
courteous  to  say  the  Question  contains  a 
number  of  untruthful  allegations.  No 
dou^t  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  been  here  if  he  had  not  been 
detained  by  his  professional  duties. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (City  of  Lon- 
don) asked  for  information  as  to  the 
business  arrangments  for  the  week. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Sir  H. 
Campbell-Ban NERM AN,  Stirling  Burghs) 
said  that  to-morrow  the  Colonial  Vote 
would  be  taken,  and  on  Wednesday,  when 
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Report  of  Supply  would  be  bi\>ught  to  a 
close,  the  Home  Office  and  Foreign  Office 
would  be  put  down.  On  Thursday  the  J 
Second  Reading  of  the  Appropriatioii  Bill 
would  be  taken ;  and  on  Friday  the  Trade 
Disputes  Bill.  That  Bill  would  be  taken 
again  on  Saturday  in  the  event — which 
he  did  not  wish  to  anticipate — of  its  not 
being  finished  on  Friday.  On  Saturday 
there  would  also  be  taken  the  Third 
Reading  of  the  Appropriation  Bill,  the 
Motion  for  the  adjournment,  and  one  or 
two  minor  Bills. 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  That  is  rather 
a  large  Saturday  programme. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELLBANNERMAN 
said  that  there  might  be  no  business  at 
all  on  Saturday  except  the  Third  Reading 
of  the  AppropriationRill  and  the  adjourn- 
ment Motion.  He  regarded  the  possible 
prolongation  of  the  Committee  stage  of 
the  Trade  Disputes  Bill  over  Friday  as 
an  unpleasant  hypothesis. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford) 
asked  whether  the  adjournment  Motion 
would  cover  the  order  and  conduct  of 
business  for  the  autumn  session,  or  would 
it  merely  fix  the  date  for  the  re-aasembling. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELLBANNERMAN 
said  that  it  would  include  both ;  and  that 
he  would  make  a  statement  to-morrow. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  asked  whether 
the  statement  of  the  Under-Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  as  to  the  new  Transvaal  Con- 
stitution would  begin  the  discussion  of 
the  Colonial  Vote,  and  whether,  if  the 
Committee  stage  of  the  Trade  Disputes 
Bill  were  not  concluded  by  eleven  o'clock 
on  Friday,  the  House  would  be  kept 
sitting  until  that  stage  was  concluded. 
He  suggested  that  the  undertaking  given 
by  the  Prime  Minister  as  to  not  carrying 
the  Friday  sitting  beyond  eleven  o'clock 
did  not  apply  to  next  Friday. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELLBANNERMAN 
said  that  the  Under-Secretary's  statement 
would  open  the  discussion  of  the  Colonial 
Vote.  He  was  not  aware  of  having  given 
any  pledge  as  to  the  duration  of  next 
Friday's  sitting. 


PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  BILL. 

**  To  grant  money  for  the  purpose  of 
certain  Local  Loans  out  of  the  Jx>cal 
Loans  Fund,  and  for  other  purposes  relat- 
ing to  Local  Loans,"  presented  by  Mr. 
McKenna ;  to  be  read  a  second  time  to- 
morrow, and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  333.] 

POOR  LAW  (SCOTLAND)  AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

"  To  further  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
the  settlement  of  the  Poor  in  Scotland," 
presented  by  Sir  Thomas  Glen-Coats; 
supported  by  Mr.  Munro  Ferguson,  Mr. 
Cocnrane,  Mr.  Crombie,  Mr.  Gulland, 
Mr.  Menzies,  Mr.  Smeaton,  Mr.  Dundas 
White,  and  Mr.  Younger;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Thuroday  25th  October, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  334.] 


PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 

Seventh  Report  brought  up,  and  read ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  oe  printed. 


EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 

BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  (Dublin,  S.) 
moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time 
on  this  day  three  months.  He  said  that 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
had  shown  unfailing  courtesy  and  untiring 
patience  in  the  conduct  of  a  very  difficult 
measure ;  but  that  was  all  that  could  be 
said  of  a  satisfactory  character  in  regard 
to  the  passage  of  the  Bill.  The  net 
result  of  prolonged  discussion  was  that 
the  Bill  had  not  been  amended  in  any 
way  satisfactory  to  the  Opposition. 
Nothing  had  been  done  to  maKe  it  less 
objectionable.  There  had  been  no 
demand  for  the  measure  in  its  present 
form.  The  methods  of  the  Bill  were 
clumsy  and  the  machinery  extremely 
cumbersome.  Its  effect  on  local  govern- 
ment generally  would  be  disastrous  ;  and 
its  operation  on  the  Church  schools 
monstrously  unjust  and  cruelly  oppressive. 
He  had  never  known  the  passing  of  any 
Bill  to  leave  so  extraordinary  a  record  as 
this  had  done.  Important  Government 
Amendments  were  frequently  put  down 
on  the  day  on  which  they  came  on  for 
discussion.  On  Clause  4  there  were 
forty  lines  of  Amendments  in  the  name 


477         Edumtion  (England         {30  July  1906} 


and  Wales)  Bill. 


47S 


of  the  Gk)verament,  and  next  day 
other  Amendments  were  put  down 
by  the  right  hon.  Grentleman.  Im- 
portant GoTemmeut  Amendmen.s,  ex- 
hibiting all  signs  of  haste  in  prepara- 
tion, were  frequently  put  down  sbortly 
before  the  diy  for  discussion  (under  the 
closure)  of  the  clauses  concerned.  Thus, 
upon  the  Friday  preceding  the  Monday 
upon  which  the  debate  upon  Clause  4 
began  more  than  forty  lines  of  Amend- 
ments were  found  upon  the  Paper  in  the 
name  of  the  Minister  for  Education, 
involving  important  questions  of  principle 
and  detail  including  the  State-aided 
schools.  The  Government  declared  that 
these  Amendments  had  been  very 
carefully  considered.  But  the  next  day 
three  new  Grovernment  Amendments  to 
those  Amendments  appeared.  Further^ 
upon  the  Friday  preceding  the  Mondav 
upon  which  the  Eeport  Stage  of  the  Bill 
was  begun  over  twenty  Gk)vemment 
Amendments  to  the  same  clause  appeared. 
So  prominent  a  Radical  educationist  as 
Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  had  stated  with 
reference  to  some  of  these  proceedings 
upon  Clause  4,  that — 

*'The  Government  Amendments  had  been 
flong  on  the  Paper  quite  unconsidered. 
Justice  could  not  be  done  in  the  limited 
time  Assigned  to  the  clause,  to  the  immense 
new  problem  before  them.'* 

There  were  many  points  in  the  Bill 
upon  which  the  House  and  the  country 
knew  absolutely  nothing.  With  regard 
to  the  **  facilities  "  which  were  supposed 
to  improve  the  treatment  of  voluntary 
schools  the  House  was  left  in  complete 
ignorance.  The  same  remark  applied  to 
miance.  By  the  operation  of  the  closure 
the  finance  of  the  ^iU  had  been  passed 
not  only  without  explanation,  but  with- 
out discussion.  Although  a  very  large 
sum  of  public  money  was  to  be  set  apart 
for  purposes  under  the  Bill,  no  informa- 
tion had  been  given  how  it  was  to  be 
spent.  Extraordinary  inconsistency  of 
statement  had  been  exhibited  by  mem- 
bers of  the  Government.  The  Solicitor- 
General  had  made  statements  inconsistent 
with  those  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Education,  and  then  the  Parliamentary 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Education 
lectured  the  Cabinet  Ministers  who  had 
spoken  earlier.  In  fact,  the  discussions 
on  the  Bill  had  been  conducted  in  such  a 
way  as  to  deprive  the  measure  of  any 
title  to  support  or  confidence,  either  in 
the  House  or  in  the  country.     It  was  said 
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that  the  Act  of  1 902  tore  up  the  settle- 
ment arrived  at  in  1870.  The  Act  of 
1870  was  intended  not  to  supplant  and 
destroy  the  great  voluntary  schools,  but 
to  supplement  them  by  providing  schooU 
out  of  the  rates  where  the  voluntary 
schools  had  failed.  Then  difficulties 
arose  in  country  districts  where  there 
was  keen  competition  between  the  Board 
schools,  who  were  able  to  dip  deep  into 
the  pockets  of  the  ratepayers,  and  the 
voluntary  schools,  who  had  to  support 
themselves.  So  came  the  demand  for 
the  Act  of  1902.  The  present  Bill,  ita 
promoters  claimed,  was  necessary  in 
order  to  give  popular  control,  but 
voluntary  schools,  except  in  the  one 
matter  of  religious  instruction,  were 
managed  by  the  local  authorities  now* 
Upon  this  point  he  would  quote  the 
opinion  of  a  gentleman  who  did  not 
share  the  views  of  the  Opposition.  In. 
an  interview  reported  in  the  Soutk 
Wales  Daily  News  of  April  4th,  1904,  & 
Mr.  D.  P.  Williams,  a  devoted  and 
leading  supporter  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  his  work  in  Wales, 
who  was  Chairman  of  the  Carnarvonshire 
Education  Committee,  said — 

**  Wales     will     not    compromise     on     thi» 
question.     We  might  have   done   so   twelve> 
months    ago,    before    we    knew    by    actual 
experience  what  the  extent  of  the  *  powers  of 
the  county  council  under  the  new  Act '  jreally 
was.      Now  that  we  do   know    it    we  shall 
certainly    not    compromise.      It    would    be 
simply    surrendering    in    the    very    hour   of 
victory.    The  policy  we  have  systematically 
pursued  has    made    the  posiuon  of  the  de- 
nominationalists  in    the   country  practically 
untenable.     The    clerical    manager  has  been 
dethroned.      Outside     the     one     matter    of 
religious     instruction     he     has     practioallv 
nothing  left  for  him  to  do  in  connection  witln 
the  school.     We  determine  the  salary,  qualifi- 
cations, and  terms  of  engagement  of  every 
teacher.      We    arrange    the    curriculum    an*? 
time  table ;    decide   upon  the  subjects  to  l)e- 
taught,  what  text  books  to  be  used,  and  when> 
and  how  each  subject  is  to  be  taught.     We 
pay  the  teacher  his  salary  from  the  Central 
Education  Office,  we    supply  him    with    all 
school  requieites,  we  determine  the  term  of  bis> 
engagement." 

The  real  reason  for  this  Bill  was  that 
the  passive  resisters  declined  to  pay 
rates  for  any  education  of  a  denomma- 
tional  character.  These  people  had 
worked  themselves  into  a  curious  frame 
of  mind.  From  1870  to  1902  they  paid 
out  of  taxes  for  the  very  same  denomina- 
tional teaching  which  they  subsequently 
refused  to  pay  a  fraction  for  out  of 
rates.     The  passive  resisters  demanded 
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this  Bill  ;  but,  having  got  it,  were 
they  satisfied?  [Cries  of  "No."J 
At  a  recent  meeting  at  Caxton  Hall  pre- 
sided over  by  Dr.  Clifford  the  following 
resolution  was  passed — 

**  That  the  Eduoation  Bill  Vigilance  Coniaiit- 
tee  Rolemuly  regsters  its  protest  against  the 
Acceptance  of  the  Education  Bill  of  1906  an  a 
settlement  of  the  question,  and  expressen  the 
profound  conviction  of  large  numbers  of 
Liberals  and  Nonconformists  that  it  leaves 
BHveral  of  the  greatest  wromas  inflicted  on 
the  country  by  the  Act  of  1902  unredressed  ; 
that  while  still  further  subsidising  all 
Mie  old  denominational  schools,  in  many  cases 
it  strengthens  their  sectarian  character ; 
that  it  fails  to  secure  the  teachers  of 
«f  such  schools  in  three-fourths  of  the  popula- 
tion against  the  imposition  of  sectarian  tests  ; 
tliat  it  does  not  secure  full  and  free  control  in 
all  publicly  maintained  schools ;  that  it 
enormously  increases  the  confusion  and  com- 
plexity of  an  elementary  school  system  by 
multiplying  the  number  of  different  types  of 
fichools." 

At  the  same  meeting  Mr.  Peach  said — 

^  "  If  this  Bill  were  passed  into  law,  its  opera- 
tion in  the  urban  districts  would  be  reactionary 
and  evil," 

and  Mr.  HoUowell  denounced  the  BiU  in 
very  violent  terms.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Louth  Division  was  reported  to 
have  said  at  the  same  meeting — 

"  That  the  feeling  against  the  Bill  in  the 
Wesleyan  Conference  was  extremely  strong." 

♦Mr.  perks  :  I  did  not  speak  at  all  at 
that  meeting. 

Mr.  WALTEE  long  said  the  words 
he  had  read  appeared  in  the  report  as 
having  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member. 
Might  he  take  it  that  the  hon.  Member 
repudiated  that  view  altogether  ? 

♦Mr.  perks  said  that  he  declined  to 
speak  at  the  Caxton  Hall  meeting,  but 
he  entirely  agreed  with  the  terms  of  the 
resolution  quoted  by  the  right  hon. 
irentleman. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  said  he  did  not 
think  the  accuracy  of  the  report  would  be 
questioned.  He  certainly  believed  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  views  were  in  conformity 
with  those  expressed  in  this  House  and 
out  of  it  by  others  with  whom  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  associated.  It  was  a 
matter  of  small  importance  whether  the 
hon.  Gentleman  held  the  view  which 
was  atributed  to  him  or  not.  It  was  an 
important  matter  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who    was    a    leading   representative    of 

Mr.  fFaUer  Lang. 


the  Nonconformist  body  shared  the 
view  that  this  Bill  ought  to  be 
described  in  the  terms  which  he  had 
quoted.  If  it  was  the  case  that  the  Bill 
offended  all  Churchmen  and  did  them  a 
great  injury,  and  if  at  the  same  time  it 
merited,  as  it  had  apparently  received, 
the  vehement  criticism  and  the  strong 
opposition  of  those  in  whose  interests  it 
was  introduced,  then  he  thought  his 
Motion  for  its  rejection  was  amply 
justified.  Where  were  the  friends  of  the 
Bill  ?  Were  they  quite  sure  that  they 
were  on  the  Grovemment  bench?  The 
history  of  the  BiU  was  somewhat  peculiar. 
When  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  introduced  it  he  read  textually 
from  a  copy  of  the  Bill.  But  it  was 
found  afterwards  that  by  some  mysterious 
process  the  text  had  been  altered  and 
that  the  Bill,  as  published,  did  not  agree 
with  the  Bill  as  quoted  by  the  Minister 
for  Education.  That  indicated,  if  it 
indicated  anything,  that  even  on 
the  Ministerial  bench  there  was 
some  division  of  opinion.  But,  after 
all.  Ministers  were  the  parents  of  the 
Bill.  Where  else  were  its  friends 
to  be  found  1  From  the  point  of  view 
of  popular  control,  save  in  regard  to  the 
appointment  of  the  teacher,  there  was 
no  need  for  the  Bill;  and  if  the  objec. 
was  to  satisfy  the  passive  resisters,  there 
was  abundant  evidence  not  only  that 
they  were  not  »'atisfied,  but  that  in  their 
opinion  the  BiU  created  fresh  grievances, 
even  worse  than  those  under  the  Act  of 
1902.  The  machinery  of  the  Bill  was 
most  clumsy  and  cumbersome.  What- 
ever the  Bill  might  do  in  regard  to 
education,  it  would  undoubtedly  plunge 
our  local  governing  bodies  into  a  hopoless 
and  bitter  controversy  over  the  religious 
question.  The  discussion  and  decision  of 
the  question  of  facilities  oucht  never  to 
have  been  thrown  upon  the  tocal  authori- 
ties at  aU.  If  Parliament  chose  to  lay 
down  the  principle  that  aU  the  schools 
ought  to  be  made  county  council  schools, 
and  that  the  claims  of  the  denominations 
ought  to  be  met  by  a  facilities  clause, 
then  Parliament  ought  to  have  taken 
upon  itself  the  responsibility  of  deciding 
the  question  and  ought  not  to  have 
imposed  upon  the  local  authorities  a 
burden  which  he  belieyed  would  paralyse 
and  destroy  the  local  government  of  the 
country.  The  ChanceUor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  had  promised  that  the  regula- 
tions which  were  to  be  issued  would  be 
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placed  on  the  Table  of  the  Hoiwe  before  ,  freedom.  He  maintained  that  the  BUI 
they  parted  company  with  the  Bill.  The  waa  unjuat  in  itself  and  unjuat  to  the 
■word!  the  nght  hon.  Gentleman  used  Chnrch  of  England.  The  Oovemment 
•were  imposed  on  the  local  authorities  a  duty 

"  His  right  hon.  frieml  had  distinctly  stated    which  would  involve  them  in  the  religions 
that  the  ragiiUiioog  for  the  Ullot.  the  whole  :  oontroveiBv  at  every  election.  The  Church 

Hoose  of  Co'umani."  work  for  more  than  100  years,  had  opened 

I  ..t  -m^A^^A  .k  »«■  ■  .  t  '  ^^^  •***"  "*  •""  schools  to  all  who  came, 
^ncatllu^^ha^t  h^aTtuLd  t'h^  ,  l^  ZT^J^^-  'T  "'  r^^'  1^' 
SrlL^'^r^'^sI^^tf^t.*  ''^''''  I  ^^^^^^^'^  r  ActT  sVlct 
rt'lTylh^^^^rTaV^io^S'r  T**^/^^  beavy  bu^'ens  on 
form  tor  the  advice  and  assistance  of  the  ^";  9^^"^  ^  "*"  mtended  to  meet 
Opposition.  He  believed  that  the  right  *"^  ^^^JT\-  *  *'^"*"'  ^*'^"*  **"* 
!hon.Gentleman  said  Clause  4  was  regarded  **"™*"  Cathobc  case. 
as  a  concession,  though  not  an  entirely  < 

flatiafactory   concession,    to    the    Koman  i      Mb.  JOHN  REDMOND :    No, 
Crathouc     uhurch.      It    was    certainly 
not    a    concession    to    the    Church    of ! 

England,  and  he  believed  in  practice  ■  Ma.  WALTER  LONG  said  he  under- 
it  would  be  found  very  difficult  in- '  stood  that  it  met  the  Roman  Catholic 
deed  to  give  full  effect  to  the  clause.  |  demands  in  some  respects,  although 
He  doubted  whether  Clause  4  would  the  conditions  were  so  difficult  of  fulfil- 
prove  to  be  as  satisfactory  a  relief  from  I  ment  that  the  Bill  would  not  have  any 
ttie  bittemsBS  and  oppreasion  of  this  immediate  effect.  He  knew  that  the 
Act  as  some  anticipated.  However  that  i  greater  number  of  the  Roman  CathoUc 
might  be,  there  was  no  doubt  that  in  i  schools  were  in  the  town  districts  and 
Te^rd  to  the  great  mass  of  Church  of '  Clause  4  would  have  its  effect  in 
England  schools  Clause  4  would  have  no  ':hese  urban  areas.  But  the  great 
•operation  at  all.  How  could  the  Oovem- 1  majority  of  the  Church  of  England 
ment  possibly  defend  the  application  of  whools  which  were  in  the  country 
•one  set  of  principles  to  children  in  urban  i  iistricts  were  excluded  from  any  share 
areas  of  upwards  of  5,000  population  I  in  Clause  4,  even  though  the  provisions 
and  of  a  totally  different  set  of  principles  of  that  clause  were  not  very  wide-reach- 
in  rural  districts  "i  The  Mimster  for  j  tag.  If  this  Bill  passed  our  national 
Education  had  expressed  his  belief  in  system  of  education  would  disappear, 
the  fairness  of  our  local  authorities,  and  j  The  Bill  was  wholly  unsatisfactory  to  the 
tiiought  that  in  the  main  they  would  I  supporters  of  the  voluntary  school  system. 
Apply  the  Bill  with  justice  and  a  desire  .  and  there  was  abundant  evidence  that  it 
not  to  do  injury.  He  thought  there  |  was  regarded  with  suspicion  and  dislike 
was  great  truth  in  that.  But  the  by  those  who  represented  undenomina 
QKrvemment   did    Hot    give    the    local ;  tionalism  as  well.  Among  both  he  believed 


aothoritiea  discretion  to  apply  the  Act 
aa  tbey  thought  beat  in  their  own  areas. 
Moreover,  the  local  authorities  were  now 
to  be  exposed  to  reli^ua  controveisies. 
A  county  council  might  be  anxious  that 
things  should  remain  as  they  were  at 
present,  and  everybody  in  the  district, 
molading  the  parish  clergyman  and 
the  schoolmaster,  might  also  desire 
this ;  but  tjie  Oovemment  said  "  No  " 
and  refused  in  such  a  case  to  let  the 


the  Bill  had  caused  the  maximum  of  irrita- 
tion. It  had  very  few  friends,  it  had 
aroused  feeUngs  of  bitter  and  just  resent- 
ment, and  many  people  in  the  country 
would  sympathise  with  their  view  that 
the  Bill  was  undesired  and  bad  in  itself. 
He  begged  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  the  word  '  now,'  and  at  the 

«nd  of  tha  nnestioB  to  add  the  words   'DpoD 

months'" — {Mr.  Waller  Long.) 

proposed,    "(That  the  word 
part  of  the^Question. " 
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The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr  ASQUITH,  Fifeshire, 
E.) :  It  is  always  an  inevitable  risk 
under  any  form  of  official  closure  that  the 
whole  of  the  multifarious  provisions  in  a 
measure  such  as  this  should  not  each 
receive,  perhaps,  an  exactly  due  pro- 
portion of  discussion.  But  I  think  that 
nobody  who  has  followed  even  super- 
ficially our  long  and  protracted  debates 
would  deny  that  the  main  and  governing 
principles  of  this  Bill  have  been  minutely 
and  laboriously  canvassed,  and  that  they 
are  now  clearly,  and  I  may  say  universally 
understood.  If  I  intervene  it  is  not 
because  I  have  any  ambition  or  hope  of 
being  able  to  contribute  any  novelty  to 
the  discussion,  but  I  do  think  it  desirable, 
now  that  we  are  about  to  part  with  the 
Bill,  at  any  rate  in  this  House,  to  state 
in  a  few  sentences  what  I,  and  I  believe 
my  colleagues  in  the  Government,  con- 
ceive to  be  its  actual  scope  and  effect,  in 
the  shape  in  which  the  measure  now 
leaves  this  House.  In  the  first  place, 
by  the  operation  of  Clause  1,  wliich  I 
venture  to  think  has  received  a  dis- 
proportionately little  share  of  attention — 
we  make  an  enormous  step  in  advance 
in  the  sphere  of  administrative  reform. 
After  January  1st,  1908,  if  this  Bill 
passes  into  law,  every  public  elementary 
school — by  which,  of  course,  I  mean 
every  school  maintained  both  out  of 
the  rates  and  the  taxes — ^will  become 
a  provided  school,  and  will  be  under 
the  exclusive  management  and  control  of 
a  representative  public  authority.  That 
means  that  so  far  as  management  is 
concerned  we  are  to  put  an  end  by  this 
Bill  to  the  dual  system  created  by  the 
Act  of  1902.  In  the  next  place,  no 
teacher  appointed  and  paid  by  the  State 
is  to  be  appointed  hereafter  subject  to 
the  condition  that  he  is  to  give  religious 
teaching,  or  that  he  is  to  belong  to  any 
particular  religious  communion,  or  any 
religious  communion  at  all.  The  efieot 
of  that  is  that  we  emancipate  the 
teaching  profession  and  that  for  the  first 
time  it  becomes  in  all  its  stages  bom 
bottom  to  top  a  perfectly  open  career. 
Thirdly,  in  every  public  elementary 
school  under  this  Bill  provision  may  be 
made,  subject  to  the  permission  of  the 
local  authority,  for  the  religious  teaching 
of  the  children.  I  use  the  word  "  may  " 
advisedly.    In  other  words,  the  House  has 


definitely  and  decisively  rejected  what 
is  called  the  secular  solution,  by  which  L 
mean  a  form  of  elementary  education 
which  would  prohibit  the  local  authority^ 
from  allowing  any  religious  teaching  to  be 
given  to  the  children  by  its  own  teachers. 
And,  lastly,  except  in  tixe  case  of.  the- 
schools  which  come  under  Clause  4 — as 
to  which  I  shall  have  something  to  say 
later — ^the  only  religious  instruction  whidt 
can  be  given  by  the*  State  teachers  ifr 
that  simple  form  of  religious  instructioa 
common,  as  we  believe,  practically  to  aU 
denominations  of  Christians — [Oppobitioh: 
cries  of  "  No  "] — which  does  not  offend, 
against  the  Cowper-Temple  clause^  That, 
I  venture  to  say,  once  you  Ixave- 
rejected  the  secular  solution,,  is  the  only 
practical  scheme.  What  is  the  alter- 
native ?  The  only  practical  alternative^ 
that  has  been  suggested  is  the  unlimited 
right  of  entry  of  the  sects..  I  admit  that* 
that  is  a  perfectly  logical  proposal.  I 
admit  further  that  at  first  sight  it  has  a. 
very  taking  appearance.  But  I  think 
the  majority  of  the  House  feels,  as  I 
certainly  feel  myself,  that  it  is  exposed 
to  three  obvious  and  quite  insuperable* 
objections.  In  the  first  place  it  is  not 
wanted  or  desired  by  the  great  bulk  of 
the  people  concerned  namely,  the  pa- 
rents of  the  children.  Secondly,  it  would 
inevitably  land  us,  in  the  conduct  of  the 
schools,  into  something  like  administra- 
tive chaos.  In  the  third  place — and  this 
surely  is  an  argument  which  should 
appeal  to  those  in  favour  of  religious- 
education — ^it  leaves  us  without  any 
real  security  for  the  genuine  or  systematic 
religious  teaching  of  the  children.  If  I 
am  right  in  saying  that  this  is  a  correct 
summary  of  the  constructive  provisions 
of  the  Bill — so  far  as  what  is  called  the 
religious  difficulty  is  concerned — ^I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  they  embody  in  a  legis- 
lative form  the  very  principles  which  we 
of  the  Liberal  Party  made  the,  bases  of 
our  criticisms  of  the  Bill  of  1902  and 
proclaimed  to  the  country.  It  estab- 
lishes popular  control,  abolishes  religious 
tests,  and  secures,  as  an  integral  part  of 
our  national  system  of  education,  simple 
religious  instruction  of  the  children, 
subject  to  the  two  conditions  of  a  con- 
science clause  and  the  wishes  of  the 
locality  as  expressed  through  its  repre- 
sentative and  responsible  local  authority. 
That   is   the   constructive   side   of    the 
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measuTtt.  But  there  is  another  side. 
tSpeaking  for  myself,  and  I  think  for  the 
^great  /  hulk  of  those  sitting  on  these 
tbenchea,  I  say  quite  frankly  that  we 
^should  not  be  doing  justice  to  the  pledges 
«nd  promises  we  have  given  if  in  estab- 
lislung — as  we  think  we  do  establish  by 
"this  Bill — a  real  national  B^^m  of 
^uoation  we  did  not  take  care  tiia^  those 
"Changes  were  carried  through  with  a  full 
and  eqmtable  conmderationior  aU  existing 
interests  both  matenal  and  moral.  By 
jnatenal  interests  I  mean  the  interest  of 
ithe  denominations  who  have  invested 
•oajntal'in  the  fabrics  of  their  schools*  By 
moial  interests  I  mean  the  interests  of 
|>ar«ifts  who  demand  that  in  the  schools 
80  prmided  some  arrangement  should  be 
made  fur  the  continuance  of  the  special 
religious  ^teaching  which  has  been  given 
in  tiiese  schools.  We  cannot  ignore  the 
iact  that  &e  majority  of  the  elementary 
.*sdiools  of  tbe'country  are  denominational 
^schools.  Th«Be  of  them  in  what  are  called 
single-school  areas  are  the  only  schools 
veaUy  available  for  the  whole  population. 
In  other  districts  they  are  side  by  side  and 
nftore  or  less  in  competition  with  the 
provided  schools  of  the  various  local 
Authorities.  Of  course  you  might  by  a 
sigantic  act  of  compulsory  e;cpropriation 
nave  got  rid  of  the  whole  of  this  denomina- 
tional system.  Or  you  might  have  made 
tthe  whole  of  those  schoob — whatever  the 
•ciicumitances  of  their  foundation — on 
^e  terms  of  paying  ade  mate  compensa- 
^tion,  the  property  of  the  State.  But  that 
18  not  a  course  that  you  could  recommend 
to  practical  statesmen,  and  certainly  it  is 
not  the  scheme  of  the  Bill.  Within  the 
<Mmditions  which  we  have  accepted  there 
is  practically  no  compulsion.  I  admit 
fiilqr,  as  the  Minister  for  Education  has 
admitted  more  than  once,  that  in  our  new 
system  there  are  two  possible  gaps,  gaps 
which,  werethey  not  only  possible  but  pro 
bable,  would  constitute  a  serious  hiatus. 
On  the  one  hand,  you  might  have  an 
owner  of  a  school,  not  imbued  with  the 
spirit  of  common  sense  and  the  s^nse  of 
-pnblic  duty  which  animate  owners  of  pro- 
-perty  in  tlus  country,  who  would  refuse  to 
transfer  his  school  to  the  local  authority 
«Ten  on  the  very  equitable  and  liberal 
terms,  both  as  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
fabric  and  the  granting  of  ordinary 
facilities  for  religious  teaching,  provided 
by  Clauses  2  and  3.    On  the  other  hand, 


you  might  conceivably  have  a  local 
authority  so  fanatic  or  perverse  that 
rather  than  accept  the  transfer  of  the 
school  under  the  conditions  prescribed 
they  would  go  to  the  extent  of  building 
a  new  school  at  the  cost  of  the  rates.  I 
do  not  believe  for  a  moment  that  either 
of  these  is  a  practical  contingency  against 
which  it  is  necessary  to  legislate.  Is  it 
likely  that  an  owner  such  as  I  have 
described  would  prefer  the  alternative 
either  of  closing  his  school  or  carrying  it  on 
without  State  assistance  to  transferring 
it  to  the  local  authority  on  the  terms 
provided  by  the  BiU  ?  Or  is  it  likely 
that  a  local  authority,  responsible  to 
those  who  elect  them  and  whose  mouBy 
they  spend,  would  prefer  the  alternative 
of  throwing  a  heavy  and  grievous  burden 
on  the  rates  rather  than  accept  the 
transfer  of  the  school  on  the  terms  pro- 
vided by  the  Bill  ?  I  do  not  believe  it. 
My  right  hon.  friend  the  Minister  for 
Education,  in  deference  to  the  objections 
of  the  other  side,  quite  logically  said — 

"  If  we  are  to  deal  with  thin  matter  by  way 
of  compulsion  at  all,  it  must  be  bilateral." 

And  he  offered  a  clause  to  that  effe  ;t 
which  was  not  accepted  by  the  House. 
For  my  part  I  do  not  regret  its  rejectiou 
in  the  least.  But  I  fail  to  see  how  it  is 
possible  to  contend  that  if  compulsioa 
is  to  be  applied  at  all  you  are  only  to  fill 
one  gap  and  leave  the  other  gap  entirely 
unprovided  for.  At  all  events  I  venture 
to  say  that  as  regards  the  common  case, 
the  case  of  the  denominational  school  in 
the  single-school  area,  the  Bill  offers  the 
strongest  possible  inducement,  short  of 
absolute  compulsion,  both  to  the  owner 
and  to  the  local  authority,  to  come  to  an 
arrangement  which  will  be  just  alike  to 
the  denomination  a*id  to  the  community. 
Upon  the  material  side  the  local  authority 
takes  upon  its  shoulders  the  burden  of 
the  payment  of  the  rent  and  the  main- 
tenance of  the  fabric,  and  as  regards  the 
teaching  of  religion,  the  admitted  blot  on 
the  Act  of  1902— admitted  even  by  the 
authors  of  that  measure — that  in  many 
parishes  the  Nonconformist  parent  had 
no  alternative  between  submitting  his 
child  to  sectarian  teaching  in  which  he 
did  not  believe  and  withdrawing  it  from  all 
religious  teaching  whatever,  is  removed, 
while  the  denomination  retains  under 
the  two  days  facilities  power  to  continue 
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that  religious  instraotioD  upon  wbicli 
they  Bet  so  peculiar  and  high  a  value.  I 
I  have  always  felt  and  always  expressed 
the  most  sincere  admiration  and  gratitude 
for  the  unselfish  and  self-denying  services 
of  the  Churches,  and  especially  of  the 
Church  of  England,  to  the  education  of 
the  people.  I  believe  also,  and  have 
always  consistently  maintained,  that  in 
any  scheme  of  this  kind  no  injustice  and 
no  shadow  of  injustice  should  be  done  to 
any  of  the  interests  concerned,  because 
I  am  satisfied  that  any  settlement,  any 
so-called  settlement,  that  is  founded  on  in- 
justice, is  a  settlement  based  upon  sand. 
That  is  not  an  admission  at  all.  Of  course 
one  conscience  is  as  much  entitled  to 
respect  as  another  conscience.  From 
all  these  points  of  view  I  give  it  as  my 
deliberate  opinion,  to  which  I  ask  the 
House  to  subscribe,  that  the  bargain 
proposed  by  this  Bill,  so  far  as  the  single 
school  area  is  concerned,  is  a  bargam, 
which  would  be  easily  sustained  before 
any  tribimal  governed  by  the  rules  of 
equity,  justice,  and  fair  play.  But  that 
does  not  exhaust  the  matter.  If  we 
stopped  there  we  should  not  have  fully 
carried  into  effect  the  intentions  which 
we  have  expressed.  We  should  still 
have  to  deal  with  that  class  of  schools 
where  the  vast  majority  of  the  parents 
desire  the  continuance  of  the  special 
religious  denominational  teaching  carried 
on  in  the  schools.  While  that  applies 
in  a  special  degree  to  the  schools  of  such 
communities  as  the  Roman  Catholics 
and  the  Jews,  I  agree  that  it  applies  to  a 
considerable  number  of  Anglican  schools 
also.  Many  of  my  hon.  friends  on  this 
side  view  this  clause,  and  they  include 
such  as  my  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
Louth,  with  imfeigned  and  obtrusive 
repugnance.  But  I  think,  when  they 
come  to  consider  the  matter  carefully, 
they  may  be  reassured  on  the  subject. 
The  safeguards  we  have  set  up  for  the 
protection  of  the  public  and  of  the 
minority — though  I  do  not  admit  for  a 
moment  that  they  are  over  strict — seem 
to  me  adequate  for  the  purpose.  On  the 
pecuniary  side  let  my  hop.  friends  remem- 
ber that  no  rent  is  to  be  paid  for  any  of 
fShese  schools,  and  the  special  religious 
teaching  is  not  to  be  given  at  the  expense 
of  the  local  authority.     What  is  much 

more  'mportant,  careful  provision  is  made 

bv  the  ballot  and  by  the  local  inquiry  for 

Mr.  Asquith. 


ascertaining  the  genuine  opinion  of  those- 
whom  I  may  call  the  genuine  parents 
And,  what  is  most  important  of  all,  if  there 
be  a  minority,  however  small,  if  it 
be  only  the  parent  of  one  child,  the  ex- 
tended facilities  are  only  allowed  in  the 
case  where  there  is  an  accessible  and 
alternative  undenominational  school  tO' 
which  these  parents  can  send  their 
children.  Only  in  those  circumstancea 
do  the  provisions  of  Clause  4  come  into* 
operation  at  all.  I  heard  an  ironical 
cheer  from  the  benches  opposite  wh«i  I 
said  that  these  safeguards  were  adequate 
for  the  purpose.  I  know  that  on  the 
other  side  it  is  said  that  perhaps  the  safe- 
guards are  too  severe,  and  that  the  whole 
of  this  provision  may  be  rendered  nuga- 
tory because  they  are  left  entirely  to  the 
discretion  of  the  local  authority.  That 
is  not  the  case.  It  was  so  when  the  BiU 
was  originally  introduced,  but  my  right 
hon.  friend  in  the  fifth  clause  has  conceded 
quite  rightly  an  appeal  to  the  Board  of 
Education,  because  it  is  the  desire  of  the* 
Government  that  this  clause  should  be  aib 
operative  clause,  and  in  my  opinion,, 
spealdifg  not  without  experience  of  these- 
matters  in  the  Courts  of  law  and  else- 
where, that  appeal  to  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion is  a  far  more  valuable  safeguard 
to  those  who  are  interested  in  theworking^ 
f  these  schools  than  the  meresubstitu*- 
tion  of  "  shall "  for  "  may."  If  you  made 
the  clause  simply  a  mandatory  clause 
in  the  first  instance  you  would  have  to  go,, 
wherever  the  local  authority  reused* 
facilities,  straight  to  the  Courts  of  law^ 
The  questions  here  involved  are  very^ 
unfit  for  the  appHcation  of  legal  rules 
and  principles,  and  you  might  have- 
found  yourselves  in  difficulty  in  enforeinga 
mandamus.  But  the  Board  of  Education,, 
which  knows  all  the  local  circumstances,, 
and  has  means  of  informing  its  mind 
and  conscience  which,  though  of  an  in- 
formal kind,  are  far  more  satisfactory 
and  authentic  than  any  that  can  be 
found  by  an  ordinary  Court  of  law,  will  be- 
in  a  far  better  position — assuming,  as- 
you  must,  that  it  is  animated  by  an  honest 
desire  to  see  the  Act  of  ParUament  carried' 
out  both  in  the  letter  and  in  the  spirit — 
than  any  Court  of  law  to  see  that  genuine- 
effect  is  given  to  the  intention  of  the- 
legislature.     If  I   were  interested  as  a 

trustee,  or  parent,  or  subscriber,  in  these- 

four-fifths  schools,  and  wished  to  see  theia 
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really  effective,  I  would  far  rather  trust 
the  mandatory  power  in  the  last  resort 
to  the  Board  of  Educatioi  than  in  the  last 
resort  to  any  Court  of  law  in  this 
country.  I  regard  thase  two  Clauses  4 
and  5,  in  their  substance,  as  essential 
to  the  Bill.  Without  them  it  might 
be  plausibly  open  to  the  charge  of 
conscience  wounding  and  uneven  dealing. 
With  them,  it  seems  to  me,  it  presents  a 
•cheme  which  deals  fairly  and  honestly 
with  the  actual  facts  and  conditions  of 
cor  educational  sjrstem  as  we  know  it 
and  have  to  act  with  it — a  scheme 
which,  worked  as  it  will  be  in  the  main 
by  local  authorities  animated  by  good 
sense  and  good  feeling,  controlled  in 
the  last  resort  by  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion, will,  I  believe  and  sanguinely  hope, 
be  a  practical  solution  of  what  has 
^  hitherto  been  a  most  baffling  and 
embarrassing  problem.  I  am  simple 
enough  to  believe  that  in  course  of  time 
the  country  will  come  to  see  that  the 
other  parts  of  this  Bill  are  of  much 
greater  importance  than  the  first  part. 
I  will  not  say  anything  about  the  Welsh 
clause,  or  anything  more  than  a  word. 
Not  because  I  am  afraid  of  dealing 
witii  the  subject,  but  because  I  do  not 
think  it  of  quite  the  importance  that 
has  been  attached  to  it  in  some  quarters. 
This  clause  imdoubtedly  has  been 
modified  more  than  once,  but  always  in 
the  direction  of  conciliating  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  not  of  enlarging  or  streng- 
thening but  diminishing  and  contracting, 
the  power  given  to  the  new  authority. 
In  the  form  in  which  it  now  stands  I 
must  say  it  seems  to  me,  so  far  from 
savouring  of  some  dangerous  adventure 
of  autonomy  or  Home  Rule,  to  be  a 
most  modest  experiment,  on  lines  already 
operative  in  Wales  in  regard  to  inter- 
mediate education,  in  the  direction  of 
administrative  delegation.  I  really  think 
the  most  timid  Unionist— one  of  those 
gentlemen  whose  slumbers  are  from 
time  to  time  disturbed  by  the  disembodied 
ghost  of  nationality  in  some  shape  or 
guise — when  he  remembers  the  powers 
given  by  this  clause  on  the  one  hand  to 
the  Board  of  Education  and  on  the  other 
to  the  Treasury,  might  go  to  sleep  in 
peace  without  any  opiate  to  secure  his 
undisturbed  repose.  It  was  not  of  the 
Welsh  clause  I  was  thinking,  however, 
when  I  said  that  other  clauses  were  of 


greater  and  more  lasting  importance 
than  the  first  part  of  the  Bill.  I  think 
Clauses  15  and  24  are  worth  as  much 
as  the  whole  of  the  rest  of  the  measure. 
Just  let  me  remind  the  House  that  in 
the  Act  of  1902  there  were,  as  we  think^ 
two  great  administrative  blots.  In  the 
first  place  there  was  the  dual  management 
of  the  unprovided  schools,  and  in  the 
second  place  there  was  the  excessive 
centralisation  resulting  from  the  whole- 
sale abolition  of  the  school  boards  and 
the  unwieldy  area  with  which  many  of 
the  county  councils  have  now  got  to 
deal.  Clause  15,  which  requires  county 
councils  to  prepare  delegation  schemes, 
will,  in  my  opinion,  infuse  new  vitality 
and  efliciency  into  our  whole  system  of 
local  administration.  Finally,  Clause  24 
gives  much-needed  powers  and  duties  to 
all  these  local  authorities,  which  will 
make  a  great  difference  not  only  to  the 
happiness  but  the  intelligence  of  the 
children,  and  the  duty  which  is  imposed 
upon  them  of  *  providing  for  medical 
inspection,  and  the  power  given  to  them 
to  attend  to  the  health  and  physical 
condition  of  the  children,  is  an  even 
more  necessary  supplement  to  the  statu- 
tory equipment  of  those  local  bodies* 
I  do  not  think,  when  all  these  considera- 
tions are  taken  into  account,  that  the 
House  has  wasted  the  time  and  energy 
which  have  been  given  to  the  discussion 
of  this  Bill,  in  debates  which  will  always 
be  remembered  for  the  untiring  patience^ 
unfailing  tact,  wide  knowledge  and 
sympathy,  and  above  all  the  pacifying 
and  reconciling  humour  of  my  right 
hon.  friend ;  that  I  can  do  less  than 
venture  at  least  to  claim  this  for  the 
Bill — that  while  it  is  an  honest  and 
practical  attempt  to  deal  with  the 
religious  difiiculty  which  is  at  present 
a  curse  and  a  reproach  to  our  educational 
system,  it  will  at  the  same  time  greatly 
enlarge  the  provision  which  we  make 
for  the  health,  the  intelligence,  and  the 
character  of  the  children  for  whom — 
though  we  often  forget  it — and  for 
whom  alone  we  build  and  maintain  our 
schools. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterf  ord)  : 
Whatever  may  be  thought  in  various 
quarters  of  the  House  with  reference  to 
the  greater  part  of  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman,  I  do  not  think 
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there  will  be  found  in  any  quarter  anyone 
-who  will  not  cordially  agree  with  him 
in  the  tribute  that  he  paid  to  the  Minister 
in  charge  of  the  Bill.  Speaking  for 
myself  and  my  colleagues  on  these 
benches,  although  we  are  dissatisfied 
with  the  result  of  these  debates,  I  may 
say  that  we  do  not  attribute  blame  to 
him,  and  that  we  unanimously  acknow- 
ledge his  conciliatory  attitude  and  his 
manifest  and  outspoken  sympathy  with 
the  principle  for  which  we  are  contending. 
^o  one  more  fully  recognises  than  I  do 
that  the  opportunity  for  real  debate,  for 
genuine  discussion  and  agreement  and 
procedure  with  reference  to  the  Bill  has 
for  the  time  being  passed  away;  and  for  my 
part,  so  much  do  I  regard  any  argument 
upon  this  Bill  now  as  beating  the  air 
that  I  intend  to  confine  my  remarks 
to  very  narrow  limits  indeed.  Every 
one  knows  that  at  eleven  o'clock 
to-night,  under  the  operation. of  the 
guillotine,  the  Third  Reading  of  this  Bill 
will  be  carried  by  a  Isfrge  majority — 
but  not  by  so  large  a  majority  as  would 
have  been  the  case  if  pledges  and 
promises  had  been  more  fully  carried 
out  in  Committee,  and  not  so  large  a 
majority  as  if  a  more  tolerant  con- 
sideration had  been  given  to  the  religious 
oonviclions  of  all  sections  of  the  people 
of  this  country.  This  Bill  will  go  up 
to  another  place  with  the  sanction 
of  a  large  Party  majority.  I  take  leave 
to  say  that  as  an  attempt  at  a  national 
settlement  of  this  education  question,  and 
above  all  as  an  attempt  at  the  settlement 
of  this  portion  of  the  education  question, 
the  Bill  will  go  up  shorn  of  that  moral 
weight  and  authority  which  alone  would  be 
obtained  by  the  satisfaction  or  at  least  by 
the  acquiescence  of  the  religious  minority 
in  this  coimtry.  I  had  hoped  all  through 
these  debates  in  Committee  that  it  would 
have  been  possible  for  my  colleagues  and 
myself  to  vote  in  favour  of  the  Third 
Heading  of  th^  Bill.  I  did  so  hope  in 
the  interests  of  a  real  national  settlement 
of  this  question ;  but  the  Bill  as  it  stands 
now,  instead  of  ending  the  sectarian  con- 
troversy is  about  to  make  it  an  issue  at 
local  elections  all  over  the  country.  I  had 
hoped  to  vote  for  the  Third  ReacUng  as  an 
ofEer  of  justice  and  protection  to  the  poorest 
section  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
aye,  and  I  will  say  the  most  generous 
section,  because  out  of  its  poverty  it 
Mr.  John  Redmond, 


has  spent  millions  of  money  in  erecting 
schools  for  the  imparting  of  religious  and 
secular  teaching.  But  as  the  Bill  stands 
at  the  present  moment  it  absolutely 
condemns  one  half  of  the  schools  of  the 
Catholics  of  this  country  either  to 
absolute  starvation  or  else  to  the  accept- 
ance of  a  form  of  religious  teaching 
which  is  abhorrent  to  the  consciences  of 
the  parents  of  the  children.  I  confess  I 
was  surprised,  after  the  discussions  t^t 
have  taken  place  in  this  House,  and  after 
the  repeated  declarations  made  by  my 
colleagues  and  myself  upon  this  point, 
to  hear  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  say  that 
the  Cowper-Temple  system  of  religious 
teaching  is  satisfactory  to  all  Christians  in 
this  country.  He  certainly  said  that,  and 
T  think  he  must  have  spoken  thought- 
lessly. Of  course  I  am  only  speaking  for 
the  Catholics,  and  I  state  to-day  what  I 
have  said  over  and  over  again,  and  what 
we  have  all  said — and  what  surely  if 
anything  is  known  about  the  religious 
portion  of  this  question  must  be  known 
to  all — namely,  that  the  Cowper-Temple 
system  is  not  merely  not  satisfaotocy 
to  us,  but  is  in  our  judgment  the  teaching 
of  Protestantism,  and  whether  we  are 
right  or  wrong  in  that  belief,  that  being 
our  belief,  I  must  say  that  it  is  to  my 
mind  nothing  short  of  religious  tyranny 
to  say  to  half  of  the  Catholio  schools 
"  either  you  must  accept  a  system  of 
religious  teaching  against  which  your 
conscience  revolts  or  you  must  starve." 
And  with  reference  to  the  remaining  half 
of  the  Catholic  schools,  their  fate  is 
in  the  first  instance  at  any  rate  at  the 
whim  and  caprice  of  local  authorities, 
left  to  be  the  battle-ground  of  local 
politics.  Now  I  had  hoped  further  that 
my  colleagues  and  I  would  have  found 
ourselves  in  line  with  the  Liberal  Party  in 
resisting  any  unreasonable  interference 
by  the  House  of  Lords  with  a  great 
popular  measure  of  reform ;  but  now  we 
find  ourselves  in  this  position,  that  we 
are  told,  and  told  by  men  going  to  vote 
for  the  Third  Reading  of  this  Bill,  to  look 
to  Amendments  made  in  the  Bill  there 
for  the  safeguarding  of  our  claims  for 
justice.  Under  these  circumstances  I 
think  no  one  will  be  surprised  if  we  enter- 
tain on  these  benches  some  of  the  bitter- 
ness of  disappointment  with  regard  to 

this  Bill,  especially  when  it  is  remembered, 

as  it  ought  to  be  rememH«red  by  everyone 
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listening  to  me,  that  we  arc  sinoerelv  plain ;  but  after  all,  it  is  not  the  same 
anxious  to  help  in  building  up  a  great  kind  of  grievance  that  we  have,  because 
laational  system  of  education,  that  we  are  they   can,    without  violating  theii    con- 
anxious  that  our  schools  should  be  part  science,  at  any  rate,  no  matter  how  dis- 
of  ity  and  that  we  moat  sincerely  desire  satisfie  1  they  may  be,  accept  the  Cowper- 
to  remove  from  the  shoulders  of  the  Non-  Temple  teaching.    Bat  we  cannot,  and  we 
-conformists    the    injustice    which    was  will  not,  and  the  alternative,  therefore,  to 
placed  upon  them  by  the  Act  of  1902 —  :  these  500  schools  is  starvation.    There 
an  injustice  which  we  in  our  poor  way  is  not  even  a  proposal  to  enable  these 
<lid    our   best    to    prevent    during    the  schools  to  contract  out.    Let  me  say  a 
•discussion  of  that  Bill ;    when  also  it  is  word  on  the  question  of  contracting-out. 
remembered   that  we   did   not   in    the  '  I  am  agiinst  contracting-out  on  educa- 
attitude  we  took  up  quarrel  with  the  broad  I  tional  grounds,  but  if  you  aSord  us  the 
^principle  of  local  control,  that  we  did  not  I  means   of  carrying  on   our  schools   by 
ask  you  to  enforce  religious  tests,  and  '  giving    us    sufficient    grants    to    carry 
'that  our  own  clauses  to  meet  our  own  them  on,  then,  if  you  choose  I  have  n ) 
'very  limited  and  special  case  are  few  and  objection  to  contracting-out.    Bat  there 
moderate,  and  quite  consistent  with  the  is  no  system  of  contracting-out,  wholly 
great  principles  to  which  I  have  alluded —  or    partially,  with    reference     to    these 
^when  you  remember  that,  no  one  will  be  500  schools.    I  therefore  say  that  no  one 
surprised  at  our  disappointment.   The  two  can  in  justice  speak  of  this  as  a  Bill 
limits  in  Clause  4 — the  5,000  population  i  dealing  hiiXy  and  justly  with  the  Catholic 
limit  in  the  urban  districts  and  the  four-  schools  of  this  country,  when  half  are 
fifths  limit — drive  half  our  schools  outside  about  to  be  put  in  the  position  of  being 
the    operation    of    the    clause.      That  either  left  absolutely  to  starve,  or  else 
has  been  disputed.    I  make  the  statement  accept  a  form  of  religious  belief  which 
on  the  best  authority  I  can  obtain,  namely,  is  abhorrent  to  their  religious  convictions, 
the  statistics  furnished  to  me  bytherespon-  Let  the  limits  in  Clause  4  be  altered  so 
sible  heads  of  the  Catholic  Church.    Ac-  as  to  include,   I  will   not  say  all   our 
Hsoiding  to  the  statements  wh'ch  they  have  schools,  but  most  of  our  schools ;  I  do 
made  to  me,  there  are  a  little  over  1,000,  not  say  all,  because  I  want  to  make  an 
or  under  1,100,  schools  altogether,  and  of  exception    of    the   single    school    areas, 
these  I  am  informed  that  over  500  will  be  and  whatever  the  hardship  might  be  of 
exempted  by  the  operation  of  these  two  exempting    the    single-school    areas    in 
limits.    I  know  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  order    that    the    grievance    of    Noncon- 
answers  a  portion  of  my  statement,  with  formists  is  removed,  we  are  prepared  to 
Teferenoe,  that  is  to  say,  to  the  four-fifths  ;  meet  it.    We  do  not  therefore  ask  you  to 
limit,  by  saying  that  in  all  probability  do    anything    about    the    single-school 
the  Protestants  in  these  Catholic  schools  areas ;  but  wnat  we  have  pressed  on  the 
^will  vote  for  extended  facilities.    I  hope  House  is  that  the  limits  of  population 
they  will.    I  am  sure  many  parents  of  and  the  four-fifths  limit  should  be  so 
Protestant  children  in  these  schools  are  extended  as  to  include,  as  they  easily 
broad-minded.    At    the    same    time,    I  could   be   made   to   include,    the   great 
think  it  is  a  little  unfair  to  be  putting  1  majority  of  our  schools.    If  that  were 
Tipon  them  that  burden,  and  it  is  a  little  done  then  very  small  additional  changes 
mnfair  to  say  to  us  that  the  chance  of  our  would  make  Clause  4  practically  satis- 
schools  coming  in  at  all  under  the  clause  factory  to   us.    We  have   never   taken 
-depends  upon  Protestant  parents  voting  up    the    position    of    maintaining    the 
dn  favour  of  Catholic  children.    If  they  principle    of    religious    tests.    I    think 
do  not,  then  I  repeat  my  statement  on  there  was  a   division  on  the  point,  and 
the  autjxority  I  have  mentioned,  that  out  |  that  I  and  my  colleagues  all  voted  in 
of  under  1,100  sohools— I  think  it  is  1,040  Committee  for  that  portion  of  the  Bill 
—over  500  will  be  absolutely  excluded  which  prohibited  the  calling  upon  the 
jrom  the  operation  of  Clause  4.     What  teacher    to   subscribe    to   any   religious 


are  you  gomg  to  do  with  these  500  ex- 
oluded     schools?    If    500    Church     of 


test.    All  that  we  have  asked  is  that  the 
voice  of  the  parents  should  at  any  rate 
England  schools  are  excluded  they  will    be    heard,    that   they   should   in   sooie 

liave,  no  doubt,  a  good  reason  to  com-  {  degree    be    associated    with    the    local 
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authority  in  the  selection  of  teachers. 
It  is  a  wrong  way  of  putting  it  to  speak 
of  religious  tests  in  this  matter.    It  is 
not  a  question  of  religious  tests,  but  a 
question  of  the  qualification  of  teachers, 
and   all    that  we    want    to    safeguard 
against    is    the     manifestly    ridiculous 
absurdity  of  a  Christian  being  sent  into 
a  Jewish   school  to  teach  Jewish  doc- 
trine, or  a  Jew  being  sent  into  a  Catholic 
school  to  teach  Catholic  doctrine.   I  say, 
therefore,  that,  if  the  limits  in  Clause  4 
were  made  right,  and  if  this  limited  con- 
cession of  giving  a  consultative  voice  even 
to  the  parents  in  the  selection  of  teachers 
were  granted,  then  we  would  care  very 
little    for    the    "may"    and    "shaU" 
question.    I    have    come    to    the    con- 
clusion that,  if  these  other  provisions  in 
Clause    4    were    satisfactory    we    could 
quite   safely   accept  an  appeal  to  the 
Board  of  Education  instead  of  making 
the  clause  mandatory.     But  the  position 
we  are  in  at  this  moment  is  that  these 
other  provisions  in  Clause  4  have  not 
been  made  satisfactory,  and  worse  still, 
that  the  appeal  to  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
given  to  us  has  coupled  with  it  a  con- 
tracting-out  provision  of  a  most  mon- 
strous and  unjust  character.     It  is  not  a 
contracting-out  at  all.     It  is  giving  the 
Board  of  Education  the  power  to  lack 
the  schools  out  of  the  system,  and  under 
circumstances   in  which   they  will  only 
receive,  as  was  shown  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Camberwell,  about  half  of  the 
cost  of  the  schools.  We  cannot  conduct  our 
schools  if  we  have  to  provide  half  of  the 
cost  in  addition  to  paying  our  full  share 
of  the  rates  for  the  teaching  of  Cowper- 
Templeism   in  other  schools.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  taken  awav  the  rent. 
If  Clause  4  were  made  satisfactory  to  us 
otherwise  I  would  not  spend  one  single 
moment    in    speaking    of    the    rent.     I 
think  the  taking  of  the  rent  away  is  a 
rather  mean  and  small  proceeding,  and 
coupliug  with  it   other  things  it   is   an 
additional  injustice ;  but  if  Clause  4  were 
made  satisfactory  to  us  in  the  way  I  have 
indicated  none  of  us  would  stop  to  make 
any  complaint  about  what  we  regard  as  a 
comparatively  paltry  question,  the  ques- 
tion of  rent,     Now»  8ir»  th<v*o  denuuuls 
which  I  have  indicated  again^are  few  and 
they  are  I  think  moiierate.     And  let  me 
impress  upon  hon.  Members  that  thoy  are 

Mr,  John  lUihitoutK 


consistent  with  the  great  principle  of 
this  BilL  They  are  consistent  with 
Clause  1,  with  your  principle  of  popular 
control,  they  are  consistent  with  your 
principle  about  tests  for  teachers.  We 
make  no  demand  inconsistent  with  these. 
The  demand  we  make  is  this.  We  stand 
in  an  entirely  difEerent  position  from  any 
other  sect  except  the  Jews  in  this  country. 
And  when  you  are  establishing  a  great 
educational  system  for  Protestant  Eng- 
land, we  say  you  ought  to  make  your 
exceptions,  designed  to  give  justice  to 
Catholics,  a  reality  and  not  a  fraud. 
Let  me  say  in  conclusion  that  it  is  my 
firm  belief  that  this  Bill  in  its  present 
shape  w'll  never  pass  into  law  and 
my  colleagues  and  I  to-night  by  out- 
votes will  show  that,  so  far  as  one  large 
section  of  the  population  of  this  country 
in  concerned,  we  repudiate  it  as  a  settle- 
ment of  this  national  education  question^ 
and  we  resent  and  condemn  it  as  an 
injury. 

♦Mr.   frank  EDWARDS  (Radnor^ 
said  he    noticed    that    when    the  hon^ 
Member   for  Waterford  referred   to   the 
rights  of  parents  and  alluded  to  Roman 
Catholics    and    Jewish    parents     there 
were   loud  cheers  from  the  Opposition,, 
and  when  he  said   he  would    help  the 
Ministeralists  with  regard  to  the  griev- 
ances of  Nonconformists  the  Members  of 
the  Opposition  were  dumb.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Dublin  had   stated  that  there  was  no- 
demand  in  the   coimtry   for   this   Bill. 
On    the    contrary,    he    (Mr.   Edwards) 
asserted  that   there  had  been  a    clear 
and  distinct  demand  for  the  abolitioiL 
of   the  state  of   things  set  up   by  the 
Act  of  1902.    There  was  no  question  about 
that.    The   right   hon.   Gentleman    hail 
been  very  severe  on  the  Bill  and  had 
'  spoken  of  it  as  monstrously  unjust  and 
cruelly  oppressive  to  the  Church  schools* 
;  It  was  amazing  that  it  never  occurred  ta 
'  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  Nonoon- 
I  formists  regarded    the  Act  of   1902  as. 
.  monstrously  unjust  and  oppressive.    It 
!  was  that  injustice  and  that  oppressioiL 
that  they  sought  by  this  BiU  to  put  an 
end  to.  '  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
8}H>ke    abt>ut    the    settlement    of    ISIO 
being    destmved.     But    successive   Con- 
servative Governments  from  1876  to  1897 
upset   that   settlement.    Nonoonformista 
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had  objected  to  pay  taxes  for  Cfhoroh 
aohools,  but  their  objections  were  not 
carried  to  the  same  point  as  they  were  when 
rates  were  added.  The  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  had  also  condemned  the  Welsh  part  of 
the  Bill  merely  because  it  had  been  altered. 
As  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  said,  the  alterations  were  made  at 
the  request  of  hon.  Members  opposite. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Walton  Division 
of  Liverpool  moved  a  series  of  Amend- 
ments which  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  accepted.  By  doing 
that  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  showed  a  conciliation  of  spirit, 
and  it  was  amazing  to  him  that  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  should  have 
so  fiercely  attacked  alterations  that 
were  made  to  carry  out  the  wishes  of 
the  Party  opposite.  As  a  Welshman 
he  welcomed  that  part  of  the  Bill,  and 
iie  was  sure  the  people  in  his  country 
welcomed  it  gladly.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  had  been  angry 
about  Clause  4,  and  had  asked  why 
they  should  treat  town  children 
differently  from  country  children.  The 
conditions  were  different.  In  towns 
these  schools  were  side  by  side,  but 
they  had  not  got  them  in  the  country. 
It  would  be  an  advantage  to  the  towns 
that  this  clause  should  be  passed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  there  wore 
a  greater  number  of  schools  outside 
Clause  4  than  inside.  Yes,  but  these 
were  single  school  areas,  in  which  there 
wiere  a  great  number  of  Nonconformists, 
especially  in  Wales.  It  was  those  schools 
the  Bill  should  safeguard.  He  asked 
to  be  allowed  to  join  in  the  congratulations 
to  the  Minister  of  Education  for  the 
way  he  had  conducted  the  Bill  through 
the  House.  It  had  been  a  hard  fight, 
not  always  against  hon.  Members  on 
the  opposite  side.  Sometimes  it  was 
against  Members  on  the  Ministerial  side  of 
the  House.  He  had  no  doubt  that  if  the 
House  had  had  a  free  hand  the  measure 
would  have  been  different  in  some  im- 
portant particulars,  but  whether  it 
would  have  been  a  better  measure  was 
quite  another  matter.  They  could  not 
have  all  they  wanted  in  this  matter,  and 
for  his  part  he  had  supported  the  proposals 
of  the  €k)vemment  in  the  belief  that 
much  of  the  opposition  to  them  was 
based  upon  fears  that  would  never  be 
nalised.     Wales  might  be  said  to  have 


led  the  opposition  to  the  Act  of  1902,  yet 
it  was  Wales  alone  which  admitted  a. 
concordat   that  prevented  strife   under 
the  provisions  of  that  Act.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dover 
said  this  Bill  would  turn  the  country 
into  a   howling  wilderness.    He   would' 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that- 
it    was    a    Unionist    Government    that 
applied  to  secondary  education  in  Walea 
the    same    principles    which    this    Bill 
contained  applied  to  elementary  educa> 
tion,  and  it  did  not  turn  the  country  into, 
a  howling  wilderness.     On  the  contrary,, 
sectarian   dispute   was   conspicuous    by 
its  absence  in  the  control  and  manage- 
ment  of   secondary   schools   in   Wales.. 
Could    any    reasonable   man    say    that 
principles  which  had  proved  so  success- 
ful in  the  working  of  secondary  schools- 
were  likely  to  be  disastrous  to  elementary 
schools  1     He   thought   a  good   deal  of 
controversy    in    regard    to    elementary^ 
education     had     arisen     because     the- 
country  had  decided  against  a  secular- 
system,  while  at  the  same  time  a  large- 
majority  of  the  people  were  also  deter- 
mined that   no  clergyman  or  minister 
of  religion  should  have  what  was  called 
the  right  of  entry  into  the  elementary 
schools.    The  result  was  that  a  logical 
solution   of  this   difficult  problem   was- 
quite  impossible.    But  it  might  be  that 
an  illogical  system  would  work  well  in 
practice.    The  country  had  really  pro- 
nounced against  a  secular  system.    Clause- 
7    provided    that     denominational    re- 
ligious instruction  must  be  given  out  of 
school  hours,  and  it  might  be  that  hon.. 
Members  thought  that  was  equivalent 
to   a   secular   system ;     but   it   merely 
showed  that  the  Government   believed 
that    the    parents  who    desired    their 
children   to    have  religious   instruction 
would  see  that  they  would  attend  schooL 
to  receive  it.    He  knew  hon.  Members- 
opposite^  professed  the  same  belief  ;   but 
they  did  not  show  much  faith  in  the- 
parents  when  they  wanted  to  compel! 
them  to  do  that  which  he  believed  they 
would  do  without  compulsion,  in  country 
places  at  any  rate.    The  provisions  of 
Clause  7  were  very  much  required  in. 
country  places.    They  were  told  it  would, 
not  work  well  in  the  towns.     If  so,  the 
distinction  made  in  Clause  4  between, 
schools  in  towns  and  schools  in  country 
might  perhaps  be  extended  to  apply^to* 
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Clause  7.  If  it  was  difficult  in  towns 
to  get  parents  to  send  ohildren  to  schools 
ior  rebgious  instruction,  what  became 
of  the  claim  of  hon.  Membeis  opposite 
that  the  one  thing  a  parent  desired  was  to 
have  his  child  given  religious  instruction  ? 
In  the  viUages  a  sreat  deal  depended 
upon  the  school  teacher.  Where  the 
teacher  was  moderate  and  reasonable 
there  was  verj^  little  friction  or  difl&culty. 
He  was  talking  to  a  Norconformist  friend 
recently  and  referred  to  the  Bill  passed 
by  the  late  Government  with  regard  to 
Kshlldren  not  being  obliged  to  attend 
schools  from  9  to  9 .  45  a.m.  while  religious 
iinstruction  was  being  given.  His  fiiend 
fliad  children  who  went  to  an  elementary 
school,  and  he  asked  him  whether  he  had 
taken  advantage  of  the  Bill.  His  friend 
said  no.  Why  was  that,  he  inquired, 
and  his  friend  said — 

**  Well,  you  see  the  master  is  a  very  good 
fellow.  I  like  him,  he  looks  after  the  children 
well.  We  get  on  well  together,  and  lie  seen 
that  no  harm  in  done  to  the  chihiren,  and  I 
send  the  children  to  school  because  I  think 
ithey  are  better  there  than  in  the  street.*' 

'That  would  happen  wherever  they  had  a 
imoderate  and  reasonable  master.  But 
.they  could  not  always  have  a  reasonable 
master  .any  more  than  they  could  always 
have  a  reasonable  clergyman,  and  there- 
fore it  was  only  right  to  protect  Non- 
conformists as  was  done  in  the  Bill.  The 
Bill  was  denounced  as  a  refusal  of  fair 
j)Iay  to  Church  schools.  Those  views 
were,  however,  not  generally  held  in  the 
•country.  What  wrong  did  the  Bill  do 
to  Church  schools  ?  It  iinsistcd  that 
•schools  maintained  almost  entirely  by 
public  money  dhoiild  be  under  popular 
•control  and  that  no  religious  tests  should 
be  applied  to  the  teachers,  who  were  as 
much  Civil  servants  as  any  members  of 
the  staff  of  a  Government  Department. 
Was  that  contrary  to  Ifair  play  ?  It  paid 
special  regard  to  the  opinions  of  the 
managers  of  denominational  schools  in 
regard  to  the  question  of  schools  in  large 
areas.  That  did  not  seem  to  be  contrary 
to  fair  play.  On  the  contrary,  he 
thought  the  Bill  treated  denominational 
schools  with  great  conaideration,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  great  majority 
of  the  Members  of  this  House  of  Commons 
had  been  returned  pledged  to  the  aboli- 
tion of  tests  in  elementary  schools.  He 
«poke  as  a  churchman  in  this  matter, 
Jfr.  Frank  Edwards, 


although  he  represented  a  county 
which  there  was  an  eiormotis  majocify 
of  Nonconformists  over  Churchpeople. 
In  the  Report  of  the  Commission  wiuch 
was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  ques- 
tion of  Welsh  education  two  facts  stood 
out  clearly.  One  was  an  intense  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  people  of  Wales  to 
secure  the  education  of  their  children. 
The  other  was  that  they  deeply  resented 
the  dogmatic  teaching  which  was  part  and 
pircel  of  such  education  as  was  then 
open  to  those  children.  Unfortunately 
the  fact  of  that  resentment  had  been 
ignored  by  Churchmen.  Instead  of 
^nkly  realising  these  religiotis  anti- 
pathies, they  had  gone  on  blindly  sup- 
porting the  policy  of  working  into  a 
national  system  of  education  schoob 
which  were  partly  built  and  largely 
maintained  out  of  public  funds,  in  which 
the  prime  object  was  the  education  of  the 
children  in  the  doctrines  of  the  Church 
of  England.  It  was  unfortunate  that 
political  memories  were  as  short  as  they 
were.  Their  opponents'  main  pointi 
as  they  had  heard  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Waterford,  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Dublin  and  from 
other  Members  opposite,  was  that  they 
pushed  to  the  forefront  the  doctrine 
of  the  rights  of  the  parents.  That  was 
an  admirable  doctrine.  Had  the 
country  forgotten  the  debates  on  the 
conscience  clause  in  the  Education  Act 
of  1870  ?  That  was  an  invidious  con- 
cession to  the  rights  of  parents,  but 
it  was  only  secured  after  strenuous  resist- 
ance on  the  part  of  a  large  body  of  the 
clergy  and  laity  of  the  Church  of  En^and. 
What  efforts  had  the  Church  made  since 
1870  to  meet  the  rights  of  Noncon- 
formist parents  in  any  one  of  the  ain|^ 
school  areas  in  those  cases  when  she  had  it 
in  her  power  ?  Had  she  ever  moved  a 
finger  to  give  facilities  to  the  Noncon- 
formists ?  She  never  did  so,  and  he 
thought  that  was  a  great  blot  on  the 
Church.  Those  who  denounced  this  Bill 
as  unfair  to  churchpeople  were  always 
praising  the  Act  of  1902.  Hon.  Oentle- 
men  opposite  said  that  the  only  disability 
attaching  to  Nonconformists  was  in  the 
single  school  areas.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
hon.  Members  who  thought  so  did  not 
seem  to  have  understood  the  main  diffi- 
culty of  the  Nonconformist  position.    It 
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that  their  sons  and  daughters  were 
ezcloded  from  the  teaching  profession 
in  these  schools.  A  large  majority  of  the 
ohiidxen  in  Radnorshire  were  Noncon- 
formists, two-thirds  of  the  schools  were 
Choich  schools,  and  three-fourths  of  the 
children  in  these  two-thirds  of  the 
Bcho<^  in  that  coimty  had  been  excluded 
from  the  teaching  profession.  That  was 
a  Nonconformist  objection.  It  was  not 
surprising  in  view  of  what  had  happened 
tiiat  many  people  asserted  that  this  Bill 
dealt  more  generously  with  the  Church 
of  England  than  the  Church  of  England 
had  dealt  with  Nonconformists  in  the 
past.  The  provisions  for  the  transfer 
of  schoob  and  the  giving  of  facilities  were 
in  his  opinion  an  attempt  to  deal  fairly 
with  privileges  which  ought  never  to  have 
foond  a  place  in  any  system  of  education 
which  claimed  to  call  itself  national. 

♦Mr.  butcher  (Cambridge  Univer- 
sity; said  the  Bill  as  it  no^  stood  ^as 
haidly  cliff erert  from  the  Bill  when  it 
first  saw  the  li^ht.  There  were  two 
Amendments  which  made  it  rather  less 
onerous  to  the  voluntary  schools* 
bat  in  all  essential  particulars  the 
Bill  was  unchanged.  The  debates 
had  not  been  entirely  thrown  away. 
The>  had  not  extorted  concessiors  from 
the  (Government,  bat  they  had  served 
to  bring  out  the  meaning  and  spirit  of 
tbe  Bill.  He  would  distinguish  between 
the  spirit  of  the  measure  and  the  spirit  of 
its  author.  They  all  leooginsec^  the 
hnmsnity,  humour,  and  kindlv  toleration 
of  the  Minister  for  Education,  and  had 
nothing  but  praise  for  his  oourtecy,  tact, 
and  good  temper  in  the  conduct 
of  the  Bill,  all  the  moie  striking  when 
contrasted  with  the  spirit  and  the  hard 
sectarian  intolerance  of  the  BiJl  itself. 

The  Bill  was  penal  and  vindictive  in  its 

chacacter  [Cries  of  ''Ohl"]    He  was 

stating  his  own  perhaps  mistaken,  but 

qnite  honest  impression.    The  Bill  sought 

to  redress  a  real  but  a  limited  grievance 

by    a    wholesale    injustice.    He    would 


merely  touch  upon  one   or  two  of    its- 
broad  features.     He  acknowledged  what 
the     Chancellor     of      the      Exchequer 
had   emphasised,    namely,   that   Clause^ 
1  was  the  cardinal    clause.     One  might 
stf>,  rough] v  speaking,  that  Part  I.  con- 
sisted of  Clause    1  followed  by  a  series 
of        exceptions,       these       exceptions 
being    so    many    reluctant    admissions 
of  the  principles  of   toleration,    and    of 
the  fait  that  all  persons  and  all  con- 
sciences were  not  made  on  the  Noncon- 
formist plan.     The  concessions  to  the 
rights  of  conscience   were   scanty   and 
grudffing    and    what   was    ffiven    with 
the  one  }iand  was  taken  away  with  the 
other.      Each    concession   was    occom^^ 
panied   by  some    set-ofi,    some   check,, 
which    almost    neutralised     its    value. 
He     was     not     attackindc     the     prin- 
ciple    of    popular    control.       It    was 
quite   true    that    popular    control    was 
not  in  itself   inconsistent  with  perfect 
religious  freedom  and  toleration.  Popular- 
control  and  religious  freedom  had  been 
reconciled  in  Scotland,  Grermany,  Canada, 
and  elsewhere.      The  Bill   might  have 
been    drawn    on  such  lines.      Various 
solutions    had    been    open.      All    had 
been     rejected.      The     result    was     a 
finely  graduated  scale  of  rights  of  con- 
science, and  at  the  lowest  point  of  the 
scale  always  stood  the  Church  of  England. 
How  did  the  Bill  deal  with  religion  itself  ? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
that  provision  might  be  made  everywhere 
for  religious  teaching.    But  it  need  not 
be  made  anywhere.    In  no  single  school 
in  England  or  Wales  could  a  parent  hence- 
forth claim  the  legal  right  of  having  re- 
ligious instruction  given  to  his  children. 
The  change  was  a  momentous  one,  because 
hitherto   there   had   been   some    14,000 
schools  in  which  the  right  was  guaranteed 
under  the  trusts.    He  did  not  say  there 
would  at  once  be  any  marked  and  visible 
change.      It    was   a    revolution    which 
must  work  itself  out  slowly  in  time,  but 
it  was  none  the  less  a  revolution.     If 
the  voluntary  schools  were  to  be  swept 
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Clause  7.  If  it  was  difficult  in  towns 
to  get  parents  to  send  ohildren  to  schools 
ioi  religious  instruction,  what  became 
of  the  claim  of  hon.  Membeis  opposite 
that  the  one  thing  a  parent  desired  was  to 
have  his  child  given  religious  instruction  ? 
In  the  yiUages  a  sreat  deal  depended 
upon  the  school  teacher.  Where  the 
teacher  was  moderate  and  reasonable 
there  was  very  little  friction  or  difficulty. 
He  was  talking  to  a  Norconformist  friend 
recently  and  refened  to  the  Bill  passed 
by  the  late  Government  with  regard  to 
Kshildren  not  being  obliged  to  attend 
schools  from  1^  to  9 .  45  a.m.  while  religious 
dnstruction  was  being  given.  His  fiiend 
3iad  children  who  went  to  an  elementary 
school,  and  he  asked  him  whether  he  had 
taken  advantage  of  the  Bill.  His  friend 
:«aid  no.  Why  was  that,  he  inquired, 
and  his  friend  said — 

**  Well,  you  see  the  master  is  a  very  eood 
fellow.  I  like  him,  he  looks  after  the  children 
well.  We  get  on  well  together,  and  he  seen 
that  no  harm  is  done  to  the  children,  and  I 
send  the  ohildren  to  school  because  I  think 
ithey  are  better  there  than  in  the  street.*' 

"That  would  happen  wherever  they  had  a 
imoderate  and  reasonable  master.  But 
.they  could  not  always  have  a  reasonable 
master  .any  more  than  they  could  always 
have  a  reasonable  clergyman,  and  there- 
fore it  was  only  right  to  protect  Non- 
conformists as  was  done  in  the  Bill.  The 
Bill  was  denounced  as  a  refusal  of  fair 
j)Iay  to  Church  schools.  Those  views 
were,  however,  not  generally  held  in  the 
•country.  What  wrong  did  the  Bill  do 
to  XJhurch  schools  ?  It  iinsisted  that 
•schools  maintained  .almost  entirely  by 
public  money  ^hoiild  be  under  popular 
•control  and  that  no  religious  tests  should 
be  applied  to  the  teachers,  who  were  as 
much  Civil  servants  as  any  members  of 
the  staff  of  a  Government  Department. 
IVas  that  contrary  to  if  air  play  ?  It  paid 
^special  regard  to  the  opinions  of  the 
managers  of  denominational  schools  in 
regard  to  the  question  of  schools  in  large 
areas.  That  did  not  seem  to  be  contrary 
to  fair  play.  On  the  contrary,  he 
thought  the  Bill  treated  denominational 
.schools  with  great  consideration,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  great  majority 
of  the  Members  of  this  House  of  Commons 
had  been  returned  pledged  to  the  aboli- 
tion of  tests  in  elementary  schools.  He 
:8poke  as  a  ohurohman  in  this  matter, 
Mr.  Frank  Edwards. 


although  he  represented  a  county 
which  there  was  an  eiormouB  majotitf 
of  Nonconformists  over  Churchpeople. 
In  the  Report  of  the  Commisaion  wluch 
was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  ques- 
tion of  Welsh  education  two  facts  stood 
out  clearly.  One  was  an  intense  deaiie 
on  the  part  of  the  people  of  Wales  to 
secure  the  education  of  their  children. 
The  other  was  that  they  deeply  resented 
the  dogmatic  teaching  which  was  part  and 
pircel  of  such  education  as  was  then 
open  to  those  children.  Unfortunately 
the  fact  of  that  resentment  had  been 
ignored  by  Churchmen.  Instead  of 
frankly  realising  these  religious  anti- 
pathies, they  had  gone  on  blindly  sup- 
porting the  policy  of  working  into  a 
national  system  of  education  schooh 
which  were  partly  built  and  largely 
maintained  out  of  public  funds,  in  which 
the  prime  object  was  the  education  of  the 
children  in  the  doctrines  of  the  Church 
of  England.  It  was  unfortunate  tiiat 
political  memories  were  as  short  as  the/ 
were.  Their  opponents'  main  poiirti 
as  they  had  heard  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Waterford,  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Dublin  and  from 
other  Members  opposite,  was  that  they 
pushed  to  the  forefront  the  doctrine 
of  the  rights  of  the  parents.  That  was 
an  admirable  doctrine.  Had  the 
country  forgotten  the  debates  on  tiie 
conscience  clause  in  the  Education  Act 
of  1870  ?  That  was  an  invidious  con- 
cession to  the  rights  of  parents,  but 
it  was  only  secured  after  strenuous  resist- 
ance on  the  part  of  a  large  body  of  the 
clergy  and  laity  of  the  Church  of  En^^nd. 
What  efforts  had  the  Church  made  since 
1870  to  meet  the  rights  of  Noncon- 
formist parents  in  any  one  of  the  ain|^ 
school  areas  in  those  cases  when  she  had  it 
in  her  power  ?  Had  she  ever  moved  a 
finger  to  give  facilities  to  the  Noncon- 
formists ?  She  never  did  so,  and  he 
thought  that  was  a  great  blot  <hi  the 
Church.  Those  who  denounced  this  Bill 
as  unfair  to  churchpeople  were  always 
praising  the  Act  of  1902.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  said  that  the  only  disability 
attaching  to  Nonconformists  was  in  the 
single  school  areas.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
hon.  Members  who  thought  so  did  not 
seem  to  have  imderstood  the  main  diffi- 
culty of  the  Nonconformist  positioii.    It 
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that  their  sons  and  daughters  were 
excluded  from  the  teaching  profession 
in  these  schools.  A  large  majority  of  the 
children  in  Radnorshire  were  Noncon- 
formists, two-thirds  of  the  schools  were 
Church  schools,  and  three-fourths  of  the 
children  in  these  two-thirds  of  the 
8cho<^  in  that  county  had  been  excluded 
from  the  teaching  profession.  That  was 
a  Nonconformist  objection.  It  was  not 
smprising  in  view  of  what  had  happened 
that  many  people  asserted  that  this  Bill 
dealt  more  generously  with  the  Church 
of  Sngland  than  the  Church  of  England 
had  dealt  with  Nonconformists  in  the 
past.  The  provisions  for  the  transfer 
of  schoob  and  the  giving  of  facilities  were 
in  his  opinion  an  attempt  to  deal  fairly 
with  privileges  which  ought  never  to  have 
found  a  place  in  any  system  of  education 
which  claimed  to  call  itself  national. 

♦Mr.  butcher  (Cambridge  Univer- 
eity;  said  the  Bill  as  it  no^  stood  ^as 
haidly  cliff erert  from  the  Bill  when  it 
ficst  saw  the  light.  There  were  two 
Amendments  which  made  it  rather  less 
onerous  to  the  voluntary  schoolSf 
bat  in  all  essential  particulars  the 
Bill  was  unchanged.  The  debates 
had  not  been  entirely  thrown  away. 
The>  had  not  extorted  concessiors  from 
tiie  Government,  bat  they  had  served 
to  bring  out  the  meaning  and  spirit  of 
Uie  Bill.  He  would  distinguish  between 
the  spirit  of  the  measure  and  the  spirit  of 
its  author.  They  all  lecoginsec^  the 
humanity,  humour,  and  kindlv  toleration 
ol  the  Minister  for  Education,  and  had 
nothing  but  praise  for  his  courtesy,  tact, 
and  good  temper  in  the  conduct 
of  the  Bill,  all  the  more  striking  when 
o<Hitrasted  writh  the  spirit  and  the  hard 
aeotarian  intolerance  of  the  BiJl  itself. 
The  Bill  was  penal  and  vindictive  in  its 
character  [Criea  of  ''Oh!"]  He  was 
stating  his  own  perhaps  mistaken,  but 
quite  honest  impression.  The  Bill  sought 
to  redress  a  real  but  a  limited  grievance 
by    a    wholesale    injustice.     He    would 


merely  touch  upon  one   or  two  of    its- 
broad  features.    He  acknowledged  what 
the     Chancellor     of      the      Exchequer 
had   emphasised,    namely,   that   Clause 
1  was  the  cardinal    clause.     One  might 
9tf>,  rough] v  speaking,  that  Part  I.  con- 
sisted of  Clause    1  followed  by  a  series 
of     .  exceptions,       these       exceptions 
being    so    many    reluctant    admissions 
of  the  principles  of   toleration,    and    of 
the  fait  that  all  persons  and  all   con- 
sciences were  not  made  on  the  Noncon- 
formist plan.     The  concessions  to  the- 
rights  of  conscience   were   scanty   and 
grudffing    and    what   was    ffiven    with 
the  one  ^and  was  taken  away  with  the 
other.      Each    concession   was    occomi- 
panied   by  some    set-o£E,    some   check,, 
which    almost    neutralised     its    value- 
He     was     not     attackiufic     the     prin- 
ciple    of    popular    control.       It    was 
quite   true    that    popular    control    was- 
not  in  itself   inconsistent  with  perfect 
religious  freedom  and  toleration.  Popular 
control  and  religious  freedom  had  been 
reconciled  in  Scotland,  Grermany,  Canada, 
and  elsewhere.      The  Bill  might  have 
been    drawn    on  such  lines.      Various 
solutions    had    been    open.      All    had 
been     rejected.      The     result    was     a 
finely  graduated  scale  of  rights  of  con- 
science, and  at  the  lowest  point  of  the 
scale  alwajB  stood  the  Church  of  England. 
How  did  the  Bill  deal  with  religion  itself  ? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
that  provision  might  be  made  everywhere 
for  religious  teaching.    But  it  need  not 
be  made  anywhere.    In  no  single  school 
in  England  or  Wales  could  a  parent  hence- 
forth claim  the  legal  right  of  having  re- 
ligious instruction  given  to  his  children. 
The  change  was  a  momentous  one,  because 
hitherto   there   had   been   some    14,000 
schools  in  which  the  right  was  guaranteed 
under  the  trusts.    He  did  not  say  there 
would  at  once  be  any  marked  and  visible 
change.      It    was    a    revolution    which 
must  work  itself  out  slowly  in  time,  but 
it  was  none  the  less  a  revolution.     If 
the  voluntary  schools  were  to  be  swept 
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•away   titer©  ought  to  have  been  some 
•compensatory  provisions  to  make  up  for 
the  teaching  hitherto  guaranteed  under 
trust  to    the    nation.      First,   religious 
"teaching  in  conformity  with  the  principles 
-of   the  Chi-istian    faith   ought  to  have 
been  made   obligatory  in  every  school. 
Secondly,    parents'  rights    should    have 
•taken  the  place  of  trustees'  duties,  which 
-were     abolished.       Thirdly,     provision 
should    have    been    made    for    the    in- 
spection of  religious  instruction  in  every 
.school.     Fourthly,    and    he    laid    great 
.stress  on  this,  no  teacher  ought  to  be 
authorised  to    teach    religion   who  had 
mot     a     certificate    of     training     and 
religious  knowledge.      The  test  of  know- 
ledge, let  it  be  marked,  was  an  entirely 

•  different  thing  from  a  test  of  conviction. 
Moreover,  while  there  was  no  security 
under  the  Bill  that  religion  should  con- 
tinue in  the  schools,  there  was  ample 
.security  that  a  religious  atmosphere 
should  prevail  in  the    council   rooms,  a 

» heated  atmosphere  of  conflict  and  con- 
troversy. Every  vexed  question  would 
there  be  fought  out.  The  principle  of 
local  option  under  new  conditions  would 
impart  sectarian  strife  into  all  municipal 

•  elections.    The  in j ury  to  local  government 
t  would    be   as  great    as   the   injury    to 

religion  itself.  There  was  one  other 
point — not  a  minor  one,  but  a  matter  of 
principle — and  that  was  the  condition  as  to 
giving  special  religious  instruction  under 
Clause  3.  The  teacher  of  the  staff  was 
debarred  from  giving  this  instruction. 
All  were  agreed  that  this  was  education- 
ally indefensible.  The  disability  was 
placed  on  the  person  best  fitted  to  teach 
and  best  fitted  to  keep  order.  What  was 
the  ground  of  the  disability  1  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  said  that  the 
clause  was  necessary  for  the  emancipation 
of  the  teaching  profession ;  but  it  seemed 
to  him  that  in  the  name  of  freedom  they 

were  imposing  a   tyrannous   constraint. 

For  one    conscience   they  spared,  there 

were  a   hundred  which  were  wounded. 

They  started  from  the  principle,  **  no  one 

.^hall  be    compelled  to    give  special  re- 

.  Mr,  Butcher. 


ligious  instruction  if  he  objects ; "  th»^y 
worked  round  to  the  position,  **  no  one  shall 
be  permitted  to  give  it  even  if  he  desires." 
Never  were  the  principles  of  freedom 
more  perverted.  Again,  let  the^ 
observe  the  incon.^istency  of  the  €k)v- 
ernment .  When  the  Opposition  asked  for 
freer  access  for  religious  teaching  to  b  ^ 
granted  to  all  denominations  in  all 
schools :  they  were  met  with  the  answer : 
''  No,  that  would  bring  into  the  schools 
a  mob  of  amateur  teachers ;  d*scipline 
would  be  impaired."  Thei  when  they 
asked  that  they  should  anyh  'W  haye 
the  services  of  the  regular  teachers, 
the  Government  turned  "ound  and 
said,  "  Oh,  no ;  you  must  bring  in  out- 
j^iders  —  untrained  volunteers."  The 
difiiculty  about  the  teachers  was  to 
his  mind  very  largely  artificial ;  but 
so  far  as  it  was  leal  it  arose  from  the 
wavering  and  contradictory  attitude 
of  the  Bill  towards  religion  itseU. 
Religion  was  admitted,  but  under  protest, 
and  every  form  of  leligion  which  de- 
viated at  all  from  the  new  Act  of  Uni- 
formity was  treated  as  some  insidious 
disorder  against  which  precautions  must 
be  taken.  This  Bill  did  what  no  Bill 
had  ever  done  before.  It  biooght 
into  conflict  the  interests  of  the 
teachers,  and  the  interests  of  educa- 
tion ;  or  rather  he  should  say  the 
mteiests  of  the  teaching  profession 
from  its  trade  union  side  and  the  inter- 
ests of  education.  There  was  no  one  in 
the  House  who  did  not  wish  to  open 
up  the  teaching  profession  to  all 
qualified  persons  ;  but  he  reminded  the 
House  that  the  te  xcher's  claims  were  not 
the  only  claims.  If  there  must  be  a 
conflict  and  antagonism,  then  he  main- 
tained that  the  claims  of  the  teacher 
must  give  way  before  paramount  claime 
of  the  rights  of  the  parents,  the 
welfare  of  the  children,  and  the  in- 
terests of  religion.  The  only  permanent 
solution  of  the  difficulty  was  the  granting 
of  equal  facilities  to  all  denominations. 
He  believed  t^at  the  difficulty  of  granting 
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•equal  facilities  to  all  denominations  had  I  standing.    Nevertheless,  this  Bill  would 


been  gTe3.tly  exaggerated.     Of  one  thing 

he  was  certain,  and  that  was    that  there 

must  be  equal  facilities  to  all  or  none. 

In  the  long  run  the  country  would  insist 

•on   religious   equality.    He  hoped   that 

before  the  Bill  finally  left  this  House  the 

-Qovemment  might  find  it  possible   to 

lift  the  measure   out  of  the  region  of 

penal  politics  and  so  to  amend  it  that  it 

might  become  a  settlement  of  controversy, 

.and  not  the  beginning  of  fresh  strife. 

♦Mr.  BELLOC  (Salford,  S.)  said  that 
as  the  only  Catholic  Member  in  a  largely 
populated  district  in  South    Lancashire 
where  the  Catholic  vote  was  so  large  and 
tenacious,  it  would  be  unjust  to  his  con- 
-stituents  and  to  some  of  his  colleagues  if 
he  were  to  remain  silent  at  the  close  of 
this  debate,  although  it  was  with  a  certain 
amount  of  diffidence  that  after  hi^  re- 
in \ric:  in  Committee  he  rose  to  repeat 
them  now  on  the  merits  of  the  Bill.   The 
*Catholic8    as    a   whole    voted    Radical 
at  the  last  election,  and  in  his  opinion 
*that  general  determination  of  the  Catholi  c 
force  on  English  politics  was  not  likely 
'to  be  easily  disturbed.    Speaking  for  him- 
self and  also  for  some  of  those  whom  he 
Tepreaented  he  said  that  they  were  at  first, 
not  only  in  sympathy  with  the  beginning 
of  the  democratic  feature  which  had  been 
•displayed,  but  they  were  in  favour  of  the 
principles  of  the  Bill.    They  knew  the 
general  temper  of  the  English  people, 
and  although  between  the  different  sects 
of    Protestants    there    were    differences 
•of  opinion  rathe;  than  differences  of  faith , 
i)hey  recognised  that  there  was  a  nationa  1 
demand — ^he  would  not  say   mandate — 
fof  a  final  settlement  of  the  education 
•difficulty.    The  Catholics  were,  as  were 
the  Jews,  an  exception,  and  the  Govern- 
ment had  to  meet  them  and   no  doubt 
^hey  did  all  that  they  thought  was  fair 
'to  meet  their  claim.    He  entirely    re- 
cognised that  they  did  so,  and  from  the 
Front  Bench  they  had  had  no  rancour,  no 
•spite,  and  not  any  censiderable  misunder- 


leave  this  House  that  night  for  aiother 
place  in  a  condition  in  which,  he  wo  aid  not 
only  say  no  Catholic  could  accede  to  it,  but 
one  in  which  no  man  who  was  pledgee  to 
maintaia  the  Catholic  schools  could  vote 
for  it.    He  had  not  heard  anyone  explain 
why  the  chances  of  a  CathoUc  child  main- 
taining his  religion  should  be  favourable 
if  there  were  5,000  people  living  in  the 
place  where  it  was  born  and  unfavourable 
if   there    were    only    4,999.     It    was    a 
thing   so    illogical    and    false   that   he 
wondered  how  it  came  to  be  in  the  Bill 
at  all.     He  was  too  young  a  Member  to 
suggest  what  forces  might  have  been  at 
work  —  the    English    political    Parties 
depended    upon    Party  funds — ^but    he 
would  not  insist.     He  would  return  to 
the  clause  as  it  now  stood.      Under  it 
25  per  cent,  of  the  Catholic  schools  were 
necessarily  doomed.      In  the  particular 
case  of  his  own  county  two  towns  stood 
near  to  each  other.     The  one,  Protestant 
(even  in  the  16th  century),  would  retain 
its  Catholic  schools  ;   the  other,  with  a 
strong  Catholic   tradition  and    a    large 
Catholic  population,  would  lose  its  schools. 
For  the  first  had  12,000,  the  last  under 
5,000  population ;  nay,  in  the  latter  case 
a  great    Catholic    landlord    would    be 
compelled  to  hand  over  rates  not  only 
for  the  support  of  the  local  Protestant 
school,  but  in  order  to  make  a  school 
built    largely   out    of    his    own    money 
Protestant.      It    was    possible    that    an 
act  of  otherwise  incomprehensible  folly 
had  been  committed  as  an  incident  of 
Party  tactics.     When  the  Bill  went  to 
the  Lords  no  doubt  a  politician  would 
say  to  himself,   "  We  must  give  them 
something  to  bargain  with.    If  we  give 
them     this    they     will    let     us     have 
that."      Catholics,    however,    did    not 
understand    those    political   tricks.    All 
they  would  see  was  that  one-quarter  of 
the  CathoUc  schools  would  be  wiped  out. 
And  when  that  had  permeated  into  the 
artisan   constituencies    of   this    country 
the  promotion  of  the  Bill  would  have 
seriously    weakened   the   popular   basis 
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upon  which  the  present  Government 
stood.  He  did  not  think  the  position  of 
the  Liberal  Party  had  been  strengthened 
by  the  retention  of  such  a  principle  as 
that  in  the  Bill.  If  it  was  thought  that 
it  would  be  forgotten  in  the  lapse  of 
time  hon.  Members  had  a  totally  false 
impression  of  the  nature  of  the  faith  of 
Catholics.  Everywhere  by  that  fatal 
error  the  Government  had  made 
enemies.  The  momentary  distaste  for 
Liberal  policy  would  not,  however,  cause 
Catholics  to  throw  themselves  into  the 
arms  of  the  Conservative  Party.  There 
was  a  newer  force  arising  in  this  country 
and  it  was  already  represented  in  the 
Bouse.  It  was  there  that  they  would 
find  the  Catholic  vote,  which  was  not  only 
a  numerical  but  a  moral  force,  repre- 
sented in  the  future.  In  conclusion  he 
must  add  that  it  was  not  alone  as  a 
Catholic  that  he  expressed  these  views. 
Even  if  he  did  not  hold  his  faith  and  if 
he  wanted  to  represent  those  who  sent 
him  to  Parliament  he  would  condemn 
and  vote  against  this  Bill  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  PAUL  (Northampton)  said  before 
this  Bill  passed  its  Third  Reading  and 
went  to  another  place  he  would  Uke 
in  a  few  words  to  say  what  he  thought 
of  it  as  it  at  present  stood.  He  could 
not  help  thiiddng  something  further 
might  have  been  done  to  meet  the  wishes 
of  the  Catholics.  He  did  what  he  could, 
it  was  but  little,  to  procure  an  Amend- 
ment to  Clause  4  in  the  sense  desired, 
and  in  doing  so  he  happened  quite 
innocently  to  say  he  was  not  priest- 
ridden.  As  a  result  he  had  received 
an  anonymous  communication  in 
verse  informing  him  that  the  proper 
person  to  ride  him  was  Balaam.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Dublin  who  moved  the  rejection  of 
this  Bill  in  so  moderate  and  fair  a  speech 
had  professed  himself  imable  to  under- 
stand why  men  whose  conscientious  con- 
victions did  not  interfere  with  their 
payment  of  the  taxes  for  teaching  other 

people's  religion  should  object  to  the 
payment  of  rates.  He  would  have 
thought  that  it  might  have  occurred  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  was 
a  plain  and  broad  distinction  between 
the  two  cases.  For  the  payment  of 
taxes  there  was  an  equivalent  received  in 
Mr.  Bi'Jloc, 


the    control    of   the    central    governing; 
Education  Department  responsible  to  this 
House  and  the  country,  whereas  for  the 
pa3anent  of  rates  there  was  no  equiva- 
lent whatever.     The  ratepayers  had  no- 
paramount  and  controlling  voice  in  the 
management  of  the  schools  to  which  they 
contributed     the     money.      The    right 
hon.   Gentleman    addressed    the   House 
not    merely    as    a.     Conservative     but 
as  a  Churchman.     There  was  no  doubt 
a     great     and      important      difEerence- 
between     the    right     hon.     Grentleman 
and   himself.      The   right  hon.  (Senile- 
man  was  a  very  eminent  and  educated 
Gentleman.    He  himself  was  very  humble 
and  obscure,  but  in  every  other  respect 
he    was  quite    as    good   a    Chuichman 
as    the    right    hon.    G^tleman,     That 
most  innocent  of   God's  creatures   the- 
Bishop  of  London,  as  innocent  morally 
as    m^itally,    had    formed    for   himself 
a  phantom  church    which    was    unani- 
mously   opprsed    to   this    Bill.      There- 
were  more  Churchmen    on    the  Liberal 
side  of  the  House  than  on  the  other. 
There   were    many   bishops    upon    t^e 
Episcopal     bench,      many      cUrgymen 
throughout  the  country  who  held  very 
much      the     same      opinions     on    the 
Bill    as    he    held    himself.     The    main 
ground     on   which    he    supported    the 
Bill  had    nothing    to    do  with    either 
the    Church    of    England    or    religion. 
He  supported  the  Bill  chiefly  because 
it  rendered  a  great  and  important  service 
to    the    elementary   education    of   this 
coimtry;    because    it    insured    that    in 
the  future  the  standard  of  the  worst 
schools  rfiould   be  brought  up   to  the 
level   of  the  best;    that  the  standard 
of  the  best  school  now  should  be  the 
standard   of   the   worst   school   in   the 
future ;     and    that   in   years   to    come 
the  only  particular  in  which  this  country 
was  behind  its  neighbours — its  want  o£ 
a  sound  and  scientific  education  system — 
would  be  finally  swept  away.     But  while 
be    bdyieved    that    substantial    benefits- 
like  those  would  long  outlive  the  ephe- 
meral   disputes     on    ecclesiastical    and 
theological  matters  on  which  so  much 
ime  had  been  spent,  he  confessed   he 
could  not  take  leave  of  those  controversies 
without  a  lingering  regret.    If  it  were 
not  presumption  he  would  like  to  say 
they  had  been  conducted  with  a  fairness^ 
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good  temper,  and  knowledge,  and  laudable 
if  not  alwajrs  successful  attempts  to  be 
mutually  intelligible  which  must  enhance 
the  reputation  of  this  Assembly.    The 
right  hon.  Grentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition    in   replying    to   him    (Mr. 
Paul)   the   other   day,    when   Clause    4 
was  being  considered  on  Report,  with 
a    grave   courtesy   for   which   he   took 
this     opportunity     of     expressing    his 
thank  %    asked     whether     the    Govern- 
ment  and    the    Liberal    Party  agreed 
with  his    (Mr.    Paul's)  theory  of  State 
religion.     It  was  not  his  theory.      He 
should  have    thought    it    might  ,have 
occurred  to  an  intelligence  much   less 
acute  than  that  of  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man that  there  could  not  be  an  Estab- 
lished Church  without  a  State  religion. 
He  was  not  in  favour  of  a  State  religion, 
beoause  he  was  not  in  favour  of  an 
established    Church.    He    held  in    this 
matter    that    any    connection    between 
a  State  Church  and  religion  in  schools 
was  politically  unexpedient  and  morally 
wrong.      Even     in     this     House    they 
oould    not    always    ignore    the  facts. 
That  was  a  state  of  things  that  existed, 
and  was  likelv  to  exist,  at  all  events  for 
some  years  to  come.     That  there  was  a 
State  religion  in  elementary  schools  he 
respectfully  denied.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  most  of  his  fellows  were  in 
the  habit  of  talking  of  some  form  of 
Christian    religion    which    they    called 
Oowper-Templeism.     There  was  no  such 
religion.    Mr.  Cowper-Temple  was  not  the 
founder  of  the  Christian  religion,  he  was 
the  author  of  a  negative  clause  in   an 
Act  of  Parliament,   and  there  was  no 
Teligion  that  could  be  called  by  his  name 
without  manifest  and  flagrant  absurdity. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Maryle- 
1>one,  who  always  spoke  with  the  courage 
of   Lord   Hugh   Cecil's   convictions,    in 
answer  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  said  he  would  allow    the 
parents  of  the  children  who  lived  in  the 
alums,  however  degraded,  to  have  the 
oontrolling   voice   in   the   religion   their 
ohildren  should   be   taught.     That   was 
very  sound  and  democratic  opinion,  but 
he  would   like  to  know  how  far    hon. 
Crentlemen  would  go  in  carrying  out  their 
favourite  theory  that  the  parent  shoidd 
say  what  religion  his  children  should  be 
taught  at  the  public  expense.    Were  the 

children  of    atheists  to  be  taught  (the 
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fallacy  of  the  belief  in  God,  and  if  not 
why  not  ?  Were  the  children  of  Mahome- 
dans  to  be  taught  the  advantages  of 
polygamy,  and  if  not  why  not  1  It  might 
be  said  there  were  not  many  instances 
of  that  kind.  If  that  were  so  he  would 
take  a  faL-ly  numerous,  well-known,  and 
highly-respected  class  consisting  of 
educated  and  conscientious  men,  who  held 
and  beUeved  that  in  all  ultimate  subjects 
it  was  impossible  to  obtain  any  positive 
knowledge.  They  called  themselves 
agnostics.  They  had  children  and  paid 
taxes ;  were  their  children  to  be  taught  at 
the  public  expense  the  paramount  moral 
dutv  of  religious  scepticism  ?  Was  it  not 
more  reasonable  and  politic  to  say  in  this 
country  there  were  simple  religious  truths 
in  which  all  Protestants  agreed,  that 
those  were  truths  which  many  Free 
Churchmen  and  most  English  Church- 
men had  no  objection  that  their  children 
should  be  taught,  and  that  subject  to  the 
conscience  clause  those  common  truths  of 
religion  shoidd  be  taught  in  the  schools  ? 
He  quite  recognised  and  accepted  the 
fact  that  as  the  authors  of  this  Bill  they 
were  bound  to  give  some  special  treatment 
to  Catholics.  In  saying  that  he  spoke 
of  real  Catholics,  and  not  the  sham 
Catholics  who  wanted  to  introduce  into 
the  English  Church  what  Lord  Halifax 
called  the  Mass  in  English  and  Lord 
Beaconsfield  called  the  Mass  in  masquer- 
ade. He  believed  that  even  as  it  stood, 
with  an  appeal  to  the  Board  of  Education, 
this  Bill  would  give  substantial  security 
to  the  immense  minority  of  Catholic 
schools  in  this  country.  But  when  the 
right  hon.  (Jentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  argued  that  it  was  better 
to  have  an  appeal  to  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion than  to  a  Court  of  law,  he  could  not 
help  asking  who  in  the  last  resort  was  to 
enforce  the  decision  of  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion. There  was  another  clause  in  this 
Bill  which  had  nothing  to  do  with  Catho- 
lics and  which  so  far  as  he  could  see 
served  no  useful  purpose.  He  referred 
to  Clause  3,  the  ordinary  facilities  clause. 
When  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
said  that  clause  was  no  use  to  the  Catho- 
lics several  hon.  (Gentlemen  on  the 
benches  opposite  said  **  nor  to  us."  He  had 
some  difficulty  in  understanding  what 
they  meant  by  "  we  "  and  "  us,"  but  upon 
that  particular  occasion  he  understood 

they  were  identifying  themselves  with  the 
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denominational  schools.  The  hon.  Crentle- 
man  the  Member  for  the  Oxford  Univer- 
sity, than  whom  there  was  no  higher 
authority,  described  Clause  3  as  cold 
comfort,  and  High  Churchmen  were,  he 
was  sure,  never  comfortable  when  cold. 
What  had  the  clause  done  ?  Had  it 
limited  the  loquacity  of  the  curate  ? 
Had  it  made  any  Bishop  feel  he  had 
done  less  well  by  being  angry  ?  It  was  a 
clause  that  gave  no  relief  to  anybody, 
and  he  would  willingly  have  sacrificed  it 
in  order  to  make  the  fourth  clause  give 
what  the  Catholics  of  this  country  desired 
and  had  a  right  to  obtain.  The  Bill  had 
its  blot.  Not  merely  had  Clause  4  not  been 
made  compulsory,  but  Clause  6  should 
have  been  either  omitted  or  so  altered 
that  religion  should  be  made  part,  subject 
to  the  conscience  clause,  of  the  teaching 
of  every  child.  If  that  had  been  done 
and  Clause  3  omitted,  the  Bill  would  not 
only  have  rendered  a  great  and  solid 
service  to  the  cause  of  elementary 
education,  but  it  would  also  have  done 
completely  what  to  some  extent  it  did 
now — it  would  have  rescued  little 
children  from  the  clutches  of  the  dog- 
matists and  allowed  them  to  grow  up  as 
they  had  hitherto  done,  in  humble 
reverence  of  Christ's  teaching  and  in 
dutiful  obedience  to  God's  laws. 

Mr.  LAMBTON  (Durham,  S.E.)  said 
the  question  he  wished  to  argue  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  was  in 
regard  to  Mahomedans  and  Agnostics. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  if  they  were 
to  be  logical,  why  should  not  it  be  or- 
dained that  Atheists  and  Mahomedans 
should  receive  that  teaching  in  our 
schools  which  was  acceptable  to  them 
in  the  same  way  as  it  was  given  to  other 
denominations.  Early  in  the  session 
the  House  determined  by  a  very  much 
larger  vote  than  in  1870,  that  the  people 
of  this  country  desired  to  have  religious 
teaching  in  the  schools.  In  pas3ing  that 
vote  for  religious  education  it  did  not 
intend  to  include  the  fantastic  notion 
of  the  hon.  Member,  for  Northampton, 
that  religious  instruction  meant  teach- 
ing for  Mahomedans,  Agnostics  and 
others.  He  was  one  of  those  who  did 
not  entirely  follow  with  favour  the  Bill  of 
1902,  because  he  felt  that  it  inflicted 
some  injustice  on  Nonconformists,  and 
he  endeavoured  to  remove  that  injustice. 

Mr,  Paul 


He  did  not  accuse  his  right  hon.  friend 
the    Member   for   the   City  of  London 
of  injustice,  nor  any  Member  of  that  side 
of  the  House,  but  he  was  certain  that  a 
sense    of    injustice    existed.    But    the 
reason  why  he   opposed  this  Bill   was 
that  it  inflicted  greater  injustice   than 
the  Bill  of  1902.    He  did  not  impute  sny 
conscious    injustice    to    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  or  ta 
any  of  his  colleagues,  although  on  that 
point  he  was  not  quite  so  certam.     He 
did  not  think  there  was  any  Party  in 
the  House  who  wished  to  inflict  injustice 
upon  their  opponents,  but  he  thought 
that  on  the  present  occasion  they  might 
evolve    some    light    and    that    religious 
peace    which    they  all    desired.     Hon. 
Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House 
thought  Cowper-Templeism   worse   than 
no  religion  at  all.    Hon  Members  oppo- 
site would   not  allow   Roman   Catholic 
schools  that  liberty  which  they  certainly 
deserved.    He  asked  the  hon.    Memb^ 
for   Northampton   to   consider    whether 
logic   was  entirely  a  matter  on   which 
they  could  depend.    They  were   dealing 
with  the  case  of  little  children,  and  he 
was    sure     that    hon.      Members    had 
not     brought     up    their     children     in 
logic,   and  many    Members,    especially 
those  below  the  gangway,  would   main- 
tain that  to  be  logical  in   elementary 
education     we    must   have    a   secular 
system.     He    denied    that    that     waa 
logical.     Logic  was  worth  nothing  unless 
the  premisses  were  sound.     What   were 
the  premisses  in  this  case  ?     The  State 
ordained   that   the    child  should   have 
education   and   the   parent   must    send 
his  child  to  school.     In  the   opinion  of 
the    majority    of    the    people    of     this 
country  education  without  religion  was 
worthless.     They  could  not  leave   out 
religion  from  true  education  any    more 
than  they  could  mathematics  or  writing. 
The  one  reason  why  he  objected  to  this 
Bill    more    strongly    than    any     other 
was  that  it  placed  religion  outside    the 
school    hours.     He    thought    it     would 
have  the  result  of  banishing  the    Bible 
from    the    schools.     There    were     some 
who  advocated  secular  instruction    and 
the   banishment   of  the   Bible    because 
they  thought  it  would  get  rid  of    the 
religious  difficulty.     Mr.  Forster  in   1870 
said  that  if  we  banished  the  Bible  from  the 
schools  the  irreligious 'difficulty    which 
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would  be  created  would  be  even  greater 
than  the  religious  difficulty,  and  he 
expressed  a  hope  that  the  time  would 
come  when  all  parents  would  be  able 
to  agree  as  to  the  religious  education 
to  be  given  to  their  children.  He  (Mr. 
Lambton)  ventured  to  express  the  same 
hope  in  1902.  .  It  was  perfectly  as- 
tounding in  the  20th  century  there 
shoiild  be  such  differences  between 
Church  of  England  Christians  and 
•Nonconformist  Christians  that  they 
could  not  agree  as  to  the  teaching  to 
be  given  to  httle  children.  He  was 
grieved  to  think  that  the  present  Bill 
did  not  remove  those  difierences.  That 
might  be  owing  perhaps  to  misconception 
on  both  sides,  and  he  was  convinced 
it  was  owing  in  some  degree  to  the  fact 
that  Cowper-Templeism  was  looked  upon 
with  suspicion  by  so  many  hon.  Members 
on  the  Opposition  side,  and  owing  to 
action  like  that  of  {he  hon.  Member  for 
Louth,  who  so  persistently  objected  to 
any  concession  to  denominationalists. 
Lord  Shaftesbury  in  1870  said  that 
denominational  teaching  was  founded 
on  the  assumption  that  these  little 
children  were  persons  of  mature  age. 
He  quite  agreed.  He  believed  that 
a  modus  vivendi  was  attainable,  and 
would  be  attained  in  this  country. 
What  stood  in  the  way  ?  Perhaps 
a  few  proud  prelates  or  arrogant 
doctors  of  divinity.  He  was  only  a 
layman,  and  it  was  not  for  him  to 
suggest  to  them  what  they  should  do  ; 
but  he  was  quite  convinced  that  no  man, 
not  even  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton, would  say  that  they  should  banish 
religion  from  the  schools  on  that  ground. 
He  did  not  think  that  even  in  the  name 
of  Science  that  could  be  done,  because 
if  they  asked  the  question,  "  What  is 
religion  1 "  there  might  be  a  thousand 
answers  but  to  the  question,  "  What  is 
science  1  "  there  was  only  one  answer. 
Science  was  the  true  understanding  of 
nature,  and  it  had  not  solved  the  mystery 
of  the  human  soul.  The  human  soul 
Avas  alwa3rs  asking  for  religion,  and  it  was 
not  for  man  or  Parliaments  to  deny  the 
spiritual  cravings  of  nature.  Therefore 
their  endeavour  must  be  to  afford  the 
children  such  teaching.  If  the  leaders  of 
the  Churches  stood  in  the  way  of  that 
happy  consummation  all  that  they  could 

do  was  to  ask  them  to  remember  the 


words  of  our  great  Mister,  "  Suffer  Uttle 
children  to  come  unto  Me  and  forbid 
them  not."  But  here  they  had  only  to 
hold  even  the  balance  of  justice  which 
was  the  only  chance  of  peace  in  this 
question,  and  he  did  hope  when  this  Bill 
came  back  from  another  place  they  would 
continue  this  discussion  in  a  friendly 
aid  peaceable  spirit.  They  might  fail, 
but  at  all  events  let  them  determine  not 
to  use  the  souls  of  little  children  as 
counters  in  the  poUtical  game. 

The  solicitor  -  general  (Sir 
W.  RoBSON,  South  Shields),  who  was 
indistinctly  heard,  said  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  one  statement 
which  he  thought  he  would  be  disposed 
to  modify  on  reflection.  It  was  said 
that  this  Bill  would  create  more  injustice 
than  it  would  remove.  The  Government 
had  endeavoured  to  place  definite  denomi- 
national teaching  upon  a  voluntary  basis. 
That  was  the  real  characteristic  part  of 
the  Bill.  The  Opposition  described  the 
Bill  as  a  Bill  for  secularising  the  Church 
schools,  in  effect  for  the  benefit  of  Non- 
conformists. If  that  were  true  it  ^ould 
be  a  very  serious  reflection  not  only  on  the 
Bill  but  also  upon  Nonconformists.  He 
ventured  to  ask  the  House  to  look  at  this 
proposition  a  little  more  critically  and 
fairly.  What  was  the  effect  of  this  Bill 
upon  Church  schools  ?  He  was  asking 
what  was  its  practical  effect.  He  was 
not  asking  what  some  sensitive  person 
might  believe  to  be  a  possibility  under 
this,  that,  or  the  other  clause,  but  what 
was  likely  to  be  the  real  result  of  this  Bill 
in  actual  working.  Looking  at  the 
matter  in  that  way  could  anyone  doubt 
that  the  denominational  teaching  which 
Churchmen  desired  would  go  on  much  the 
same  as  before  ?  The  old  custom  of  the 
Church  of  England  schools,  speaking 
generally,  was  to  have  two  days  a  ^eek 
for  Catechism  teaching,  and  three  days  a 
week  for  the  simple  Bible  teaching  and 
prayer  that  made  up  the  elements  of 
Cowper- Temple  teaching.  Was  there  any 
reason  why  all  this  should  not  go  on  in 
substance  as  it  had  always  gone  on  ? 
Would  Churchmen  have  any  difficulty  in 
getting  volunteeers  to  give  Catechism 
instruction  on  two  days  a  week  ?  He 
could  not  believe  they  would.  They  who 
did  a  great  work  before  1870,  and  to  their 
honour  had  maintained  a  great  burden 
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— though  a  rapidly  diminishing  burden 
— since,  would  find  no  difficulty  in  pro- 
viding Catechism  instruction  in  their 
own  schools  on  two  days  of  the  week, 
especially  when  they  were  being  relieved 
in  so  many  other  directions.  Even 
now  the  Church  of  England  was  left  in 
a  position  of  very  substantial  privilege. 
It  would  possess  the  very  special  right 
of  entry  to  its  schools,  and  it  would  have 
them  maintained  free  of  cost,  with  the 
payment  of  rent  by  way  of  contribution 
to  the  cost.  In  other  words.  Churchmen 
under  this  Bill  would  have  the  right 
of  entry  in  what  had  now  become  State 
buildings  and  State  property.  Ke  asked 
hon  Members  to  put  to  themselves 
fairly  and  squarely  this  question  :  Did 
that  look  as  if  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
had  been  animated  by  any  special  spite 
against  the  Church  of  England  ?  He 
thought  not.  It  was  also  said  that  after 
all  the  Bin  was  for  the  benefit  of  Noncon- 
formists. Again,  he  would  invite  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  consider  a  Uttle  the 
position  of  Nonconformists.  Noncon- 
formity was  spoken  of  as  if  it  had  no 
doctrines  or  form  of  reUgion,  and  was 
giving  nothing  up,  and  that  the  Church 
must  receive  some  special  compensation 
because  Cowper-Templeism  was  pecuUarly 
favourable  to  Nonconformists.  The  body 
of  doctrine  among  Nonconformists  was  so 
deep,  so  complicated,  so  far-reaching 
in  the  lives  and  conduct  of  men  that  they 
would  not  allow  the  State  to  touch  it. 
Could  it  be  supposed,  therefore,  that 
Nonconformity  was  giving  nothing  up 
from  the  doctrinal  point  of  view  when  it 
consented  that  the  State  should  give 
non-dogmatic,  non-denominational  teach- 
ing instead  of  taking  money  from  the  State 
to  teach  its  own  doctrine  ?  He  was  sure 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  realise  that,  if  they 
would  use,  not  their  reason,  but  their 
imagination  for  a  moment,  and  just  think 
what  would  be  the  effect  upon  their  own 
feelings  if  Nonconformists  were  really  to 
claim  doctrinal  equality.  Supposing  that 
there  had  been  no  Cowper-Temple  clause, 
and  the  Nonconformists  had  carried 
a  great  many  school  areas  and 
had  placed  them  under  their  own 
doctrinal  teaching.  What  would  be 
the  feeling  of  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site if  they  saw  Nonconformists 
having  a  privilege  in  State  schools  in 

any  parallel  to  their  own  ?    They  would 
Sir  fF.  Bobson, 


think  it  a  hardship  and  a  bitter  grievance. 
Supposing  they  went  into  a  council 
school  and  heard  the  teacher  paid  by 
the  State  telling  the  little  ones  that  even 
baptism  was  an  absurdity  and  apostolic 
succession  an  error.  Would  they  like 
it  if  they  could  hear  the  teacher  to 
whose  support  they  n\ust  contribute 
taking  one  by  one  every  doctrine  they 
held  dear  and  pointing  out  that  it  was  an 
imposture  ?  They  would  conceive,  and 
rightly  so,  that  they  were  grossly  injured 
as  a  Christian  community.  He  appealed 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  not  in  any  angry 
controversial  spirit,  because  he  knew 
he  was  dealing  with  Christian  and 
fair-minded  men,  subject  of  course  to 
the  fog  that  controversy  so  often  intro- 
duced between  disputants,  but  he  asked 
them  to  consider  the  picture  he  had  put 
before  their  mind.  Let  them  reflect 
upon  the  deep  feeling  of  indignation  and 
of  wrong  that  would  permeate  their 
Church  if  they  were  put  under  precisely 
the  same  S3rstem  as  the  Nonconformists 
had  been  placed  under.  It  was  not  fair 
to  say  that  Nonconformity  was  getting 
the  benefit ;  it  did  not  seek  it.  There 
was  only  one  respect  in  which  anything 
like  equality  could  be  said  to  be  established 
even  now  between  the  Anglican  and 
Nonconformist  Churches,  and  that  was 
that  distinctively  dogmatic  teaching  was 
placed  on  a  voluntary  basis.  But  that 
seemed  to  be  the  very  grievance  of  the 
Church,  and  their  policy  corresponded  to 
their  grievance.  What  was  the  policy  of  the 
Conservative  Party  ?  It  would  be  no 
injustice  to  say  that  it  was  still  the 
policy  embodied  in  the  Act  of  1902. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone  was  beginning  to  have  his  doubts 
about  the  Act  of  1902.  The  noble  Lord 
had  not  yet  reached  the  stage  of  giving 
them  very  emphatic  expression,  but  he 
was  not  quite  comfortable  when  he 
was  on  the  Act  of  1902.  Who  was  ? 
His  fear  was  not  that  the  noble^Lord 
would  not  go  far  enough  for  them,  but 
that  he  was  going  too  far.  Up 
to  1902  the  theory  of  Parliamentary 
grants  was  that  laid  down  in  the 
speeches  and  legislation  of  1870 — 
namely,  that  those  grants  represented 
a  ^ift  by  the  State  in  aid  of  secular 
education.  But  under  the  Act  of  1902  a 
different  state  of  things  came  into  being. 

Then  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  took 
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the  rates  in  order  to  supersede  the  sub- 
scriptions. He  took  the  teacher  who  had 
hitherto  been  paid  partly  by  the  denomi- 
nation and  put  the  whole  cost  of  the 
teacher's  salary,  covering  the  cost  of 
religious  instruction,  on  the  rates.  The 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  the  dis- 
tinction therefore  that  he  definitely, 
avowedly,  and  explicitly  put  the  cost 
of  distinctive  dogmatic  teaching  on  other 
backs  than  those  of  the  denomination 
who  wanted  it.  That  and  nothing  else 
was  the  policy  of  1902,  and  a  grievance 
was  undoubtedly  created  among  Noncon- 
formists which  must  be  dealt  with  in 
some  form.  Now,  what  was  the  means 
by  which  it  was  to  be  met  ?  The 
CSianceUor  of  the  Exchequer  had  already 
drawn  attention  to  it,  and  he  should  like 
to  say  a  few  words  upon  it.  The  Con- 
servatives put  forward  what  was  called 
the  right  of  entry,  or  all  round  facilities  in 
every  school.  That  undoubtedly  looked 
a  most  admirable  solution.  But  had  hon. 
Members  opposite  seriously  considered 
what  that  proposition  involved  ?  It 
i^as  the  Conservative  alternative  to  this 
Bill.  But  he  wanted  to  know  how  they 
proposed  to  deal  with  a  grievance  that 
they  admitted,  because  it  must  not  be 
forgotten  that  the  grievance  Noncon- 
formists complained  of  was  indisputable. 
It  was  a  grievance  which  had  been  men- 
tioned again  and  again  by  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  and  that  made  more 
serious  the  responsibility  of  continuing 
it.  What  had  been  suggested  throughout 
these  debates  was  that  the  grievance  was 
met  by  giving  the  right  of  entry  to  all 
sections  to  enter  all  schools.  He  had 
not  seen  that  there  had  been  any  definite 
or  intelligible  policy  put  forward  to  meet 
the  Nonconformist  grievance  except  the 
right  of  entry.  How  else  did  hon.  Members 
propose  to  deal  with  the  Nonconformist 
grievance,  which  they  admitted  ?  No 
plan  but  the  right  of  entry  had  been 
suggested,  and  that  involved  above  all 
things  the  neutrality  of  the  State  teacher, 
because  one  denomination  could  not  in 
such  a  scheme  be  allowed  to  annex  the 
teacher.  It  would  be  preposterous  to 
talk  of  giving  equal  rights  to  all  denomina- 
tions in  the  schools,  and  yet  allow  one 
denomination  to  annex  the  teacher. 
The  right  of  entry  had  got  controversial 

advantages.     It    did    homage    to    the 

principle  of  equality,  and  that  was  a 


principle  to  which  they  were  always 
bound  to  do  homage.  But  there  would 
be  little  equality,  indeed  there  would  be 
injustice,  if  in  some  schools  a  denomina- 
tion was  to  have  exclusive  rights  in 
its  own  schools  and  yet  have  the  right  of 
entry  in  other  schools.  Therefore,  he 
took  it  that  the  essential  condition  of 
the  right  of  entry  which  was  put  forward 
by  so  many  hon.  Gentlemen  was  that  the 
teacher  should  be  neutral.  What  did 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  say  in 
regard  to  the  position  of  the  State 
teacher  ?  It  was  not  quite  clear  what 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  thought,  for 
in  the  same  breath  while  they  demanded 
the  right  of  entry  to  all  schools,  they 
protested  against  anyone  but  a  State 
teacher  giving  religious  instruction.  The 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  went  down  to 
Cambridge  and  drew  a  picture  of  a 
teacher  sitting  silent  while  someone  else 
perhaps  better  instructed  and  of  a  more 
theological  spirit  came  in  to  give  the 
lesson  which  the  teacher  had  been  accus- 
tomed for  generations  to  give.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  called  that  a  great 
atrocity,  and  he  still  thought  it  an  atro- 
city that  the  State  teacher  should  allow 
anyone  else,  even  a  clergyman,  more 
highly  cultivated  and  instructed,  to 
come  in  and  give  the  religious  lesson. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (City  of 
London) :  That  was  not  the  atrocity. 
V*^hat  I  called  an  atrocity  was  pre- 
venting a  man  who  had  been  accus- 
tomed to  give  the  religious  teaching 
from  doing  so,  if  he  were  competent  and 
willing. 

Sir  W.  BOBSON  said  that  under  the 
right  of  entry  scheme,  "  the  teacher 
would  sit  silent."  Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  that  the  Church  schools 
'  were  to  retain  all  their  exclusive  advan- 
tages ?  What  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  at  Cambridge  was  this — 

I      "Henceforth    the  teacher   is  to  sit   silent 

'  and    hear    the    religious     lesson    which  ^  he 

has  heen   accostomed   to  give  to  generations 

of     children    with    general    approval    given 

'  by  no  doubt  an  equ^y  instructed  and  even 

I  more  highly  cultivated  person,  but  one  who 

I  is  not  by  training  as  well  qualified  to  give 

that  sarae  lesson  as  the  teacher  who  has  done 

so  year  by  year.  Is  not  that  a  great  atrocity  ?  " 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  i^^That  is  not 
the  opinion  I  expressed. 
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Sir  W.  ROBSON  said  he  had  no  de- 
sire to  ascribe  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man an  opinion  which  he  repudiated, 
but  he  must  have  some  opinion — ^he  did 
noffc  care  what  it  was.  He  might  take 
it,  at  all  events,  as  being  the  fact  that  in 
the  schools  where  the  teachers  had  been 
accustomed  to  give  the  religious  lesson 
for  many  years  it  was  an  atrocity  for 
anybody  else  to  come  in  and  give  it. 
[An  Hon.  Membeb,  "  No."]  He  did  not 
need  to  go  back  two  months  for  the 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Only  two  days  ago  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man expressed  an  opinion  on  the  subject 
and  he  hoped  that  opinion  had  not  under- 
gone any  great  change.  At  the  National 
Union  of  Conservative  Associations  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"Everybody  admits  that  if  you  are  going 
effectually  to  cive  religious  education,  that 
work  must  in  the  main  oe  carried  out  by  the 
ordinary  teachers  of  the  school." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:    Hear,  hear. 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  said  he  was  on  firm 
ground  now.    In  that  case  what  became 
of  the  right  of  entry  of  all  denomin- 
ations into  every  school  ?    The  equality 
offered    to    the   Nonconformists   imder 
that  arrangement  did  not  exist  unless 
the  State  teacher  stood  neutral.     Hon. 
Members  opposite  must  make  up  their 
minds  which  of  these  opinions  they  did 
hold.    He  had  ascribed  to  their  words 
what  appeared  to  be  the  ordinary  meaning, 
but  he  appeared  to    have   been   wrong. 
He    hoped    that   right   hon.    and   hon. 
Gentlemen  would  take  the  opportunity 
of  re-stating  their  views,  and  let  the  House 
know  in  plain  terms  what  their  remedy 
for    the    Nonconformist   grievance  was. 
Did    they    mean    each     denomination 
to   give   religious  teaching  by  its  own 
officers  at  its  own  cost  ?    When  they 
gave  the  House  a  little  further  instruction 
on  that  point  he  dared  say  they  would 
be  able  to  deal  with  them  again.    There 
had  been  two  remarkable  developments 
in  this  debate.    The  first  was  the  attack 
made  on  simple  Bible  teaching  which 
had   been  spoken  of  as   subversive   of 
Christianity  itself.     The  second  was  the 
enunciation    of    the    doctrine    that    to 
make  a  child  a  Christian  it  was  necessary 
to  attach  the  child  to  some  denomination. 
That  meant  that  denominational  schoob 


must,  if  their  religion  was  to  be  effective, 
seek  to  proselytise.     He  was  sure  that 
hon.  Members  opposite  and  most  Members 
of  the  Church  of  England  would  repudiate 
with  indignation  any  idea  that  they  used 
their  schools  for  the  purpose  of  prosely- 
tism.    But  let  him  ask  hon.  Members  to 
consider    what    was    involved    in     the 
doctrine    which    had    been    so    clearly 
laid    down   that   it    was    necessary    to 
attach  a  child  to  a  denomination.     That 
was   a   very   serious   position   for  Non- 
conformists   whose    children    were    put 
into  a  Church  "  atmosphere  "  by  com- 
pulsion.    They  were  allowed  when  they 
got  there  to  relieve  themselves  of  the 
rehgious  lesson  by  means  of  the  conscience 
clause.     He    thought    it    was    a    great 
misfortune    that    in    the    schools    the 
alternative  lesson  should  be  arithmetic. 
It  was  used  as  a  punishment  in  many 
of   the   schools.    It   was    a   misfortune 
that    the    children    of   Nonconformists 
should  be  driven  into  the  atmosphere 
which  was  indicated  by  the  attacks  on 
Cowper-Temple  teaching,  and  that  they 
could   not   get   any   rehgious    teaching 
unless  they  were  attached  to  a  denomina- 
tion.   There  had  been  really  no  defence 
of  an  injustice  of  that  kind  put  on  so 
many  of  our  fellow  citizens.     There  had 
really    been    no    answer   to    the    most 
essential    part    of    the    Nonconfonmst 
case    presented    by   this    Bill,    namely, 
that  the  Nonconformist  community  of 
the  country  must  be  relieved  of    the 
burden  of  having  to  pay  for  the  teaching 
of    doctrines    contrary    to    their    faith. 
It  was  said  that  this  Bill  was  prompted 
by  disUke  of  the   Church  of  England. 
He  confessed  that  he  could  not  listen  to 
that  charge  without  deep  resentment.    If 
Churchmen  admitted,  as  they  did  admit, 
the   injustice   done   to   other   Christian 
communities  by  the  system  which  the 
Government    were    seeking    to  modify, 
they    might    go    a    ^step    further    and 
admit     that     the     effort     to     remove 
the     injustice    was      not      necessarily 
dictated  by  hatred  or  spite.    Let  them 
search  their  own  hearts,  and  see  with 
what    sentiments    they    regarded     the 
members  of  those  other  great  religious 
communities    which    they    had    dnven 
from   the   communion   of   the   National 
Church.    Perhaps    they    did    not    want 
reconciliation,    and,    for    his    part,    he 

doubted     whether      reconciliation     was 
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possible.  But  there  might  be  some 
approach  to  sympathy  and  a  better 
understanding  amongst  Protestant  com- 
munities, and  the  absence  of  any 
desire  for  such  was  one  of  the  most 
fateful  elements  in  the  religious  life  of 
to-day.  This  internecine  conflict  amongst 
those  who  preached  the  Gospel  of  Peace 
had  the  efiect  of  turning  men's  eyes 
altogether  away  from  unity,  and  if 
they  could  not  have  reconciliation  they 
might,  at  any  rate,  try  to  lessen  the 
feelings  of  repulsion.  This  education 
question  helped  to  focus  the  attention 
of  the  great  Christian  communities  away 
from  unity  and  upon  the  fact  that  the 
most  powerful  and  most  wealthy  of 
them  all  had  imposed  upon  its  fellows 
an  act  of  great  injustice.  That  was  a 
terrible  indictment,  and  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  be  given  credit  for  the 
efEort  they  were  now  making  to  free  the 
Church  of  England  from  the  shadow  of 
that  great  accusation. 


Mr.  MASTERMAN  (West  Ham,  N.) 
said  that  while  he  found  his  objections  to 
the  Bill  melting  before  the  kindness  and 
<30urte8y  of  the  Minister  for  Education, 
the  SoUcitor-Greneral  had  succeeded  in 
arousing  every  controversial  fibre  he 
possessed.  He  was  not  making  any 
complaint  against  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  method  of  controversy, 
but  he  could  not  accept  in  any  degree 
his  description  of  the  Bill.  What 
was  the  good  of  the  Solicitor-Gkneral 
saying  that  under  Clause  3  denomina- 
tional teaching  would  go  on  in  the  same 
way  that  it  had  been  going  on  for  thirty 
or  forty  years  ?  The  House  had  de- 
liberately decided  that  the  Church  teach- 
ing which  had  been  going  on  in  the  village 
schools  of  England  by  the  teachers  was 
no  longer  to  be  given  by  those  teachers, 
«ven  outside  school  hours  and  at  their 
own  expense.  People  would  ask  why 
this  teaching  which  their  children  had 
been  receiving  for  so  many  years  was 
now  suddenly  to  be  regarded  as  poison. 
He  did  not  agree  that  the  right  of  entry 
implied  the  neutrality  of  the  teacher.  He, 
however,  had  no  objection  to  neutrality 
if  neutrality  were  made  equal  all  round. 
This  BiU  did  not  give  religious  equality. 

The  soundest  thing  said  by  the  hon.  and 

learned  Member  for  Waterford  ^as  that 


the  day  for  argument  had  gone  by ;  and 
therefore  he  would  not  use  further  argu- 
ment. But  he  might  say  that  they  had 
been  debating  this  Bill  for  four  months 
and  some  of  them  had  been  trying  to 
make  it  %  just,  equal,  and  final  settlement 
of  the  education  question.  Some  of 
them  had  pressed  for  what  they  were  con- 
vinced was  the  only  proper  solution  of 
the  problem  :  that  the  State  should  with- 
draw altogether  from  teaching  or  creating 
a  religion.  They  were  beaten ;  they 
accepted  defeat  and  only  wished  to 
safeguard  the  interests  of  minorities. 
Every  kind  of  concession  which  they 
advocated  had  been  refused — ^not  alto- 
gether by  the  wish  of  the  Minister  for 
Education,  but  because  of  the  cry  of "  No 
concession  "  from  the  Ministerial  benches. 
From  an  educational  point  of  view  he 
believed  that  it  woxild  have  been  much 
better  to  have  built  new  schools  all  over 
the  country  than  take  over  the  non- 
provided  schools  where  one  religion  would 
now  be  taught  at  the  expense  of  all  others. 
There  was  a  misty  and  shadowy  feeling 
about  Clause  4.  What  was  asked  for 
was  a  poll  of  the  parents.  Now  it  was 
decided  that  the  souls  of  children  in  an 
area  with  a  population  of  5,000  were 
more  valuable  than  the  souls  of  children 
in  an  area  of  under  5,000.  And  they 
were  reduced  to  the  alternative  of 
contracting  out  or  kicking  out.  Their 
objections  had  not  been  answered  and 
for  the  first  time  in  history  a  Govern- 
ment calling  itself  Liberal  was  definitely 
enacting  that  one  kind  of  religious  teach- 
ing and  one  kind  only  should  be  sub- 
sidised by  the  State.  They  had  heard 
eloquent  speeches  against  that  religious 
teaching,  but  he  had  nothing  to  say  against 
it  except  this,  that  hov/ever  admirable, 
however  sound  it  might  be,  the  fact  was 
that  an  appreciable  minority  in  this 
country  refused  to  accept  it.  They  had 
heard  a  repudiation  of  that  form  of  re- 
ligious instruction  by  an  hon.  Member  who 
spoke  for  2,500,000  Roman  Catholic 
citizens  of  this  country,  and  there  were  a 
large  number  of  others  who  objected  to 
that  form  of  religious  instruction.  This, 
therefore,  was  rather  a  forlorn  position 
for  a  Liberal  Government  to  take  up.  He 
regretted  that  this  Bill  should  go  to 
another  place  in  this  forlorn  condition. 
They  were  sending  the  Bill  to  another 
place  knowing  that  large  changes  would 
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be  made  there  and  were  prepared  to  ac- 
cept at  least  a  certain  number  of  those 
changes.  [Ministerial  cries  of  "  No, 
no."]  Hon.  Members  dissented  now  but 
he  ventured  to  say  that  in  six  months' 
time  his  hon.  friends  would  ^probably 
find  themselves  more  in  agreement  with 
him  upon  that  point.  He  regretted 
every  kind  of  concession  that  they  made 
to  another  place,  because  what  might  have 
been  given  out  of  magnanimity  was 
given  grudgingly  and  of  necessity  and 
would  not  bring  back  those  Liberals 
who  had  been  alienated  by  this  Bill. 
Still  more  deplorable  was  the  fact  that 
every  concession  they  on  their  side 
received  from  the  Upper  House  weakened 
the  general  democratic  appeal  against  the 
constitution  of  that  Chamber.  It  was  sad 
to  think  that  this  great  democratic  move- 
ment which  some  of  them  looked  upon  as 
the  dawn  of  a  new  day  should  have  as  one 
of  its  first  results  the  fact  that  2,500,000 
CathoHcs  and  a  more  indefinite  number 
of  Liberals  were  saying  "  Thank  God  for 
the  institution  of  the  House  of  Lords." 
To  exercise  a  giant's  strength  like  a 
giant  was  to  be  guilty  of  tyranny,  and  he 
thought  they  should  have  been  more 
magnanimous  in  deaUng  with  this  sub- 
ject. After  saying  this,  however,  he 
hoped  it  would  not  be  considered  as  a 
weakness  on  his  part  if  he  said  that  he 
intended  to  vote  for  the  Third  Reading 
of  the  Bill.  No  incident  in  his  short  and 
in  glorious  political  experience  had  caused 
him  so  much  trouble  as  that  fact.  He 
should  vote  for  the  Third  Reading  of  the 
Bill  because  it  estabhshed  popular  con- 
trol and  because  he  thought  there  was 
much  in  the  contention  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Camberwell  that  1906  was 
born  of  1902.  After  the  injustice  bom 
of  1902  it  was  perhaps  rather  too  much  to 
expect  from  human  nature  anything  Hke 
a  permanent  and  satisfactory  settlement, 
but  he  believed  that  every  unfair  Bill 
passed  by  either  side  helped  forward  the 
day  when  the  nation  would  accept  the 
secular  solution  of  the  problem,  because 
it  was  a  solution  which  was  equal  and 
therefore  Liberal ;  because  it  was  com- 
patible with  giving  the  highest  religious 
education  to  every  child  in  the  country. 
He  felt  convinced  that  in  the  end  the 
coimtry  would  find  one  solution  and 
one  solution  only  which  was  capable  at 
^fr,  Masterman. 


the  same  time  of  making  for  educational 
progress  and  religious  equality. 

♦Mr.  perks  (Lincolnshire,  Louth) 
said  he  wished  to  express  his  absolute 
dissent  from  the  views  to  which  the  House 
had  just  listened.  He  did  not  think  that 
secularism  would  in  consequence  of  the 
passing  of  this  Bill  be  any  nearer  of 
introduction  into  the  elementary  schools 
of  this  country  than  it  was  to-day.  He 
thought  therefore  that  that  fear  might 
be  set  aside  as  an  idle  one.  Passing  on  to 
more  practical  matters,  he  would  like 
to  say  one  or  two  words  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  Nonconformist^ 
and  he  did  not  object  to  being  called 
an  extreme  Nonconformist.  Before  he  did 
so,  he  wished  to  pay  a  tribute  to  the  very 
tactful  and  delicate  way  in  which  the 
Minister  for  Education  had  handled  this 
subject,  and  if  in  coming  months  the  Non- 
conformists had  to  say  some  strong  things 
about  Clause  4  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  think  that  they  did 
not  appreciate  the  ability,  zeal,  and  good 
temper  which  he  had  shown  in  the  con- 
duct of  this  Bill.  It  was  true  that  promi- 
nent Nonconformists  in  the  country  were 
very  deeply  disappointed  vdth  some  of 
the  clauses  of  this  measure.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  earlier  in  the 
day  had  referred  to  Clause  4,  and  said  it 
was  the  clause  of  all  others  which 
the  Government  considered  to  be  vital 
to  their  Bill.  He  indicated,  although  he 
did  not  say  so  in  so  many  words,  that 
that  was  the  corner  stone  of  the  measure 
and  the  foundation  upon  which  the 
Government  built.  But  that  clause,  as  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might  have 
known  if  he  had  been  informed  of  the 
opinions  of  the  great  Nonconformist 
Churches  of  the  country,  was  the  clause 
against  which  every  Free  Church  in  the 
country  had  directed  its  censure.  In- 
deed he  did  not  know  of  a  single  religious 
community  of  any  sort  outside  the  Churcli 
of  England  which  had  not  called  upon  the 
Government  either  to  withdraw  this  clause 
altogether  or  to  alter  it  so  that  it  would  not 
bring  about  what  the  Government  desired. 
Therefore  he  learned  with  regret  that 
the  Government  intended  to  stick  to  this 
objectionable  clause.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman   had   twitted   him   with   his 

obtrusive  opposition  to  this  clause,  but 

he   could   assure  him  that  what  little 
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opposition  he  had  given  in  the  House 
was  nothing  to  the  opposition  which 
would  be  given  to  it  by  prominent 
Nonconformist  communities  from  one 
end  of  the  country  to  the  other. 
Nonconformists  were  disappointed  with 
the  Bill  because,  while  it  started  with  a 
very  bold  declaration  of  what  it  meant 
to  do,  it  had  not  really  done  what  it 
contemplated.  It  was  all  very  well  to 
say  they  intended  to  secure  for 
every  school  popidar  control  under  a 
unified  system.  Schemes  of  great  in- 
tricacy had  been  introduced  for  setting 
up  a  multitudinous  number  of  sectarian 
schools,  and  in  many  cases  \mquestion- 
ably  involving  a  sectarian  test  for  the 
teacher.  Nonconformists  were  some- 
times told  that  they  had  submitted 
no  alternative.  He  quite  admitted  that 
the  princiole  of  the  right  of  entry  was 
bad  and  impracticable.  It  had  been 
tried  and  had  signally  failed.  But 
there  was  another  alternative,  and 
one  which  might  be  adopted  if  this 
Bill  did  not  become  law.  He  was 
not  very  sanguine  of  the  Bill  becoming 
law,  and,  personally,  it  certainly  would 
not  break  his  heart  if  it  did  not,  so  long 
as  Clause  4  remained  in  its  present 
shape.  The  alternative  Was  to  re-establish 
the  old  school  boards  and  cover  the 
whole  country  with  them.  He  woidd 
create  school  boards  in  the  rural 
districts  of  manageable  dimensions,  and 
he  would  turn  over  to  these  popularly 
elected  ad  Aoc  authorities  every  elemen- 
tary school  in  the  country  as  well  as  tho 
control  of  every  department  of  public 
education  of  all  grades.  In  doing  this 
he  certainly  would  not  confiscate  any- 
body's property.  The  million  provided 
in  the  Bill  would  be  amply  sufficient  to  set 
up  all  over  the  country  these  board  schools 
and  for  erecting  new  schools  where  desired. 
Voluntary  schools  could  be  purchased 
>^here  there  was  a  desire  to  sell.  He 
ventured  to  suggest  that  it  might  not 
be  undesirable  to  see  if  they  coxild  not 
devise  some  scheme  by  which  the  Roman 
Catholic  difficulty  could  be  met.  He 
entirely  agreed  with  some  words  that 
fell  from  the  Solicitor-General  in  which 
he  said  the  Catholics  could  not  be 
expected  to  receive  the  Protestant  Bible 
as  the  common  book  of  instruction  for  the 

children   of    Catholic   parents   under    a 

Cowper- Temple   system  o^   religious  in- 


struction. But  he  did  not  think  it  could 
be  so  stated  and  resisted  so  far  as  the 
Church  of  England  was  concerned.  There 
was  in  his  mind  a  vital  distinction  between 
the  two  cases.  He  was  anxious  that  no 
school  in  this  country  should  be  used  for 
the  purpose  of  proselytising  the  children  of 
other  religious  communities.  He  did  not 
understand  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  desired  to  educate  Protestant 
children  in  their  Catholic  schools.  He 
would  far  rather  that  no  Protestant  child 
should  receive  his  instruction  at  Roman 
Catholic  schools.  But  there  was  a  strong 
and  he  thought  a  reasonable  feel- 
ing on  the  part  of  the  Catholics  of 
this  country  that  it  was  unfair  that 
their  children  in  these  schools  should 
receive  Cowper-Temple  instruction.  The 
Nonconformists  had  no  desire  that  the 
children  of  any  sect  should  grow  up 
in  insanitary  buildings,  under  such  con- 
ditions that  both  physically  and  mentally 
they  were  not  fit  to  dischaMe  the  proper 
duties  of  citizenship,  and  if  the  leaders 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  desired  to 
meet  the  leaders  of  British  Nonconformity 
in  order  to  see  if  some  agreement  could  be 
arrived  at,  speaking  only  for  himself,  he 
would  go  avery  long  way  indeed  in  con- 
ference with  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
in  this  country  to  try  and  meet  the 
special  difficulties  of  the  case. 

SirVCARNE  RASCH  (Essex,  Chelms- 
ford) said  it  was  not  fair  to  test  the 
accuracy  of  the  anonymous  assertion  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton had  alluded.  He  would  only 
say  that  the  animal  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  likened  was  a  professor 
of  short  speeches  which  he  was  afraid 
the  hon.  Member  was  not.  As  he  had 
not  ventured  to  offer  his  views  on 
this  question  on  the  Committee  stage 
perhaps  the  House  would  allow  him 
to  say  a  few  words  on  the  Third  Reading. 
He  did  not  pretend  to  be  an  expert.  He 
was  only  a  humble  agricultural  Member 
— he  had  even  been  called  by  a  Vice-Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  "  Tony  Lumpkin," 
and  had  been  told  that  the  agricultural 
Members  knew  more  about  the  difference 
between  oats  and  barley  than  about 
education.  That  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  said  that  if  they  had  their  way 
they    would    rather   have     the    money 

proposed  to  be   spent    upon   education 
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been  carried  in  open  House  by  a  forty- 
seven  majority,  would  remember  that  it 
was  their  own  child,  and  after  having 
exposed  it  to  the  discordant  elements, 
would  take  it  up  again  and  cherish  it.  As 
for  the  eighty-five  Liberals  who  voted 
against  the  clause,  he  could  only  say  that 
if  he  had  stood  on  the  various  platforms 
in  his  constituency  during  the  contest 
and  had  said  that  he  should  vote  against 
the  only  democratic  clause  in  the  Bill, 
the  clause  that  made  reUgious  freedom 
real,  and  should  help  to  rehabilitate  the 
fusty  futilities  of  the  conscience  clause, 
he  suspected  that  he  would  not  have 
been  in  the  House  of  Commons  to  vote 
at  all.  The  root  of  the  c-ompromise 
in  this  Bill  was  that  the  State  was  still 
dabbling  in  religious  education,  and 
still  patronising  and  controlling  religion. 
And  the  root  of  that  policy  was  that  the 
bulk  of  the  English  people  would  have  it 
so,  because  they  were  not  yet  accustomed 
to  believe  in  the  power  of  religion  or  to 
leave  the  spread  of  godliness  to  the  godly. 
Whether  the  people  would  long  remain  in 
the  same  stay  depended  on  the  answer 
to  the  question,  "  Will  there  be  peace  1  " 
By  this  he  did  not  mean  whether  the 
squabble  of  the  sects,  as  it  was  called, 
could  be  made  to  cease,  but  whether 
a  stop  could  be  put  to  the  cause  of 
that  squabble,  the  self-assertion  of  one 
sect.  Till  that  time  came,  \mtil  there 
was  a  sense  of  equality  not  only  on  the 
paper  of  an  Act  but  in  the  temper  of  a 
Church,  there  was  no  prospect  of  a  settle- 
ment except  on  a  secular  basis,  and  for 
which  basis  that  Church  temper,  and  it 
alone,  must  bear  the  responsibility. 

«Mr.  hunt  (Shropshire,  Ludlow)  said 
it  appeared  to  him  from  the  speeches 
that  had  been  made  that  nobody — not 
even  hon.  Members  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House — liked  this  Bill.  The 
Labour  Party  and  the  Irish  Party  were 
opposed  to  it.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Blackburn  in  a  speech  at  Stockton  said — 

"  The  Bill  pleased  nolxxly  but  the  Noncon- 
formists. In  their  joy  at  being  offered  the 
chance  of  having  Nonconformity  established  as 
the  Stale  religion  in  the  schools  the  Noncon- 
formists have  forgotten  all  the  resolutions  of 
their  councils  and  conferences,  and  are 
embracing  a  measure  which  will  inflict  a 
conscientious  outrage  on  the  majority  of  the 
people  of  the  country  and  increase  tenfold  the 
oittemess  of  the  sectarian  conflicts  in  every 
locality  in  the  land." 

Mr,  Massie, 


That  was  the  opinion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Blackburn  about  this  measure. 
The  Nonconformists  were  always  talking 
about  their  objection  to  tests  for  teachers, 
but  he  would  read  to  the  House  a  quota- 
tion showing  how  they  carried  out  this 
principle  themselves.  At  the  Noncon- 
formist College  at  Bishop's  Stortford  a 
teacher  was  dismissed  for  no  other  reason 
than  that  he  was  a  Catholic,  and  a  letter 
from  the  headmaster  stated — 

'*  I  regret  that  I  have  no  option  but  to  aak 
you  to  retire  from  holding  a  masterehip  here  at 
the  end  of  this  term." 

Mr.  GEORGE  WHITE:  Is  that  a 
college  maintained  by  public  funds  1 

Mr.  HUNT  said  it  was.  The  school 
from  which  this  teacher  was  dismissed 
because  of  his  religion  had  had  grants 
from  the  Hertfordshire  County  Council 
amounting  to  £550.  He  woidd  give  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  interrupted  him 
another  specimen  of  a  Nonconformist 
parson.  At  a  meeting  held  in  reference 
to  a  dispute  about  a  school  in  Flintshire 
the  Rev.  Dr.  Evan  Jones  said — 

**  fle  detested  the  idea  of  a  coropromisa  He 
would  more  willingly  agree  to  divide  the  world 
with  the  devil  than  to  divide  the  schools  with 
the  Roman  Catholics.  He  bad  known  them 
both  personally,  and  he  had  known  Rome.  He 
would  rather  be  responsible  for  the  building  of 
the  school  himself  than  go  shares  with  the 
Roman  Catholics.  If  they  compromised  with 
the  devil  they  knew  where  they  were,  but  with 
the  Catholics  they  never  knew  what  the  end 
would  be." 

Under  this  Bill  Catholic  children  might 
be  taught  by  Jewish  teachers,  and  Non- 
conformist children  might  be  taught 
by  CathoUc  teachers,  or  by  teachers 
of  any  or  no  religion  at  all.  And  thoee 
teachers  would  be  called  upon  to  give 
religious  teaching  that  they  did  not 
understand,  and  which  they  did  not 
beUeve  in.  No  man  or  woman  could 
give  religious  teaching  that  they  did 
not  beUeve  in  or  \mderstand.  They  might 
as  well  appoint  a  man  to  teach  writing 
who  could  not  write  himself  and  who 
did  not  believe  in  teaching  children 
to  write.  The  Minister  for  Education 
had  said  that  minorities  must  sufEer,  but 
in  this  case  it  was  the  great  majority 
of  volimtary  schools  built jl)y  the  Church 
of  England,  the  Catholics  and  the  Jewa^ 
in  order  to  secure  for  the  childrcoij 
reUgious  teaching,  who  gwacd 
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The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  bad 
declared  that  clericalism  was  the  enemy, 
and  he  supposed  when  he  said  that  he 
did  not  mean  the  Nonconformist  ministers 
but  the  Church  of  England  parsons  and 
the  Roman  CathoUc  priests.  This  Bill 
was  little  else  but  an  attack  upon 
the  Church  of  England.  Noncon- 
formist ministers  were,  unfortunately, 
very  jealous  of  the  Church  of  England 
parsons,  and  they  particularly  disliked 
them  from  the  fact  that  they  were  not 
in  the  same  social  position.  [Cries  of 
**  Oh,  oh !  "]  He  was  very  sorry  for 
this,  because  the  effect  of  it  was  to  turn 
Nonconformist  ministers  into  tremendous 
Radicals.  Under  this  Bill  the  supporters 
of  voluntary  schools  would  have  more 
justification  for  passive  resistance  than 
the  Nonconformists  had  under  the  Act 
of  1902.  The  Catholics  would  still 
have  to  pay  rates  and  taxes  for  religious 
teaching  in  other  schools  of  which 
they  totally  disapproved  and  at  the 
same  time  they  would  have  to  pay  for 
the  religious  teaching  in  their  own  schools. 
Catholics  had  no  objection  to  the  popular 
control  of  secular  education,  and  they 
would  be  quite  willing  to  pay  for  their 
own  religious  instruction  if  other  de- 
nominations did  the  same.  They  in- 
sisted, however,  upon  having  Catholic 
teachers  in  Catholic  schools,  and  there 
was  no  security  for  that  under  the  Bill. 
To  a  great  majority  of  English  Church- 
men the  Bill  was  preposterous,  and 
he  l[wondered  the  Government  did 
not  drop  it,  because  even  their 
own  supporters  did  not  want  it.  He 
represented  one  of  the  strongest  Pro- 
testant counties   in   England,   and   the 

opposition  to  this  Bill  in  his  constituency 
would  surprise  a  good  many  hon. 
Oentlemen  opposite.  He  hoped  English 
CJhurchmen  would  fight  shoulder  to 
shoulder  to  get  fair  play.  He  thought 
he  was  justified  in  saying  that  the 
Liberal  Party  never  got  a  popular  man- 
date for  this  Bill,  and  if  it  was  forced 
through  the  House  against  the  wishes 
of  a  great  majority  of  the  parents  the 
supporters  of  denominational  teaching 
wonld  be  compelled  to  adopt  some  form 
of  resistance  on  a  giganlic  scale  under 
which  it  would  be  found  impossible  to 
work  t^e  Education  Act  of  1906. 


Mr.  MACLEAN  (Bath)  said  he  desired 
to  point  out  to  the  House  how  the  Bill 
would  act  in  his  own  constituency.  Bath 
was  full  of  Churchmen  and  Catholics. 
There  was  scarcely  any  variety  of  religious 
belief  which  was  not  represented  in  Bath. 
There  were  Nonconformist  temples. 
Church  of  England  shrines,  and  Roman 
Catholic  places  of  worship.  There  was 
no  doubt  at  all  that  the  Church  of  England 
dominated  Bath  from  the  religious  point 
of  view.  There  were  only  four  pro- 
vided schools,  with  accommodation, 
roughly  speaking,  for  2,000  children. 
The  non-provided  schools  numbered 
eighteen,  with  accommodation  roughly 
speaking  for  6,000.  Amongst  the  non- 
provided  schools  there  were  two  Roman 
Catholic  schools  with  an  average  atten- 
dance of  about  242.  He  took  it  as  pretty 
generally  agreed  that  there  were  two 
points  which  were  fairly  settled  between 
all  Parties  in  the  House,  and  that  was 
that  they  were  at  last  going  to  give 
full  and  adequate  popular  control  of  the 
schools,  and  that  there  were  to  be  no 
religious  tests  for  teachers.  The  point 
left  practically  to  deal  with  was,  what 
was  the  religious  difficulty  ?  What 
would  be  the  religious  difficulty  in  Bath 
if  this  Bill  passed  ?  The  Wells  Diocesan 
Syllabus  was  taught  in  the  council 
schools  in  the  city.  The  only  alteration 
they  made  was  that  instead  of  calling  it 
a  religious  syllabus  they  called  it  a 
Biblical  syllabus.  What  would  happen 
to  the  non-provided  schools,  which  he 
assumed  would  be  transferred  to  the 
local  education  authority  ?  For  three 
days  in  the  week  the  relirious  instruction 
wodd  consist  of  their  own  diocesan 
religious  syllabus,  and  for  two  days  of  the 
week  they  would  have  the  teaching  of 
their  own  catechism.  He  wanted  to 
know  where  the  complaint  of  English 
Churchmen  came  in.  In  the  course  of 
that  afternoon's  debate  they  had  heard 
criticisms,  amounting  almost  to  in- 
vectives, poured  on  the  Bill  in  respect 
of  its  injustice  to  Churchmen.  »The 
teaching  in  the  Bath  schools  had  been 
of  a  most  excellent  description  for 
years  past.  What  grievance  woxild  the 
Roman  Catholics  in  the  City  of  Bath 
have  under  the  Bill  ?  Obviously 
their  two  schools  would  come  within  the 

four-fifths  clause  and  therefore  they  would 
practically  go  on  as^at  present,  ^ith  the 
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exception  that  there  would  be  full  and 
adequate  control  and  the  teachers  in  them 
would  not  be  subject  to  religious  tests. 
The  local  authority  would  have  due  con- 
sideration for  the  children  attending  these 
schools,  and  they  would  appoint  Roman 
Catholic  teachers  in  them.  The  whole 
thing  would  be  most  adequately  and 
fairly  dealt  with.  The  Church  of  Eng- 
land, in  addition  to  having  all  advan- 
tages under  this  Bill,  would  have  a  fair 
and  adequate  rent  given  to  them  for  the 
use  of  their  schools.  Every  night  in  the 
week  and  all  Sunday  the  Church  would 
have  the  use  of  its  schools,  so  that  the 
rent  amounted  to  an  additional  endow- 
ment of  the  Church  of  England.  He 
was  absolutely  aghast  when  he  read 
that  morning  a  poster  which  had  been 
issued  by  the  Church  Schools  Emergency 
League.     He  gave  an  excerpt  from  it — 

"  Dare  we  professedly  Christian  people 
support  a  Bill  which  cieridea  religion,  ais- 
honours  the  Word  of  God,  and  defrauds  the 
little  ones?" 

When  he  spoke  outside  the  House  on  the 
Bill  he  had  to  exercise  considerable  re- 
straint with  regard  to  the  invectives  used 
by  the  gross  misrepresentations  of  the 
advantages  conferred  by  the  Bill.  There 
had  been  some  lukewarm  support  for  the 
Bill  from  the  Government  Benches  some- 
times. For  his  own  part  he  most  heartily 
and  thoroughly  supported  the  Bill  as  a 
most  generous  attempt  to  meet  a  most 
difl&cult  situation,  and  above  all  to  carry 
out  the  mandate  of  the  people  that  there 
should  be  no  secularisation  of  our 
national  schools.  He  would  say  to 
those  who  did  not  entirely  approve  of 
this  measure,  "  Take  care  that  you  don't 
go  farther  and  fare  very  much  worse." 
If  the  present  generous  ofier  was  not 
accepted  they  woidd  have  very  much 
worse  terms.  The  Bill  had  the  support  of 
the  representatives  of  the  Free  Churches, 
and  it  was  the  last  attempt  to  settle  this 
most  difficult  question.  If  it  did  not 
settle  it  they  would  be  thrown  back  on  a 
solution  which  he  shrank  from,  and 
that  was  the  abolition  of  the  teaching  of 
religion  from  the  schools.  He  most 
earnestly  hoped  that  in  whatever  form 
the  Bill  came  back  from  another  place 
it  would  never  leave  the  Houses  of 
Parliament   \mless  it  ^as   substantially 

in  accordance  with  the  Bill  as  it  left 
the  House  to  night. 
Mr,  Maclean, 


♦Mr.  remnant  (Finsbury,  Holbom) 
said  that  one  could  not  but  be  glad  at  the 
admission  with  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bath  concluded  his  speech.  He 
hoped  that  in  the  division  on  the  Third 
Reading  they  would  have  the  hon. 
Member  on  the  side  of  those  who  were 
fighting  for  the  retention  of  religious 
teaching  in  the  schools.  This  BiU 
offended  against  every  Liberal  principle. 
It  aboUshed  religious  freedom  by  penalis- 
ing the  Church  in  favour  of  Noncon- 
formists ;  its  clauses  were  complicated 
and  mutually  destructive,  for  while  it 
abolished  religious  tests  it  imposed  them 
in  the  four-fifths  schools.  The  Bill 
struck  not  only  at  the  roots  of  morality, 
but  also  at  the  formation  of  sound 
character.  The  root  fact  which  the 
Nonconformists  must  learn  to  appreciate 
was  that  large  masses  of  their  fellow- 
Christians  regarded  a  S3rstem  of  un- 
denominational religious  instruction 
devised  by  the  State  as  derogatory  to 
reUgion,  and  would  not  submit  to  a  law 
which  imposed  it  on  them,  whether  in 
elementary  schools  or  otherwise.  This 
view  was  clearly  set  forth  by  the  late 
Mr.  Gladstone  twelve  years  ago.  He 
pointed  out  that  it  would  be  very  easy 
to  frame  an  undenominational  religion 
much  to  the  liking  of  certain  fragments 
of  the  Christian  body,  but  divested  of 
many  salient  points  needftil  in  the  view 
of  historic  Christendom  for  a  complete 
Christianity,  and  the  State  might  be 
tempted  to  authorise  such  a  scheme  by 
law  in  public  elementary  teaching,  and 
to  arm  it  with  exclusive  and  prohibitory 
powers  as  against  other  and  more 
developed  methods — 

"  It  is  in  this  direction,"  he  wrote,  "  that  we 
have  recently  been  moving,  and  the  motioo  is 
towards  a  point  where  a  danger  signal  is 
already  lifted.  Such  an  undenominational 
religion  as  this  could  have  no  promise  <^  per- 
manence. None  from  authority,  for  the 
assumed  right  to  give  it  is  the  ne^tion  of  all 
authority.  None  from  piety,  for  it  involves,  at 
the  very  outset,  the  surrender  of  the  work  of 
the  Divine  Kingdom  into  the  hands  of  the  dvil 
ruler  None  from  policy,  because  any  aad 
every  change  that  may  take  place  in  the  sens* 
of  the  constituent  bodies,  or  any  among  them 
will  supply  for  each  successive  change  precisely 
the  same  warrant  as  was  the  grounawork  of 
the  original  proceeding.  Whatever  happen*. 
let  Christianity  keep  its  own  acts  to  its  own 
agents,  and  not  malce  them  over  to  hand» 
which  would  justly  be  deemed  profane  ami 
sacrilegious  when  they  came  to  trespass  on  the 
province  of  the  sanctuary.*' 


true 


If    the 
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Tbeae    words    were 
thev    were    twelve    > 
followers  of  the  Gov- 
goiug   to   vote    for   the    Third    Reading 
were  left  free  to  vote  according  to  their 
consciences  the  majority  of  the  Govern' 
inent  (which  was  only  sixteen  on  a  recent 
important  occasion  when    the    question 
was  left  an  open  one)  would  disappear, 
and    the     Bill  would    be    relegiteLl    to 
the  position  in   which  it  oujjht   to  be. 
Again,  in  a  lett«r  to  a  political  supporter 
i>n  the  London  School  Board  election  in 
the  same  vear,  Mr.  Gladstone  wrote — 
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Whatever  English  Nonconformists  might 
think  of  this  view,  they  ought  to  acquire 
sufficient  breadth  of  mind  to  take  it  into 
itccount.  For  good  or  for  evil,  the 
attempt  of  the  last  Parliament  to  main- 
tain the  two  systems  of  provided  and  non- 
provided  schools  on  something  approach- 
ing equal  terms  was  to  be  upset.  What 
ought  in  justice  to  be  substituted  ? 
Certainly  not  a  sj'st«m  which  conferred 
exclusive  privileges  at  the  expense  of  all 
upon  so-called  "  undenominational " 
teaching,  which  satisfied  only  some  and 
was  loathed  by  others.  The  only  system 
consistent  with  the  elementary  principli 

M   cif 

which 

parents    to    determine    the    religious 

struction  of  their  children. 


secondary  schools  and  afterwards  to  the 
University,  without  any  expense  to  their 
parents.  He  h^d  made  it  his  duty  to 
inquire  into  the  kind  of  religious  educa- 
tion which  was  given  to  the  children 
in  those  schools,  and  he  found  that 
it  was  of  the  Cowper-Temple  type  ;  and 
for  forty- five  years  not  the  slightest 
objection  bad  ever  been  made  by  the 
parents  of  the  children  to  that  kmd  of 
religious  teaching.  They  had  heard  a 
great  deal  about  the  extreme  views 
which  some  Nonconformists  bad  taken 
on  this  subject  of  religious  education. 
He  ventured  to  say  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  could  not  throw  many  stones 
at  Nonconformists  about  their  extreme 
views,  because  some  of  the  most  extreme 
views  expressed  both  inside  and  outside 
the  House  on  the  subject  of  religious 
education  bad  not  been  put  forward  by 
Noncouformista ;  while  Members  of  the 
Opposition  had  put  upon  the  views  of 
Nonconformists  a  construction  which 
they  had  no  right  to  impute.  Speaking 
as  a  Quaker  who  owed  no  allegiance  to  any 
priest,  parson,  or  minister,  he  maintained 
that  Nonconformists  as  a  body  were  too 
fair-minded,  and  too  deeply  in  sympathy 
with  the  principles  of  religious  freedom 
to  share  the  opinions  expressed  by  some 
of  those  who  had  taken  the  lead  in  this 
._  ...  1  religious  tibertv  was  one  i  agitation  whether  inside  the  House  or  in 
recognised  the  duty  and  right  of  j  the  country.  While  the  great  body  of 
Nonconformists  desired  to  have  the 
burden  removed  from  their  own  shoulders, 
they  did  not  wish  to  place  a  burden  on 
the  shoulders  of  any  other  denomination. 
In  supporting  this  Bill  heartily  be  would 
point  out  that  the  very  best  evidence  of 
its  justice  was  the  fact  that  it  had  been 
opposed  by  extremists  on  both  sides. 
The  Billw,.s  a  good  Bill,  and  he  believed 
that  in  a  very  few  years  it  would  work 
beneijcally  for  th".  whole  comitry. 


•Mr.  p.  barlow  (Bedford)  said  he 
had  the  honour  t«  represent  a  constitu- 
ency which,  if  he  might  use  the  ex- 
pression, had  education  as  its  main  in- 
dustry. The  borough  of  Bedford  had 
been  possessed  of  an  educational  trust 
fund  between  300  and  40*1  years,  which 
starting  from  an  income  of  about  .£40  a 
year  bad  now  at  its  command  about 
£16,000  per  annum.  The  one  small 
■cboolhouse  of  the  early  days  had  now 
grown  into  four  of  the  finest  schools  in 
bngland,  in  which  were  educated  3,000 


•Colonel  WILLIAMS  (Dorsetshire, 
W.)  said  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  that  there 
-ere  many  Members  of   the  Church  of 


chiTdren'of  both  sexes.  He  might  be  I  England  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
told  that  this  was  a  matter  of  secondary  '  House  who  fully  appreciated  every  word 
education  only,  but  he  would  point  out  that  he  had  said.  They  quite  recipro- 
that  until  a  short  time  ago  the  Trust '  cated,  too,  the  opinions  expressed  in 
had  elementary  schools  under  its  control,  |  many  of  the  passages  of  the  speech  of 

ir-General,  as  to  the  desire 
I  of  unity  between  Christian 
.  churches  and  denominations. 


Educali&n.  {England  {COMMONS} 


539 

The  concluaon  of  the  Solicit  or- General' a 
speech  was,  however,  rather  lame,  ne 
said  that  the  hurden  on  the  Noncon- 
formists was  a  blot  upon  the  Church  of 
England,  and  that  blot  the  Bill  was 
intended  to  remove,  so  that  after  all  the 
Bill  was  aimed  at  the  Church  of  England. 
He  ventured  to  say  that  the  last 
speaker  could  not  have  paid  close 
attention,  to  the  debates,  because  there 
was  a  very  large  section  of  fellow- 
Christiana  who  did  regard  the  transfer 
of  the  burden  from  Nonconformists  aa 
putting  a  very  serious  burden  on  Church- 
men. There  were  a  good  many  incon- 
sistenoiee  as  well  in  the  phrases  of 
the  speech  of  the  Solicitor- General.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  alleged 
that  it  had  often  been  said  that 
Nonconformist  doctrine  would  be  bene- 
fite  '.  by  the  passing  of  this  Bill.  He, 
for  one,  had  never  said  that ;  on  the 
contrary,  he  held  that  it  had  always 
been  the  claim  of  Nanoonformists  that 
they  did  not  want  theii  part:cular 
doctrines  to  be  taught  in  the  national 
elementary  schools.  But  the  Nonoon- 
formists  wanted  nobody  else's  doctrines 
to  be  taught  in  the  elementary  schools. 
They  said,  "We  do  not  want  denomi- 
national teaching  for  our  own  children, 
and  therefore  we  will  not  have  denomi- 
national teaching  given  to  other  people's 
children,"  and  this  Bill  carried  that  out. 
The  doctrines  of  Nonconformists  were 
not  benefited  by  it,  hut  their  wants  were 
satisfied.  The  Sol  lei  tor -General  went  on 
to  speak  about  neutrality  all  round,  and 
the  annexation  of  teachers.  By  whom 
were  the  teachers  to  be  annexed  ? 
By  the  Church  of  England,  or  by 
the  Roman  Catholics,  or  by  the 
Nonconformists  ?  What  a  pitiful  thing 
it  was  that  the  great  Liberal  Party 
could  not  pass  an  Education  Bill  without 
aaying  to  the  finest  body  of  teachers  in 
the  world  that  they  must  muis^lfi  their 
consciences,  and  when  they 
the  schools,  no  matter  what  thei 
,  was,  they  must  not  show  it.  M 
came  to  know  what  real  free< 
and  how  it  could  be  brought  al 
would ,  not  talk  of  annexing 
Then  the  man  would  teach 
believed,  and  in  his  judgment  i 
use  a  man  teaching  anythinj 
what  he  believed.  They  oughl 
Colonel  Williams. 
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a  man  or  a  woman  the  right  to  teach  what 
they  believed,  and  that  was  the  founda- 
tion of  a  sound  religious  and  moral  educa- 
tion. Therefore  he  hoped  that  they 
should  not  hear  any  more  about  the 
annexation  of  teachers.  It  must  be  left 
to  the  man  or  the  woman  to  teach  what 
he  or  she  believed  to  be  truth.  An  hon. 
Hember  had  alluded  to  the  case  of  Bath, 
and  said  that  no  harm  had  resulted  there 
from  adopting  the  diocesan  s^labus  of 
Bath  and  Wells.  The  hon.  Member 
forgot  to  mention,  however,  that  that 
was  the  system  which  had  been  thought 
out  by  religions  people  in  the  diocese  and 
had  not  been  imposed  by  the  local  autho- 
rity, or  by  the  coimty  conncil.  The 
case  exactly  illustrated  what  they  had 
been  fighting  for,  viz.,  that  the  reUgious 
instruction  should  be,  he  would  not  say 
dictated,  but  superintended  by  religious 
people.  (An  Hon.  Member  :  The 
syllabufl  was  adopted  by  the  Bath 
Education  Authority.]  That  was 
his  point.  It  was  an  exceedingly  un- 
fortunate instance  to  give.  What  he 
wanted  to  know  was  where  we  stood 
to-day  in  the  educational  history  of  this 
country.  Did  hon.  Members  really  look 
upon  this  Bill  as  a  new  and  potent 
factor  in  the  religious  education  of 
the  children  ?  He  was,  as  hon.  Mem- 
bers knew,  not  concerned  with  the  fact 
of  whether  it  was  Church  of  England 
or  Nonconformist  teaching,  but  he  was 
concerned  that  it  should  be  Christian 
teaching.  Every  year  a  new  generation 
of^children  come  forward  to  be  brought 
up,  and  unless  they  were  brought 
up  in  the  doctrines  of  Christianity  this 
country  would  fall  behind  as  other 
countries  had  who  had  done  without 
Christianity.  [An  tfoN.  Member:  How 
about  Japan  ?]  Japan  had  been  suc- 
cessful because  she  bad  tried  to  copy 
England    and    her     morality    was  one 


Da.  MACNAMARA  {Camberwelt,  N.) 
said  that  dumig  the  four  months  which 
bad  elapsed  since  the  House  first  com- 
menced to  discuss  this  Bill  throe  thoughts 
had  stronglc  impressed  themselves  upon 
him.  The  first  had  been  expressed  by  his 
right  hon.  friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to-day  much  more  forcibly  than 
he  could  express  it, and  that  was  the 
splendid  candour,  the  grim  purpose,  and 
the  delightful  good  temper  with  which 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
had  conducted  the  Bill  through  the 
House.  He  had  watched  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  day  by  day  with  growing 
respect  and  admiration.  He  was  indeed 
the— 


The  second  thought  was  the  remarkable 
change  that  had  come  over  the  temper 
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The  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  speaking 

at  the  Albert  Hall  on  May  2nd,  said—  fl  | 
"  The  Government  have  introduced  a  Bill 
which  has  lit  a  flame  of  indiffQatioD  from  one  end 
of  England  to  the  otlier,  and  which,  if  it  paaaea 
— a^  Iwill  never  believe  it  oan  until  I  see  it — 
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28,000  school  teaching-places  to'  Non- 
conformists under  fair  conditions,  but 
ttusBiU  seemed  to  show  that  it  was  the 
policy  of  the  Liberal  Party  to  continue  to 
supply  education  to  the  children  against 
the  will  of  the  parents.  Freedom  would 
neoesaitate  that  if  there  were  only  thirty 
people  in  England  who  wanted  it  those 
thirty  should  get  religious  teaching  for 
their  children  if  it  could  be  given  to  them. 
It  now  came  to  this,  that  the  Government 
was  going  to  say  that  the  teaching  was  not 
BO  to  be  given.  The  Bill  was  now  going 
to  another  place,  and  he  would  not  care 
if  it  never  came  back.  But  what  about 
the  reeponsibility  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  this  matter?  To  him  it  was  a 
grievous  thing,  as  an  Englishman,  and  as 
one  who  was  sincerely  desirous  that 
Christianity  should  grow  in  England, 
that  there  should  go  from  this  House  a 
Bill  which  was  stifling  education  and  one 
luder  which  it  was  said  thai,  however 
much  religious  education  was  desired,  it 
could  not  be  obtained. 


That  impressed  him  very  forcibly,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  utterances  always 
did,  but  he  went  the  other  day  to  Bodmin 
and  to  Cockennouth,  but  he  saw  no  flames 
and  fires  there.  Then  the  Bishop  of 
Manchester  also  went  to  the  Albert  Hall 
and  denounced  the  Bill  and  said — 

"  It  insulted  thair  Church,  ontraged  their 
sen«e  of  poblic  morality  and  threatened  their 
religioni  liberty,  and  they  would  not  have  it'' 
He  believed  there  had  been  some  anxiety 
about  Clause  13,  however,  which  con- 
tained a  million  of  money,  but  let  that 
pess — 

"Thsv  would  rejeot  it  all  from  tho  first 
line  to  the  last,  and  hid  Mr.  Speaker  take  it  to 
the  Terrace  and  pitch  it  into  the  Tbamei." 

He  hoped  Mr.  Speaker  when  he  received 
that  order  would  adjourn  the  House  in 
order  that  they  too  might  go  to  the  Terrace 
and  see  the  interesting  feat  performed. 
He  would  submit  this  adaptation  of  a 
text  to  the  Bishop — 

"  Cast  thy  Bill  upon  the  waters,  for  thon 
shalt  find  it  after  roan;  days." 

At  the  outset  the  Bishop  of  Manchester 

raised   a  cry  of   confiscation,   and  hon. 

Members    opposite    adopted    that    cry, 

but    then    suddenly    it    dawned    upon 

them    that  perhaps  after  all   the  local 

authorities   might    not    want    to    take 

over    these    schools.    Then   they   came 

down  with  tears  in  their  eyes  and  begged 

the   Qovemment   to   compel   the   local 

authorities  to  confiscate  their  property — 

to    use    the    absurd     phraseology  |  of 

opponents.    That  sharp  change  of  front 

alone   stamped  the   great  bulk  of   the 

opposition  to  this  Bill  as  hollow  and  in- 

.     The  attack  on  Bible  teaching — 

>lved  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 

imitted  that  it  was  good  and!  whole- 

-had  also  signally   failed,  j^jThere 

ed  the  gibe  that  this  was  not  an 

tion  Bill.    As  to  that,  it  was  a  Bill 

ore  to  the  settlement  of  1670  those 

ties  so  flagrantly  violated) by  the 

:  of  [the  Opposition  in  1902.    By 
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putting  the  appointment  of  the  teachers  in 
the  hands  of  a  majority  of  managers  not 
responsible  to  the  public  the  principle  of 
popular  control  where  rate  aid  was  given 
was     violated.     The    Government    had 
restored  it,   and  they  had   done  more. 
They  had  given  facilities  for  denomina- 
tional teaching  never  given  before  in  a 
rate-aided  school ;  and  all  their  difl&culties 
had  arisen  from  an  endeavour  to  meet  the 
denominationalists    and    to    extend    the 
principles  of  1870  in  their  interest.     Had 
the   right   hon.    Gentleman   come  down 
with  a  simple  Bill  to  restore  the  principles 
of  the  agreement  of  1870  his  path  would 
have  been  easy.     He  would  have  had  an 
enthusiastic  Party  behind  him.     All  the 
right    hon.     Gentleman's    trouble    and 
anxiety  had  arisen  from  his  desire  to 
meet  the  denominationalists  and  extend 
the  settlement  in  their  favour.     He  (Dr. 
Macnamara)  made  no   complaint  about 
that     endeavour  ;     indeed     he     would 
have  gone  further.     He  would  have  met 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Water- 
ford  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford, 
and  it  was  a  little  ignominious  that  they 
might  yet  have  to  meet  the  demands  of 
those    Gentlemen    when    the    Bill   was 
brought  vS-gain  to  them  from  another  place. 
So  far  as  be  was  concerned  he  would  have 
endeavoured  to  have  met  them  in  their 
own  House.     On  the  First  Reading  of 
this  Bill  he  characterised  it  as  an  honest 
and    painstaking    endeavour    to    solve 
an    almost    insoluble    proposition.     He 
still    said    so,     and    he    thought    that 
with    one    exception — he    entirely    dis- 
agreed with  the  hon.  Members  for  West 
Bam  and  South  Dubhn — every  Amend- 
ment   that  had  been   made  had  made 
the    Bill  a  better  Bill.     That  exception 
was  the  '* contracting  out"  Amendment. 
He  should  say  that  he  had  not  noticed 
anything    in    the    nature    of    obstruc- 
tion   to    the    BiD.       There    had    been 
a  big  fight  for  principle  on  the  part  of  the 
Opposition,    but   at   the   same   time   a 
most  painstaking  effort  to  improve  the 
character  of  the  Bill.  He  deeply  regretted 
the  Amendment  providing  for  contract- 
ing out.     It  had  been  characterised  by  all 
as  educationally  reactionary,  and  it  was 
wholly  illiberal  and  against  the  princi- 
ples  of   Liberalism   to   take   a    school, 
maintained  as  to  seven-eighths  of  its  in- 
come from  public  funds,  out  of  popular 
control.    There  was  nothing  to  prevent  a 

Dr.  Ma^cnamara, 


Tory    Government,    by    increasing    the 
grants  to  these  schools,  from  setting  up 
again  that  Dual  system  which  the  Liberal 
Party  was  returned  to  destroy.     He  was 
sure    it    would    be    watched    with    the 
greatest  care,  and  that  no  school  would  be 
allowed    to    contract    out    imless    the 
managers  gave  a  guarantee    that    they 
had    enough    money   to    carry    on     the 
school    as    efficiently    as    it    would    be 
carried  on  if  taken  over  by  the  authority. 
He    rejoiced    at    another    Amendment 
that   had  been  made,  providing  for  the 
medical  inspection  of  the  children.  That 
was  worth  the  whole  of  the  rest  of  the  Bill 
put  together,  enabling  them  as  it  would 
to    make    an    anthropometrical    sxirvey 
of  the  whole   of    the    children    in   the 
country.     He    was    also    very    grateful 
to  both  the  Government  and  the  Opposi- 
tion for  the  generous  manner  in  which  they 
had  associated  themselves  each  with  the 
other  in  the  endeavour  to  provide  some- 
thing in  the  shape  of  an  allowance  for 
the   teachers   whose     schools   would  be 
closed.      But    two     things     had      not 
been   done  which  ought  to  have  been 
done.       The     denominational    training 
colleges  ought  to  have  been  thoroughly 
overhauled.     It  was  perfectly  monstrous 
that   institutions   which    got    all    their 
money  from  public  sources  should   be 
allowed  to  set  up  a  denominational  ring 
fence  round  their  seats,  and  that  a  grievous 
injustice    should   be  inflicted  on  young 
people    who    had    gained    their  King's 
scholarship  with  great  success  but  could 
not  get  on  without  a  strong  temptation 
being  put  in   their  way  to  change  their 
faith.    He  ventured  to  say  that  that  ques- 
tion could  not  remain  in  its  present  posi- 
tion.    The  Government  would  have  at  an 
early  date  to  tackle  the  whole  question 
in    the    interests    of   real    freedom    in 
the    matter    of    teaching.       They    had 
not    raised     the     age      for     half-time 
factory  labour  in  this  Bill.     It  had  been 
said    to-day    that    this    Bill    would    be 
thrown  out  in  another  place.     He  did 
not  think  so,  and  never  had  thought  so. 
There  would  be  Amendments  in  another 
place ;    there  would  have  to  be  a  con- 
ference between  the  Houses,  and  give-and- 
take  ;  but  the  Bill  was  going  to  pass  into 
law.     It  would  not  be  a  settlement  of 
the  education  question — that  was  too  big 
a  question  to  be  settled  in  the  course  of 
one  session — but  it  would  go  a  long  way 
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towaids  a  settlement,  and  he  congratu- 
lated the  Minister  for  Education  on  the 
.great  privilege  of  having  contributed  in 
80  material  a  degree  to  the  work  of  making 
the  citizens  of  to-morrow  fi*^  for  the  great 
national  heritage  which  would  in  due 
course  fall  into  their  hands. 


Mr.   a.    J.    BALFOUR:      The   hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  con- 
gratulated the  Minister  for  Education  on 
the  privilege — the  deserved  privilege  in 
the    hon.    Gentleman's    view — of    intro- 
ducing into  and  carr3dng  through  this 
House    an    Education    Bill.     I    do    not 
know  what  the  views  of  the  right  hon. 
<jrentleman  the  Minister  for   Education 
may  be,  but  it  is  a  privilege  which  I  have 
enjoyed  in  my  time — I  do  not  know  that 
it  is  a  privilege  that  I  want  again,  and  I 
am  not  absolutely  sure  that  the  Minister 
of  Education,  however  we  may  differ  in 
other  matters,  will  greatly  differ  from  me 
in   that.     The  hon.  Member  for   North 
Camberwell    seems    to    think   that  our 
opposition   to  this  Bill  on  its  introduc- 
tion was  more  vehement  in  its  character 
than   it  is  now,  that  our  protests  have 
weakened,    if  not   in  logical    force,    at 
all    events    in    the   energy  with  which 
they      are     delivered,     and     that     we 
now  find  ourselves  in  a  more    acquies- 
cent mood.     I  am  not  sure  that  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member.    I  admit  that  in 
hot  weather  it  is  difficult  to  give  the  same 
vigorous  expression  to  one's  feelings  as  in 
different     climatic     conditions.     But     I 
beUeve  there  is  a  more  important  cause  for 
the  change  which  the  hon.  Grentleman 
finds  in  our  debates.     I  think  most  of  us 
have  begun  to  feel  that  the   real  dis- 
cussion of  this  question  is  not  now  in  this 
House  and  has  not  been  for  some  time ; 
the  real  discussion  must  be  elsewhere ; 
and  everybody  is  perfectly  reconciled  to 
the  fact  that  another  place  is  going  to 
deal  with  large  tracts  of  the  Bill  which 
we  have  not  found  time  even  to  touch 
upon,    and,    whatever    the    opinion    of 
various  Gentlemen  may  be,  it  is  in  the 
highest  degree  improbable  that  the  Bill 
will  come  back  in  the  shape  in  which  it 
leaves  us.     The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  controverted  a  prophecy 
of  mine  that  this  Bill  would  never  pass. 
Does  he  think  this  Bill  will  ever  pass  ?    I 
do  not  think  he  or  anybody  ebe  does. 


♦Dr.  MACNAMARA:  I  am  not  a 
believer  in  verbal  inspiration  like  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  fact  is, 
as  two  or  three  hon.  Members  have  said 
to-night,  the  time  for  argument  in  this 
House  has  not  only  passed,  but  has  long 
been  passed.  We  felt  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  determined  to  send  the  Bill 
up  in  a  certain  shape  frcm  this  House. 
My  conviction  is  that  the  House  on  both 
sides  has  long  resolved  that,  if  there  are 
to  be  further  changes  made  in  this  Bill, 
they  are  to  be  made  elsewliere,  and  that 
fact  must  militate  against  the  reality  of 
our  debates.  At  the  same  time,  do  not 
let  it  be  supposed  that  the  aversion 
with  which  we  regard  this  Bill  has  at 
all  altered  either  in  character  or  in 
quality.  The  criticisms  which  were 
passed  upon  it  months  ago  are  criticisms 
to  which  we  still  adhere,  and  are  prepared 
to  fight  for  either  in  this  House  or  in  the 
country.  I  do  not  wish,  of  course, 
to  traverse  the  whole  field  of  our  debates. 
It  would  be  impossible  in  the  time  at  my 
disposal  and.  if  possible,  it  would  be 
improper.  But  may  I  touch  upon  one 
or  two  salient  points  in  this  afternoon's 
discussion  ?  The  Government  bring 
this  Bill  forward  as  a  solution  of  the 
education  question.  About  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Camberwell  and  I,  who  have  fought 
this  education  question  for  many 
years,  are  perhaps  less  sanguine  thtfn 
the  relative  novices  on  the  Treasury 
bench ;  we  at  all  events  take  less 
sanguine  views.  They  think,  at  all 
events,  it  is  a  solution  of  the  question, 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
who  made  a  rare  incursion  into  our 
debates  this  afternoon,  told  us  that, 
unless  this  Bill  was  founded  on  equality 
and  justice,  the  settlement  proposed 
by  it  was  one  that  could  not  by  any 
possibility  last.  Let  us  consider  whether 
this  Bill  does  do  justice  and  does  provide 
equality  between  the  contending  parties 
in  the  matter  of  religious  education. 
May  I  say  in  a  parenthesis  that  at  this 
stage,  owing  to  the  limitations  of  time, 
I  will  touch  on  nothing  except  the  religious 
aspect  of  the  question,  but,  though  I  do 
not  touch  on  other  points,  it  does  not 
follow  that  I  am  indifferent  to  them.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  lExchequer  says  that, 
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unless  this  Bill  embodies  justice  and 
equality, -it  is  not  an  arrangement  that 
can  stand.  Does  it  embody  equality  ? 
Does  it  embody  justice  ?  I  take  first  the 
ordinary  Nonconformist  view  as  dis- 
tinguished from  the  passive  resister's 
view.  What  does  this  Bill  do  for  them  ? 
What  grievance  of  theirs  does  it  remedy  ? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Solicitor-General  told  us  there  was  an 
admitted  grievance  on  the  part  of  the 
Nonconformists,  but  they  differed  as  to 
what  their  grievance  was.  One  grievance 
was  that  the  Nonconformists  had  to  pay 
rates  for  denominational  education,  but 
another  was  that  the  Nonconformists 
could  not  get  under  the  1902  arrangement 
for  the  children  the  rehgious  education 
they  had  a  right  to  demand.  In  the  first 
place,  let  me  observe  that,  if  the  1902 
Bill  differed  from  the  previous  settlement 
with  regard  to  the  religious  education  of 
Nonconformists,  it  differed  in  every 
single  respect  for  the  better.  The  hon. 
Grentlemen  mentioned  a  number  of  things 
that  were  part  of  the  arrangement  of  1870, 
as  that  half  the  cost  should  be  borne  by 
the  denomination,  and  that,  if  there  was 
to  be  any  rate-aid  given,  there  should  be 
full  public  control,  I  do  not  admit  that 
that  was  part  of  the  arrangement  of  1870, 
but,  however  that  may  be,  if  you  are  going 
back  to  the  speeches  of  1870,  part  of  the 
arrangement  was  that  a  3d.  rate  should 
exhaust  all  the  cost  of  the  schools. 
If  you  are  really  going  back  to  the  obiter 
dicta  of  Ministers  of  that  day 

DR.5MACNAMARA :    No,^  the    text 
of  the  Act. 

I 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  cannot  say 
anything  about  the  text  of  the  Act,  but 
fundamentally  and  essentially  what  the 
Act  of  1902  did  was  to  leave  the  two 
great  classes  of  schools  in  existence  and 
efficient  which  were  recognised  by  the 
Act  of  1870,  and  they  could  not  be  left 
in  existence  and  efficient  under  any 
other  arrangement  than  that  of  the  Act 
of  1902.  ["  Oh,  oh  !  "]  Every  change 
in  the  Act  of  1902  was  a  change  in 
favour  of  the  Nonconformists,  and  no 
one  knowing  the  circumstances  can 
contradict  the  statement.  It  is  the 
irrefutable  truth  in  every  particular. 
What    is    the  Nonconformist  grievance 

3Ir.  A,  J,  Balfour, 


as   regards   the   education   of    Nonoon- 
formist  children  ? 

A  Liberal  HON.  MEMBER  :  What 
about  the  single  area  schools  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Act  of 
1902  did  not  make  that  grievance.  It 
found  that  grievance  and  did  a  great 
deal  to  remedy  it. 

Another  HON.  MEMBER:  It  put 
the  schools  on  the  rates. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  What  has 
that  to  do  with  the  education  of  the 
children  ?  I  am  dealing  with  the  point 
of  the  education  of  Nonconformist  chil- 
dren, and  does  the  hon.  Member  not 
know  that  the  Act  of  1902  made  it 
possible  for  the  first  time  for  local 
authorities  to  provide  schools  out  of 
public  money  and  religious  teaching  out 
of  public  money  wherever  they  thought 
the  conditions  of  the  diatriot  required  it  ? 
The  Act  of  1902,  as  far  as  Nonoonfonnist 
teachers  and  education  are  concerned, 
was  an  improvement  on  the  settlement 
of  1870.  It  was  an  improvement, 
because  it  allowed  every  teacher,  except 
the  head  teacher,  notwithstanding  the 
trust  deeds,  to  be  a  Nonconformist, 
because  it  allowed  alternative  schools 
to  be  built  at  the  public  cost,  because 
it  provided  that  every  pupil  teacher 
should  be  selected  irrespective  of  creed. 
["  No,  no !  "]  In  every  particular,  so 
far  as  the  grievance  referred  to  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  concerned, 
the  Act  of  1902  was  an  enormous  im- 
provement upon  the  Act  of  1870.  I  do 
not  deny,  in  spite  of  all  these  improve- 
ments, that  the  condition  of  things  was 
not  left  perfect  by  that  Act  either  as 
regards  Nonconformists  or  Churchmen, 
or  other  denominations.  Consider 
exactly  what  the  educational  grievance 
is.  The  Grovemment  have  made  pro- 
fessions at  short  intervals  throughout 
the  whole  of  the  three  months  discussion, 
which,  in  effect,  come  to  this — that  the 
schools  are,  after  aU,  to  go  on  under  the 
new  Bill  very  much  as  they  did  under 
the  old  Bill.  Is  that  profession  true,  or 
is  it  not  ?  Does  the  Bill  carry  it  out ! 
If  the  Bill  does  what  the  GrOvemment 

says  it  does,  if  the  schools  belonging  to 

the  denominations  are  to  go  on  verv 
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muoh  in  the  same  way  as  before,  how 
does  it  remedy  any  Nonconformist 
grievance  ?  I  admit  that  in  single 
school  areas  the  Nonconformists  have 
not  the  teaching  every  day  of  the  week, 
but  they  have  it  three  days  of  the  week. 
They  have  the  tuition  they  desire. 
The  Grovemment  say  that  the  common 

Sractice  in  Church  schools  in  country 
istricts  is  this — three  days  a  week  of 
Cowper-Temple  teaching,  and  on  the 
other  two  days  the  Church  catechism. 
Therefore,  on  three  days  a  week  under 
the  existing  system  Nonconformist 
children  have  exactly  the  education 
which  Nonconformist  parents  desire. 
["  No."]  When  they  are  speaking  to 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
they  say,  "  We  can  assure  you  that  the 
whole  thing  will  go  on  as  before."  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tells  the  Jews  that 
their  schools  are  to  go  on  as  before.  He 
tells  the  Roman  CathoUcs  that  75  per 
cent,  of  the  schools  are  to  go  on ;  and 
he  tells  the  Church  of  England  that 
under  Clause  3  there  would  be  no 
change  that  any  one  can  notice.  If  that 
be  so,  where  is  the  grievance  of  the 
Nonconformists  ?  Or,  if  there  be  a 
grievance,  how  does  the  Bill  remedy  it  ? 
If  the  existing  state  of  things  does  not 
give  equality  and  justice  to  the  Noncon- 
fomuBts,  I  am  utterly  unable  to  see  how 
the  new  state  of  things  will  improve 
matters.  Now  I  will  come  to  the  case  of 
the  passive  resister.  This  Bill  is  supposed 
to  give  equality  and  justice  to  everybody, 
including  the  passive  resister.  His  theory 
is  this — ^that,  while  it  is  legitimate  to 
require  a  man  to  pay  taxes,  some  of  which 
may  go  to  denominational  teaching,  it  is 
contrary  to  conscience  to  pay  rates  for 
the  same  purpose.  I  do  not  argue  their 
conscientious  objection,  I  accept  their 
view  of  what  their  conscience  commands. 
How  does  this  Bill  help  them  ?  It 
unquestionably  requires  that  money  shall 
be  paid  out  of  the  rates  for  denominational 
teaching.  It  requires  it  under  Clause  4 
and  under  Clause  3,  where  the  school  is  to 
be  kept  going  and  lighted  and  warmed  out 
of  the  rates.  Not  a  great  gift  to  the 
denomination,  but  how  about  the  passive 
resister  1  His  grievance  is  not  determined 
by  the  mere  magnitude  of  the  sums  con- 
cerned. With  him  it  is  a  question  of 
principle ;  and  a  single  shilling  out  of  the 
rates  spent  on  denominational  education 


wounds  his  conscience  as  much  as  if   i^ 
were  £1,000.      Then  this  Bill  does  not 
help  him.     Personally  I  think  that  this 
talk  about  the  amount    contributed  to 
education    is    exaggerated.    Considering 
that  in  the  ordinary  school  there  is  only 
an  hour  and  a  half  a  week  devoted  to 
denominational  education,  will  any  one 
sav   that   a    fair  consideration  for  the 
use  of  the  buildings  of  a  voluntary  school 
is  not  enough  to  pay  for  that  teaching  ? 
But   if  the   ratepayer   pays   under   the 
existing  system,  he  pays  under  this  Bill. 
You  do  not  relieve  the  conscience  of  the 
passive  resister.     Then  how  is  the  local 
authority  benefited  ?      Under  the  Act  of 
1870  and  under  the  Act  of  1902  the  local 
authority  was  not  required  or  permitted 
to  concern  itself  with  these  religious  and 
denominational  controversies.     But  under 
Clause  3  of  the  present  Bill  this  authority 
has  to  determine  in  the  first  place  whether 
it    will   take    over   the    denominational 
school,    and    then    at    what    hour    the 
denominational     education     shall    take 
place,  and  the  number  of  hours  in  the 
week  to  be  devoted  to  it.     Not  more  than 
two  hours  a  week  to  any  given  child,  but 
the  number  of  actual  hours  per  week  of 
denominational  teaching  is  to  be  handed 
over  to  this  unforunate  local  authority. 
Under     Clause     4     you     also      re^juire 
the   local    authority  to    determine   who 
the   teachers  shall  be.     Hon.   Members 
below  the   gangway  who   are   specially 
interested  in  Clause  4  say  it  is  hopelessly 
inadequate  at  present  to  carry  out  the 
intention  of  the  Government,   which  is 
that  the  local  authority  shall  find  Jewish 
teachers    for    Jewish    schools,     Roman 
Catholic   teachers    for    Roman   Catholic 
schools,    Church    teachers    for    Church 
schools,  and,  for  anything  I  know  to  the 
contrary,  Wesleyan  teachers  for  Wesleyan 
schools,  though  that  may  be  repudiated 
by    some    Wesleyan    representatives   in 
this  House.    Clause  4  schools  have  to  be 
staffed  by  the  local  authority  in   ac- 
cordance with  the  character  of  the  school. 
That  is  not  in  the  Bill,  but  it  is  in  the 
speeches  of  the  Government.     Have  the 
local  authority  much  to  thank  you  for 
in  requiring  them  to  fulfil  these  dehcate 
and  difiicult  tasks  ?     I  think  it  is  right 
they  should  carry  them  out,  but  if  you 
make     the     local     authority    find    the 
teachers  you  should  make  them  appoint 
teachers  so  as  to  suit  the  religion  desired 
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by  the  parents  of  the  children.  While 
you  require  the  local  authority  to  do  all 
these  things  you  do  not  give  it  liberty 
or  free  it  from  the  Cowper-Temple  clause. 
You  bind  it  in  one  direction  ;  you  free  it 
in  another.  Do  you  treat  the  parent 
better  than  you  treat  the  local  authority  ? 
The  Government  have  boasted  of  their 
kindness  to  the  parent.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
they  do  recognise  the  parent  in  Clause  4, 
but  do  they  recognise  him  anywhere  else? 
If  you  are  going  to  deal  with  this  religious 
situation  in  a  £nal  manner  and  upset 
all  the  arrangements  of  1870  and  of 
1902,  it  must  be  upon  a  parental  founda- 
tion. You  say  the  parents  in  this 
country  want  only  Cowper-Temple  teach- 
ing. You  may  be  right,  but  give  the 
parents  the  chance  of  saying  so.  Give 
them  an  opportunity  of  saying  how 
they  want  their  children  taught.  Then 
we  shall  know  where  we  are,  and  I 
for  one  shall  not  protest  against  any 
system  whomsoever  it  may  favour — 
Roman  Catholic,  or  Church  of  England, 
or  Wesleyan,  or  Agnostic,  or  any  other 
sect — so  long  as  the  parent  is  allowed 
to  decide  what  religion  it  shall  be. 
You  do  not  do  justice  to  the  parent ;  do 
you  do  justice  to  the  Church  ?  The 
learned  Solicitor-General  appeared  to 
think  that  the  Church  was  the  aggressor 
in  all  this  matter.  I  do  not  get  up 
in  this  House  to  speak  in  favour  of 
any  particular  denomination.  My  view 
is  that  it  is  a  parental  question  before 
any  other,  and  this  House  and  this 
Parliament  have  made  cause  with  the 
Church  which,  I  think,  they  should 
recognise.  The  Church  before  1870  bore 
the  great  burden  of  education ;  since 
1870  it  has  been  asked  to  continue  to 
bear  that  burden,  and  since  1902  it 
has  expended  vast  sums  in  carrying 
out  educational  purposes.  How  do  you 
propose  to  reward  the  Church  ?  Almost 
every  Member  on  your  side  who  has 
spoken  in  favour  of  the  Bill  has  indicated 
that,  while  he  regards  the  consciences 
of  Roman  Catholics  and  Jews  as  con- 
sciences to  be  respected,  he  thinks  that 
he  has  in  his  own  keeping  the  consciences 
of  members  of  the  Church  of  England.  I 
call  that  grossly  unjust ;  I  call  that  grossly 
unequal ;  I  call  it  a  violent  interference 
with  every  principle  of  religious  equality. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  told  us 

that  Nonconformists  made  great  sacri- 
i/r.  A.  J.  Balfour, 


fices  in  order  to  accept  Cowper-Temple 
teaching.     That  is  not  the  statement  of 
the  Nonconformists.     They  tell  us  that  it 
is  the  teaching  they  like  ;  that  it  is  the 
teaching  they  desire  for  their  childieiL 
It  is  quite  fair,  and  so  far  as  parents 
belonging  to  the  Church  of  England  agree 
with  them  let  them  have  Cowper-Temple 
teacUing.      I  do  not  quarrel  with  that; 
I  approve  of  it.     But  there  are  parents 
who  do  not  want   that  teaching.     By 
what  principle  of  common  justice,   by 
what  principle  of  equity,  by  what  princi- 
ple of  accepted  Liberalism  are  you  going 
to  force  upon  them  a  kind  of  teaching 
which  they  do  not  want  ?     The  effect  <rf 
this  Bill  is  that  it  carries  out  no  principle, 
that  it  embodies  no    coherent    theory. 
It  is  neither  based  upon  an    historical 
foundation  like   the   Act  of    1902,    nor 
does  it  embody  any  rational  principle 
whatever.     Its  authors  do  not  pretend 
to  like  it,  those  who  are  going  to  vote  for 
it  to-night  largely  vote  for  it  in  the  hope 
that  it  will  be  altered  in  another  place; 
and,  though  I  do  not  deny  that  you  may 
find     scattered     about    its     incoherent 
clauses  here  and  there  the  principles  upon 
upon  which  an  ultimate  settlement  may 
be  based,  and  might  be  based,  I  say  it 
will  require  profoimd  modification  before 
out  of  this  Bill  you  can  manufacture 
anything  in  the  nature  of  a  final  and 
coherent  settlement.     Its   authors,   and 
they  are  many,  have  not  thought  out  the 
scheme   they  have   brought   before   us. 
They  are  not  prepared  to  defend  it.     It 
is  denounced  by  some  of  their  supporters 
on  that  side  of  the  House  ;  it  is  universally 
denounced  by  their  supporters  on  this 
side.     For  my  part  if  I  did  not  believe^ 
as  I  firmly  do  believe,  that  no  Bill  of 
this  kind  can  possibly  become  law  with- 
out   the    profoundest    modification,    I 
should  look  forward  to  to-night's  division 
with  a  seriousness  of  apprehension  which 
I  must  honestly  confess  I  do  not  entertain 
on  the  present  occasion. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  EDUCATION  (Mr.  Birrell,  Bristol, 
N.) :  With  singular  unanimity  almost 
every  speaker  who  has  taken  part  in 
to-night's  debate  has  agreed  that  the  time 
for  argument  has  gone  by.  Nevertheless 
to  the  best  of  his  ability  he  has  gone  on 
arguing  and  unfortunately  half  an  hour 
has  been  left  to  me 


Mr.  BIRRELL  :     I  wish  it  were  only 
half  an  hour — to  proceed  on  the  same 
sad  path.     It  is  barely  four  months  ago 
since  I  stood  here,  a  highly  nervous  figure 
I  admit,  asking  leave  to  introduce,  not, 
indeed,  this  Bill— to  say  that  would  be  to 
insult  the  utility  of  this  House,  even  under 
the  closure,  as  a  consultative  and  delibera- 
tive body — but  nevertheless  a  Bill  which 
in  all  its  main  features  and  dominant 
characteristics    was    identical    with    the 
Bill  that  is  now  before  the   House.     But 
although  the  time  is  short,  a  good  many 
things  have  happened  to  me  since  then, 
and  I  am  reminded  as  I  stand  here  to- 
night of  a  famous  passage  of  Shakespeare 
in  which  he  contrasts  the  difference  in 
appearance  between  a  barque  as  it  leaves 
port  on  its  outward-going  voyage,  Uke 
a    prodigal    youngster,    with    the    same 
vessel,  still  seaworthy  but  with  "  over- 
weather'd  ribs  and  ragged  sails,"  which 
makes  its  wav  to  rest  for  a  br  ef  season 
in  its  desired  haven.     The  over-weather'd 
ribs  and  ragged  sails  I  take  to  be  a  poetical 
and  therefore    a  highly  exaggerated  ac- 
count of  Clause  4  as  amended,  and  the=e 
State-aided  schools  which  excite  the  warm 
dislike  of  my  hon.   friend  the  Member 
for  North  Camber  well  and,  I  freely  admit, 
of  myself  also.     However,  this  Bill  has, 
I  think,  during  our  discussion    become 
much   better  understood,   and  certainly 
the  torrents  of  abuse  with  which  it  was 
received,  and  which,  I  own,  for  a  few 
weeks  well-nigh  overwhelmed  me,  have 
entirely  ceased,   and  I  do  not  suppose 
there  is  even  a  prelate — a  proud  prelate,  to 
use  the  language  of  a  Gentleman  opposite 
— who    would    recommend    either    this 
House   or   another   place   to   treat   this 
Bill   with   the   ignominy   and   contempt 
which    they    then    alleged    it    deserved. 
The    right    hon.    Gentleman    who    has 
just  sat  down  has  adopted,  as  indeed  have 
many    of   his    supporters,    a    somewhat 
curious  attitude.     They  have  said  some- 
times that  this  Bill  does  really  nothing 
for  the  Nonconformists,   and  yet  they 
have   said  that   it    is  a    Bill   conceived 
in  a  spirit  of  deadly  hatred  and  animosity 
to   the  Church   of  England — an   odious 
imputation  which  I  for  one  most  entirely 
repudiate.     I   think   when   we   consider 
the  clauses  of  this  Bill  I  am  entitled  to 
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Mr.    a.    J.    BALFOUR :     Thirty-five    say  that  such  an  accusation  ought   not 
minutes.  ^q  have  been  brought  against  either  me 

or  the  Government  of  which  I  am  a 
Member.  Now  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  asked  what  this  Bill  does  for  Non- 
conformists. We  have  had  very  little 
attention  paid  in  these  debates  to  Clause 
1,  which  has  been  almost  unchal- 
lenged and  has  passed  almost  undiscussed- 
It  has  occupied  a  very  short  time  indeed, 
and  its  authority  has  been  very  little 
challenged  either  in  the  House  or  in  the 
country.  [Opposition  cries  of  "  Oh  !  "] 
Well,  it  does  not  live  in  my  memory  as 
that  part  of  the  Bill  which  was  subjected 
to  the  most  searching  criticism  at  the 
hands  of  the  Opposition.  A  great  number 
of  them  have  said  in  the  House  and 
country  that  after  the  last  general  election 
some  such  clause  as  Clause  1  was  in- 
evitable. Anyhow,  there  Clause  1  is, 
unaltered  and  imamended,  and  so  it  will  go 
to  another  place.  It  secures  for  everj- 
Nonconformist  in  every  village  through- 
out the  country  an  undenominational 
school  within  his  reach.  Clause  1  is  what 
I  called  it  once  before,  a  charter  of  freedom 
to  the  village  Nonconformist,  and  a  Bill 
which  contains  that  clause  cannot  truth- 
fully or  properly  be  said  to  be  a  Bill  which 
did  not  relieve,  did  not  entirely  remove, 
the  grievance  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  admits  he  found  staring 
him  in  the  face  when  he  took  up  the 
problem  in  1902,  and  which  he  left 
staring  him  in  the  face  after  he  passed  the 
Act.  I  say,  therefore,  that  Clause  1  has 
relieved  the  Nonconformist  grievance. 
Clause  7  has  also  relieved  the  teachers,  set 
free  the  teachers'  conscience,  a  matter 
of  some  importance  to  a  vast  and  honour- 
able profession.  These  two  clauses  taken 
by  themselves  fulfil  pledges  and  work  a 
mighty  reform.  I  am  not  here  to  find 
fault  with  the  Act  of  1902,  having  ad- 
ministered it,  as  it  has  been  my  lot  to  do, 
for  some  months.  I  recognise,  as  indeed 
many  of  us  have  recognised,  that  it  con- 
tains some  admirable  provisions.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  failed,  and  he 
has  admitted  that  he  failed — I  do  not 
blame  him,  with  his  allies  and  his  sup- 
porters he  found  it  impossible.  I  know 
something  of  the  difficulty  of  allies,  and 
even  the  most  powerfiil  Minister,  even  a 
Prime  Minister,  seldom  has  all  his  own 
way,  and  I,  therefore,  being  theTiumblest 
of  Ministers,  could  not^ expect  •to^have 
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all  my  own  way  in  this  matter.    There- 
fore,   I  do  not    blame  the  right  hon. 
G^tleman  for  having  been  imable  to 
deal  with  the  grievance  which  he  ad- 
mitted he  foxmd,  and  which  he  left  for  us 
to  deal  with.     I  think,  therefore,  that 
Clauses  1  and  7  are  very  considerable 
achievements    and    very  great  reforms. 
Then  there  is  the  religious  difficulty  with 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dealt.     I 
have    never    been    among    those    who 
quarrelled    with    the    existence    of    the 
religious  difficulty.      I  regret,  of  course, 
that  it  should  exist,  we  all  must ;  but  I 
do  not   wonder   that  it  does  exist,  nor 
am  I  angry,  if  you  can  imagine  such  a 
thing,    with    ray   fellow-countrymen  for 
attaching  the  great  importance    which 
they  do  to  this  subject.  I  have  been  told 
by  many  Gentlemen  below  the  gangway 
and  on  this  side  of  the  House,  "  Oh,  think 
more,"  they  say,  "  of  the  children  ;  think 
of  them  and  them  alone.     Consider  the 
doctor,   secure    compulsory    medical    in- 
spection, see  that  nurses  are  employed, 
bind  up  their  wounds,  and  attend  to  their 
minor  ailments,  look  after    their    play- 
grounds, organize  their  games,  see  to  their 
vacation."     All  excellent  things,  things 
that  are  done  in  this  Bill,  with,  I  gladly 
fdmit,    tht    imiversal    support    of    the 
whole  House,  and  not  least  with  the  sup- 
port   of     Gentlemen    who    are    sitting 
immediately  opposite  me.    We  have  done 
these     things,     but  they  do  not  go  the 
whole  way.      I  would  venture  to  say  to 
Gentlemen  below  the  gangway  if  they  say, 
"  Think   only  of  the  child  "— "  Yes,  but 
what    is    the    child,    whence   came    it, 
whether    goeth   it  ? "      Conscience,    sin, 
immortality,     are    you    going    to  drive 
all    those   things  out    of    the  ordinary 
curriculum  of  the  school  life  ?     Are  you 
going  to  leave  these  things  as  if  they 
were  of  no  account  ?     Were  this  House 
disposed  to  do  so,  which  by  an  over- 
whelming majority  it  show^  it  would 
not,  the  parents  of  the  children  would 
not  let  you  do  it,  nor  would  the  childien 
themselves,  at  all  events  for  a  good  many 
generations  to  come,   and  I  appeal  to 
hon.  Gentleman  below  the  Gangway  in 
this    matter,   not   to   throw  themselves 
readily  or  eagerly  into  the  path  of  those 
who  advocate  purely  secular  education. 
I  would  urge  them  of  all  men,  the}'  who 
dream  dreams  and  see  visions  of  a  good 

Mr,  Birrell, 


time  coming,  when  the  condition  of  the 
poor  and  the  miserable  will  so  poison 
the  existence  of  the  rich  and  the  com- 
fortable as  to  make  all  society  combine 
to  do  all  that  it  can  to  redeem  that  lot 
— I  ask  them  to  remember,  in  that  great 
effort,  where  are  they  to  look  for  the 
leverage    which   is   to   accomplish    that 
mighty  revolution  ?     Where  are  they  to 
find  the  alkahest  which  is  to  transmute 
the  base  metal  of  selfishness  into  the 
pure  gold  of  altruism  ?     I  say  they  will 
find  Christianity  to  be  the  potent  force 
which  will  ever  be  the  best  friend  of  the 
poor  and  helpless  man.     Were  it  said, 
**A11    that    may    be    struck    out     and 
handed    over    to  the  purely  voluntary 
efforts     of     those     great    organisations 
we  compendiously  call    the    Churches," 
I    do    not   think    that    can    safely   or 
properly  be  done,  and  it  has  been  the 
main  object  and  the  passionate  desire 
of    this    Government    to    do   what    it 
can  to  secure  throughout  this  country 
as  an    ordinary   rule   and  principle    of 
our  school  life  that  reb'gious   education 
should  be  given.    And  how  is  it  to  be 
done  ?    We  believe,  we  may  of  course  be 
quite  wrong,  but  we  have  turned  this 
matter  over  in  a  thousand  different  ways, 
we  have  considered  all  the  difficulties 
and  all  the  obstacles  that  meet  anybody 
who    advocates    religious    education  in 
this  country,  and  we  have  deliberately 
come  to  the  conclusion — and  nothing  has 
shaken  my  mind  since  first  I  began  to 
think  night  and  day  of  this  subject — ^that 
the  best  way  of  doing  that  is  to  make 
undenominational  teaching  of  the  kind 
authorised  by  the  Act  of  1870,  which 
has  behind  it  the  experience  of  thirty-six 
years,  the  ordinary  rule  of  all  the  schools. 
We  are  told  that  this  is  unfair.      The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  East  Maryle- 
bone,  who  made  many  interesting  and 
powerful  speeches  on  the  Bill,  has  read  the 
syllabuses,  and  sayB  he  finds  nothing  in 
them  to  make  a  child  attached  to  the 
Church  of  England.     But  let  him  look 
into  the  actual  facts  of  the  case.     I  was 
speaking  the  other  day  to  a  Member 
of  the  House  who  knows    about  board 
schools  and  Church  schools,  not  as  things 
to  be  supported,  but  as  places  where  to 
send  his  children.     He  was  blessed  with 
five    daughters,    three    of    whom    were 
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educated  in  board  schools,  and  two  in 
Church  schools. 

"The  three  who  were   edacated  in  board 
schools," 

said  he, 

"  are  confirmed  and  communicating  members 
of  the  Church  of  England,  and  the  two  who 
were  educated  in  Church  schools  are  stern  and 
unbending  Nonconformists." 

I  am  not  going  to  treat  the  five  daughters 
of  my  hon.  friend  so  rudely  as  to  build 
any  theory  upon  them,  but  I  commend 
their  oase  to  the  noble  Lord.     I  do  not 
believe  that  this  education  which  has 
been  given  for  six  and  thirty  years  in 
our  board  schools  has  in  a  single  instance 
proved  hostile  to  a  child  joining  with 
heartiness,  comfort,  and  joy  either  the 
Church  of  England  or  any  other  religious 
denomination.     The  fact  is  that  in  early 
life,    the    capacity    of    children    being 
Umited,    denominational    difierences   do 
not  out  so  deeply  as  some  suppose.    I 
agree  with  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury 
that  religious  instruction  is  very  badly 
given.     I  have  heard  it  given  again  and 
again  in  board  schools  audi  in  Church 
schools,    and   I   very   seldom   heard   it 
given  otherwise  than  badly.    That  is  a 
criticism  not  of  the  sys^m,  but  of  the 
teacher.     Others  things  are  also  badly 
taught.     I  went  the  other  day  to  a  board 
school  and  heard  a  French  lesson,  and, 
though  I  make  no  pretence  of  being  a 
French  scholar,  I  was  in  the  school  more 
than  ten  minutes  before  I  knew  what 
the  lesson  was  about.     These  are  criti- 
cisms   of    methods,    not    of    principles. 
The  well  trained  teacher  is  the  thing  we 
want.     A     good     teacher     can     teach 
Cowper-Templeism     so     as     to     make 
it     beautiful,      charming,      and     most 
interesting.       [Opposition      cries       of 
**  No."]    I  quite  agree  with  much  of  what 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  has  said. 
I  have  never  disguised  my  sympathy 
with  the   cause   he   represents.     But   I 
cannot   agree   with   him   that   Cowper- 
Temple  religious  instruction  is  a  thing 
perfectly  hateful  to   Roman   Catholics. 
Many  strange  things  come  to  the  know- 
ledge of  a  Minister  for  Education.    I 
know    that    many    parents    of    Roman 
Catholic    children    who    attended    the 
board  schools  have  admitted  that  their 
children  have  received  advantage  from 

the   simple    undenominational    teaching 

which  is  given  in  those  schools.     There 


are  in  those  old  board  schools  also  many 
scores  of  Roman  Catholic  teachers,  de- 
voted men  and  women,  who  give  Cowper- 
Temple  religious  instruction  every  day  of 
their  lives,  and  they  find  it  no  injury 
either  to  their  faith  or  their  passion  for 
the  church  to  which  they  belong.  While 
we  admit  the  differences  that  divide  us, 
let  us  not,  for  Heaven's  sake,  exaggerate 
them,  and  make  them  out  to  be  more 
serious.  We  had  to  grapple  with  the 
religious  difficulty.  We  grappled  with 
it'in  a  certain  way.  We  knew  the  op- 
position we  should  meet  with  from  various 
quarters.  But  our  object  being  to  secure 
the  maximum  of  religious  instruction  in 
the  greatest  nimiber  of  schools,  we  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  only  by 
adhering  to  the  system  of  undenomina- 
tional teaching  that  we  could  secure  a 
wide  system  of  religious  instruction  which 
excludes  the  formularies  distinctive  of 
religious  sects,  but  which  allows  the 
teacher  to  put  the  whole  force  of  his 
religious  character  into  his  religious 
teaching,  a  character  without  which  his 
teaching  would  be  vain,  no  matter  to 
what  denomination  he  belongs.  If  he 
has%ot  got  it  it  does  not  matter  what  he 
calls  himself ;  if  he  has  the  teacher's  gift, 
then,  indeed,  even  through  the  so-called 
"  dry  bones  "  of  this  Cowper-Templeism, 
he  can  impart  to  the  children  who 
fall  under  his  influence  all  the  elements 
of  sound  religion  and  deep-rooted 
piety.  We  have  kept  our  pledges. 
We  have  secured  popular  controU 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  what 
ib  the  value  of  it  if  you  put  all  sorts 
of  burdens  on  the  local  authoritv  ?  So 
it  will.  That  is  the  look-out  of  the  local 
authority.  I  have  never  known  a  local 
authority  which  despised  new  duties 
or  shirked  new  administration.  We  have 
secured  popular  control ;  we  have  secured 
through  all  the  villages  undenominitional 
schools  for  the  children  of  Nonconformists. 
Then,  it  u  said,  that  in  doinjr  this  we 
have  inflicted  grievous  wrong  and  injury 
on  the  Church  of  England.  I  do  not 
believe  it.  I  should  be  very  sorry  if  I 
thought  that  any  action  or  word  of  mine 
bad  done  any  harm  to  the  Ciiurch  of 
England  as  a  spiritual  body.  I  care 
nothing  for  it  in  any  other  capacity.  1 
beUeve  that  this  Bill,  so  far  from  doing 
it  any  harm,  as  a  spiritual  organisation, 

will  lemove  and  disperse  a  black  cloud  of 
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suspicion  and  dislike,  which  for  200  years 
and  more  has  hung  over  it  in  the  matter 
of  education.  So  far  from  doing  injury  to 
the  Church  of  England,  this  Bill,  if  properly 
carried  out,  if  due  effect  is  given  to  its 
provisions,  will  strengthen  the  Church  of 
England  and  make  it  far  more  popular 
in  the  country  districts  than  it  has  been  in 
the  past,  and  relieve  it  from  a  cloud  of 
suspicion,  dislike,  and  sometimes,  I  am 
afraid,  of  actual  hatred.  I  therefore 
claim  that  this  Bill  will  not  substantially 
injure  the  Church  of  England.  It  will 
secure,  in  the  first  place,  where  the  schools 
are  taken  over,  their  catechetical  teach- 
ing, the  rent  for  their  premises,  which  will 
enable  them  to  obtain,  if  necessary,  such 
outside  assistance  as  they  require.  They 
may  give  it  in  the  school,  or  under  Clause 
6  they  may  give  it  in  the  church.  They 
may  take  away  the  child  altogether  during 
the  three-quarters  of  an  hour  of  instruc- 
tion. This  freedom  will  be  restored  to 
them,  the  power  and  the  control  of  the 
clergy,  the  loss  of  which  they  resented  so 
bitterly  in  1902,  when  it  was  taken  from 
them,  will  to  some  considerable  extent 
be  restored  to  them.  I  say  that  as  a 
spiritual  instrument  their  position,  so  far 
from  being  worse,  will  be  better  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  Perhaps  it  is 
better  they  should  not  know  the  feelings 
entertained  towards  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land by  many  a  poor  Primitive  Methodist 
and  Nonconformist.  These  things  can- 
not    go     on     during     long     years     of 


dominancy,  handed  down  from  &ther 
to  son.  [A  laugh.]  Oh,  yes ;  it  is  easy 
to  laugh  and  sneer.  I  have  not  spent  my 
life  among  Nonconformists  for  nothing. 
The  dominancy  which  the  Church  has 
exercised  in  the  matter  of  education  for 
many  a  decade  this  Bill  will  remove,  and 
it  will  not  injure  by  one  jot  or  tittle  the 
catechetical  knowledge  or  the  Prayer 
Book  knowledge  of  any  child  of  future 
days.  I  say  to  the  lovers  of  education 
and  to  the  lovers  of  rehgion  that  I  believe 
that  this  Bill  will  aid  and  abet  both  these 
great  causes.  The  Bill  leaves  us  to-night. 
It  goes  elsewhere.  Many  have  spoken  of 
what  is  going  to  happen  elsewhere.  I 
have  no  such  knowledge.  I  indulge  in 
no  speculation  on  the  subject.  Their 
responsibility  rests  with  them,  and  with 
them  alone.  They  can  do  whatever  they 
choose  to  this  Bill.  In  parting  with  the 
Bill  I  have  to  thank  the  House  for  the 
great  kindness  and  invariable  courtesy 
with  which  they  have  received  me, 
inexperienced  in  these  matters,  f.om  first 
to  last.  I  am  not  sorry  that  my  first 
efforts  in  tryipg  to  pass  a  Bill  through  this 
House  should  have  been  one  connected 
with  a  subject  which,  after  all,  whatever 
our  opinions  may  be,  goes  deep  down  into 
the  very  vitals  of  the  future  of  our 
people. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes,  369  ;  Noes, 
177.  (Division  List  No.  284.) 


Acland,  Francis  Dyke 
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Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
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Cairns,  Thomas 
Cameron,  Robert 
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Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 
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Collin8,8irWm.J.(S.Pancra8,W. 
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Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 

Fowler,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Henry 

Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 
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Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 
Haworth,  Arthur  A. 
Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 
Hedges,  A.  Paget 
Helme,  Norval  Watson 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
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Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 
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Mond,  A. 
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Morrell,  Philip 

Morse,  L.  L. 
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Rees,  J.  D. 
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Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
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Saiknuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
Scarisbrick,  T.  T.  L. 
Schwann,  G.  Duncan  (Hyde) 
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Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
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Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
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Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
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Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,  Abel  (Carmarthen,  E. 
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Torrance,  Sir  A.  M. 
Toulmin,  George 
Ure,  Alexander 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
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Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  S,) 
Winfrey,  R. 
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Burke,  E.  Haviland- 

Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 

Carlile,  E.  Hildred 

Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 

Castlereagh,  Viscount 

Cave,  George 

Cavendish,  Rt.  Hn. Victor  C.W. 

Cecil,  Eveljm  (Aston  Manor) 

Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 

Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  E.) 

Clancy,  John  Joseph 

Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 

Cogan,  Denis  J. 

Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 

Ck>urthope,  G.  Loyd 

Cox,  Harold 

Craig,  Chas.  Curtis  (Antrim,  S. 

Craik,  Sir  Henry 

Crean,  Eugene 

Cullinan,  J. 

Dalrymple,  Viscount  [_^ 

Delany,]William  ^^ 


NOES. 

Dixon-Hartland,  SirFredDixon 

Dolan,  Charles  Joseph 

Doughty,  Sir  George 

Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 

Du  &os,  Harvey 

Duffy,  WiUiam  J. 

Duncan,Robert  (Lanark,Govan 

Esmonde,  Sir  Thomas 

Faber,  George  Denison  (York) 

Faber,  Capt.  W.  V.  (Hants,  W.) 

Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 

Farrell,  James  Patrick 

Fell,  Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh,  Godfrey 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Field,  William 

Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Fletcher,  J.  S. 

Flynn,  James  Christopher 

Forster,  Henry  William 

Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 

Ginnell,  L. 

Glover,  Thomas 

Haddock,  George  R. 

Halpin,  J. 

Hamilton,  Marquess  of 

Hammond,  John 

Hardy,  Laurence(  Kent,  Ashf  or  d 

Harrington,  Timothy 

Harrison- Br oadley,  Col.  H.  B. 

Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 

Hazelton,  Richard 

Heaton,  John  Henniker 

Helmsley,  Viscoimt 

Hervey,  F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm'd 

Hill,  Sir  Clement  (Shrewsbury) 

Hill,  Henry  Staveley  (Staff 'sh.) 

Hogan,  Michael 

Hornby,  Sir  William  Henry, 


Houston,  Robert  Paterson 

Hunt,  Rowland 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kennaway,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  H. 

Kennedy,  Vincent  Paul 

Keswick,  William 

Kimber,  Sir  Henry 

King,  SirHenrySeymour(Hull) 

Lambton,  Hon.  Frederick  Wm. 

Lane-Fox,  G.  R. 

Law,  Hugh  A.  (Donegal,  W.) 

Lee,  Arthur  H.  (Hants.  ,Fareham 

Long,  Col.  Chas.  W.( Evesham) 

Long,  Rt.Hn.WaIter(Dublin,S. 

Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 

Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 

Lundon,  W. 

Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 

Maolver,  David  (Liverpool) 

Mckcpherson,  J.  T. 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 

MacVeigh,  Chas.  (Donegal,  £.) 

M'Hugh,  Patrick  A. 

M'Kean,  John 

M*Killop,  W. 

Magnus,  Sir  Philip 

Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 

Mason,  James  F.  (Windsor) 

Meagher,  Michael 

Meehan,  Patrick  A. 

Meysey-Thompson,  E.  C. 

Mooney,  J.  J. 

Morpeth,  Viscount 

Muntz,  Sir  Philip  A. 

Murnaghan,  Geor^ce 

Murphy,  John 

Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 

Nicholson,  Wm.  G.  (Petersfield 

Nield,  Herbert 

Nolan,  Joseph 

O'Brien*  Kendal(TipperaryMid 
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O'Conncw,  James(Wicklow,  W. 

O'CooDor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Doherty,  PhiUp 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 

O'DonneU,  T.  (Kerry,  W.) 

O'Dowd,  John 

O'Grady,  J. 

0|Hare,  Patrick 

O' Kelly,  James  (Ro8common,N 

O'MaUey,  William 

O'Mara,  James 

O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 

O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 

Parker,  Sir  Gilbert  (Gravesend 

Parkes,  Ebenezer 

Pease,  HerbertPike(Darlington 

Percy,  Earl 

Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 

Power,  Patrick  Joseph 

Rasch,  Sir  Frederic  Came 


{30  July  1906} 

Ratcliff,  Major  R.  F. 
Rawlinson,  John  Frederick  Peel 
Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  £.  (Waterford 
Redmond,  William  (Clare) 
Remnant,  James  Farquharson 
Roberts,  S.  (Sheffield,  Ecclesall 
Rutherford,  John  (Lancashire) 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
Sheehy,  David 

Smith,  AbelH.(Herftord,  East) 
Smith,  F.E. (Liverpool,  Walton 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Smyth,  Thomas  F.  (Leitrim,  S. 
Staiiley,  Hon.Arthur(0rm8kirk 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Stone,  SirB3njamin 
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Sullivan,  Donal 
Talbot,  Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf*dUniv 
Thomson,  W.  Mitchell- (Lanark 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Walker,  Col.  W.  H.  (Lancashire 
Walrond,  Hon.  Lionel 
Warde,  CoL  C.  E.  (Kent,Mid 
White,  Patrick  (Meath,  North) 
Williams,  Col.  R.  (Dorset,  W.) 
Willoughby,  de  Eresby,  Lord 
Wilson,  A.  Stanley(York,B.R. 
Wolflf,  Gustav  Wilhehn 
Wyndham,  Rt.  Hon.  George 
Younger,  George 

TiLLIBS    FOB    THE    NOES — Sir 

Alexander  Acland-Hood  and 
Viscount  Valentia. 


Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


CORPORATION  OF  LONDON  (BLACK- 
FRIARS  AND  OTHER  BRIDGES) 
BILL.    [By  Order.] 

Lords  Amendments  considered. 

Lords  Amendments  to  the  Amendment 
in  page  9,  line  31,  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment  in  page  9,  line  31 
(leave  out  Clause  15),  the  next  Amend- 
ment, read  a  second  time. 

*Mb.  BABNARD  (ECidderminster)  ex- 
plained that  the  clause  which  gave 
protection  to  the  Metropolitan  Water 
Board  had  for  some  years  past  been 
inserted  in  the  tramway  Bills  of  the 
London  Count)  Council.  He  pointed 
oat  to  the  House  that  his  Motion  to-night 
was  not  contrary  to  the  dictates  of  good 
taste  in  spite  of  the  action  which  Lord 
Welby  had  taken  in  another  place,  because 
the  action  was  taken  under  a  misappre- 
hension. It  must  be  remembered  that 
this  clause  was  placed  in  the  Bill  when 
it  went  through  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  it  passed  its  Third 
Reading  in  the  House  without  alteration. 
After  that  it  went  through  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Lords  with  the  clause 
inserted.  The  Lord  Chairman  subse- 
quently struck  it  out,  and  on  the  dis- 
cussion on  Third  Reading  on  Lord 
Welby's  Motion  to  reinsert  the  clause 
the  Lord  Chairman  quoted  precedents 
to  show  that  its  insertion  was  contrary 
to  precedent.  On  those  statements  of 
the  Lord  Chairman  Lord  Welby  withdrew 


his  proposition.  He  now  understood  from 
the  advisers  of  the  Metropolitan  Water 
Board  that  the  Lord  Chairman  was 
misinformed  and  the  conclusion  which 
had  been  come  to  was  to  invite  the 
House  to  reinsert  the  clause.  With  regard 
to  the  position  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
in  the  matter  he  could  only  say  the 
Board  of  Trade  last  year  not  only  aUowed 
similar  propositions  to  go  through  dealing 
with  other  subjects,  but  took  upon  itself 
the  responsibility  of  proposing  and 
carrying  them  in  a  provisional  order. 
It  might  be  said  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
regulations  in  regard  to  this  subject  were 
ample  and  sufficient  for  the  purpose. 
All  that  he  could  say  was  that  they 
were  practically  no  safeguard,  even  if 
the  regulations  were  acted  up  to,  to  any 
other  persons  beyond  those  interested 
in  the  electric  current.  This  protection 
had  been  granted  in  electric  power 
Bills  on  more  than  one  occasion.  If 
it  were  granted  in  the  case  of  electric 
power  Bills,  it  appeared  to  be  very 
strange  that  it  should  be  withheld  in 
connection  with  a  tramway  scheme. 
There  were  other  precedents  in  addition 
to  the  London  County  Council  Tramways 
in  which  a  similar  protective  clause  had 
been  inserted,  viz.,  the  South  Wales 
Electric  Power  Distribution  Company's 
Act,  1900;  the  Sheffield  Corporation 
Tramways  Act,  1901 ;  the  Clyde  Valley 
Electric  Power  Act,  1901 ;  the  Dublin 
St.  James's  Gate  Brewery  Tramways 
Act,  1901  ;  the  Manchester  Southern 
Tramways  Act,  1903;  the  Exeter  Cor- 
poration Tramways  Act,  1903;  the 
Brighton  Corporation  Tramways  Act, 
1903  ;  the  Preston,  Chorley,  and  Horwich 
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COLONIAL  MARRIAGES  BILL. 

Order  for  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
•*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time/' 


Lord  R.  CECIL  said  this  was  a  Bill 
of  real  importance,  and  it  was  not  his 
fault  if  it  came  on  at  a  quarter  to  one  in 
the  morning.  The  proposal  in  the  Bill 
was  that  a  marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's 
sister  celebrated  in  a  Colony  where  it  was 
legal  was  to  be  treated  in  this  country  as 
legal.  With  that  proposition  he  did  not 
quarrel.  It  was  a  reasonable  concession  to 
make.  He  ventured  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment whether  they  could  see  their  way  to 
extend  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  generall 
to  all  the  marriage  laws  of  the  Colonies. 
The  larger  question  of  the  Deceased  Wife's 
Sister's  Bill  did  not  appear  to  arise  in  this 
case,  but  with  regard  to  the  suggestion  he 
had  made  he  would  like  to  have  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen's  views. 

♦The  UNDER-SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  Churchill, 
Manche5ter,N.W.)  said  the  noble  Lord  was 
quite  right:  the  general  Question  of  the 
deceased  wife's  sister  did  not  arise  in  this 
Bill  in  any  way.  The  argument  for  this 
Bill  was  solely  the  Colonial  argument. 
It  had  been  brought  to  the  notice  of  the 
Colonial  Office  on  previous  occasions  that 
there  was  a  real  grievance  connected 
with  marriages  of  this  class  contracted 
in  the  Colonies.  Great  pain  was  caused 
to  people  whose  marriage  was  quite 
legal  in  the  Colonies,  but  who,  when  they 
came  over  to  this  country  found  them- 
selves under  a  social  and  almost  a  mor&l 
stigma,  and  who  were  in  addition  to  that 
exposed  to  a  disability  in  respect  of 
inheriting  real  estate.  That  the  Govern- 
ment desired  to  remove.  Our  Colonies 
would  cordially  welcome  the  removal,  and 
it  would  be  regarded  throughout  the 
Empire  as  a  graceful  and  wise  act  on  the 
part  of  this  Horse.  His  noble  friend, 
whose  view  on  this  point  he  himself 
shared,  asked  why  not  make  it  more 
general  ?  Why  fix  it  to  one  particular 
degree.  The  Government  were  ver\ 
anxious  to  do  that  because  the  principle 
uf  on  which  the  Colonial  Office  acted  in 
this  question  was  to  make  the  procedure 


of  the  marriage  laws  of  the  Colonies  legal 
in  this  country.  But  upon  investigation 
great  difficulties  were  discovered  of  an 
in^efini  e  character.  It  would  be  going 
somewhat  beyond  the  limits  t^  which  they 
were  prepared  to  go  to  say  that  real 
estate  in  this  country  should  change 
hands  in  pursuance  of  any  law  of  marriage 
that  should  be  made  in  the  Colonies. 
That  would  be  going  beyond  the  principle 
the  Government  admitted.  He  hoped 
this  explanation  would  enable  the  House 
to  come  to  a  decision  upon  this  matter. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Clare, 
E.)  only  desired  to  emphasise  what 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  said.  When 
he  was  in  Australia  in  the  previous 
year  he  found  there  was  a  very  strong 
feeling  about  this  matter.  There  was 
a  perfectly  unan^'mous  feeing  in  favour 
of  this  Bill,  which  would  be  received  in 
the  Colonies  in  general,  and  in  Australia 
in  particular,  with  general  satisfaction. 

Sir  BRAMPTON  GURDON  (Norfolk, 
N.)  said  he  could  not  help  thinking  it  was. 
unfortunate  that  the  Go^rnment  bad  not 
thought  fit  to  adopt  the  larger  view  on 
this  question  which  would  have  covered 
the^  Colonial  question.  By  this  Bill  the 
.Government  had  established  a  principle 
in  fkvour  of  the  rich  as  against  the  poor. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  to-morrow. 


SALE  OFINTOXHTATING  LIQUORS 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

As  amended  by  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  CULLINAN  (Tipperary,  S.)  said 
he  understood  an  arrangement  had  been 
made  between  the  promoters  and  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill,  which  would  save 
the  House  a  prolonged  cont^^t  on  this, 
occasion. 


Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.)  said  he  wa& 
in  charge  of  this  Bill  and  he  knew  of  no 
arrangement  having  been  made  beyond 
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the  oompromise  made  in  the  Committee 
upstairs.  With  the  oomprom  se  he  had 
nothing  to  do.  He  was  prepared  to 
accept  it,  but  said  that  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, as.  he  had  not  been  consulted 
in  any  way,  he  should  reserve  to  himself 
the  nght  to  oppose  the  Bill  at  its  further 
stages.  For  any  other  arrangement  he 
took  no  responsibility  whatever.  So 
lar  as  he  was  personally  concerned 
the  arrangement  or  compromise  originally 
made  had  been  accepted  reluctai.tly  by 
some  in  order  to  get  the  contents  of  the 
Bill  as  now  amended,  and  he  trusted 
the  Bill  as  amended  would  now  be  passed 
without  any  other  compromise  being 
entered  into. 

Mr.  CULLI^IAN  said  under  those 
c'roumstances  he  begged  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**In  page  1,  line  6,  to  leave  out  from  the 
wonl  *nnti],*  to  the  end  of  the  clause,  am) 
inaert  the  words  *  the  thirty-first  day  of 
December,  one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  ten 
Mid  no  loo^r  unle«>R  Parliament  shall  other- 
wise tletermine,  and  on  the  said  day  all  the 
provisions  of  any  Act  now  in  force  reguUting 
the  hoars  of  opening  or  keeping  open  of  any 
premises  for  the  8ale  of  intoxicating  liquors  oti 
Sonday,  and  shall  oome  into  operation  and 
take  effect  as  if  this  Act  had  not  been 
passed.'*' — {Mr,  CulHnan,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  ertand  part  of 
the  Bill" 


♦Mr.T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  said 
the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast  had  correctly 
explained  what  had  occurred.  The  com- 
promise was  unanimously  accepted  by 
the  Standing  Committee.  It  was  quite 
t*ue  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
approve  of  it,  and  that  a  great  many 
of  his  temperance  friends  did  the  same 
thing,  but  there  it  was.  Within  the  last 
hour  he  (Mr.  Russell)  had  had  some 
conversation  with  certain  of  his  friends 
and  with  some  of  the  opponents  of  the 
BiUyWho  were  prepared  to  let  it  go  through 
if  the  limit  for  bona  fide  travellers  was 
made  five  miles  outside  the  five  exempted 
cities  instead  of  six.  Having  regard  to 
the  period  of  the  session  and  with  the 
prospects  of  a  stormy  night  before  him — 
becaaae    he    remembered    twenty-eight 


years  ago  when  the  House  sat  up  all 
through  the  night  to  pass  the  original 
Bill,  and  when  Mr.  Gladstone  and  Mr. 
Bright  specially  sat  up  to  assist  in 
carrying  it — he  consulted  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  South  Dublin,  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Trinity  College,  the- 
hon.  Members  for  East  Clare,  the  hon^ 
Member  for  West  Meath  and  others. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast  was 
not  in  his  place,  or  he  would  also  have 
consulted  him.  Looking  at  the  period 
of  the  session  and  believing  as  he  did 
that  there  was  not  very  much  difference 
between  making  the  limit  five,  and 
making  it  six  miles,  so  far  as  the  five 
exempted  cities  were  concerned,  he  had 
consented  to  that  arrangement.  He  was 
willing  to  accept  the  compromise.  While 
he  was  perfecvly  willing  to  accept 
the  arrangement  come  to,  he  coiUd  bind 
nobody  but  himself.  It  rested  with  his 
hon.  friends  opposite  to  say  what  they 
thought  about  the  matter. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Clar  e, 
E.)  said  he  wished  to  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  introduced  this  Bill,, 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast,  to 
faU  in  with  the  suggestion  which  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone.  After  all,  this  was  a 
great  opportunity  for  dealing  with  a 
question  which  had  been  very  warmly 
discussed  for  the  last  twenty  or 
thirty  years.  He  thought  this  was  an 
opportunity  that  ought  not  to  be 
thrown  away.  As  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Tyrone  had  said, 
the  Bill  as  it  now  came  before  the  House 
was  a  compromise.  They  knew  per- 
fectly well  it  w&s  impossible  by  a  com- 
promise to  please  everybody.  There^ 
would  be  extremists  on  both  sides,  who 
would  declare  themselves  quite  unsatis- 
fied. The  hon.  Member  for  South  Tjrrone 
and  others  had  been  attacked  for  accep- 
ting this  compromise  by  the  extreme 
temperance  party  in  Ireland,  and  those 
interested  in  the  licensed  trade  in  Ireland 
had  been  assailed  for  having  consented 
to  the  compromise.  They  could  not 
possibly  please  everybody,  and  the  only 
thing  they  could  hope  to  do  was  to 
satisfy  the  great  bulk  of  people  upon 
both  sides.  It  was  quite  true  to  say 
that  this  Bill  represented  a  compromise 
which    had    the   support   of   the    great 
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bulk  on  both  sides  in  this  question 
in  Ireland.  The  only  thing  which  had 
occurred  that  night  was  that  a  further 
extension  of  the  compromise  had  been 
proposed  by  those  who  still  opposed  the 
Bill.  That  further  extension  demanded 
the  reduction  of  the  limit  for  the  bona  fide 
traveller  around  the  large  cities  in 
Ireland  from  six  miles  to  iive  miles.  As 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  had 
said  there  were  a  great  many  districts  in 
the  country  where  the  bona  fide  traveller 
question  was  not  a  strong  one.  When  it 
was  proposed  in  Grand  Committ^  to 
reduce  the  original  limit  from  seven  miles 
to  six  miles  it  was  objected  to  from  both 
sides.  There  were  those  who  got  up  and 
said  that  six  miles  was  too  small  a  limit 
to  fix,  and  others  got  up  and  said  that  six 
miles  was  too  great  a  Umit.  So  that  it 
was  impossible  to  do  more  than  arrive 
at  a  figure  which  commanded  general 
support  all  round.  The  figure  six  was  in 
the  Bill,  and  it  was  now  proposed  by  those 
Qentlemen  who  still  opposed  the  Measure, 
and  whose  opposition  was  entitled — 
although  it  represented  a  minority — to 
the  greatest  possible  respect  and  attcoition 
— that  the  compromise  should  be  further 
extended  by  making  the  figure  five  instead 
of  six.  The  Member  for  South  Belfast 
had  said  he  did  not  Uke  the  compromise 
at  alL  In  Belfast  the  extreme  temper- 
ance reformers  bitterly  attacked  the 
compromise,  and  the  only  large  public 
meeting  held  in  reference  to  the  Bill  was 
held  by  the  extreme  temperance  Party, 
who  protested  against  the  compromise. 
In  view  of  these  circumstances  he  thought 
he  might  appeal  with  great  confidence  to 
the  House  not  to  allow  that  opportunity 
to  nass  of  doing  something  which  was 
really  desired  by  the  vast  bulk  of  the 
Irish  people.  There  were  extremists  on 
both  sides,  those  who  thought  the  Bill 
went  too  far  and  those  who  thought  that 
it  did  not  go  far  enough ;  but  taking 
the  general  mass  of  public  opinion  in 
Ireland,  represented  in  this  House  and 
outside  of  it,  and  judging  it  by  every  test 
they  could  apply,  the  vast  bulk  of  the 
Irish  people  did  ask  for  this  Bill.  He 
would  earnestly  appeal  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Belfast,  in  view  of  the  time 
of  the  session  and  the  extreme  difiiculty 
of  dealing  with  matters  of  this  kind, 
to  further  extend  the  compromise  so 
a.'  to  allow  the  Bill  to  leave  the  House 

Mr,  William  Redmond 


and  go  to  the  people  of  Ireland  with 
the  unanimous  assent  and  approval 
of  the  different  Parties  concerned.  He 
arimitted  that  the  good  effect  of  the  Bill 
would  be  spoiled  if  it  left  the  House  after 
heated  discussions  and  after  some  re- 
criminations had  been  indulged  in.  This 
was  a  genuine  and  honest  attempt  to 
deal  with  what  had  been  regarded  as  a 
need  in  Ireland.  An  oppoitunity  was 
given  of  having  an  unanimous  deQisioOy 
and  he  appealeid  earnestly  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Belfast  to  aocept  the 
compromise,  to  recognise  that  it  was  the 
general  sense  of  the  House  and  to  make 
the  best  of  it.  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Belfast  and  himself  did  not  agree 
on  many  other  questions,  but  on  this 
question  they  did  agree,  and  he  again  asked 
his  hon.  friend  to  join  with  him  in  pro- 
moting in  Ireland  a  genuine  measure  of 
reform. 

Mr.  SLOAN  said  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  made 
a  very  strong  appeal  to  the  House, 
and  especially  to  himself  as  being  techni- 
cally in  charge  of  the  Bill,  to  agree  to 
this  compromise.  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone,  when  this  Bill  was  in 
Committee,  had  regarded  with  the  utmost 
contempt  any  suggestion  of  making  the 
limit  five  miles  instead  of  six.  The  Com- 
mittee agreed  to  the  limit  of  six  miles, 
although  one  or  two  Members  protested 
against  it.  They  had  been  fighting  for 
this  Bill  for  thirty  years.  Two  Ro3ral 
Commissions  had  approved  of  the  Bill, 
which  had  passed  the  House  of  Commons 
on  two  or  three  occasions  and  had  also 
passed  the  House  of  Lords.  It  was 
desired  to  get  Sunday  closing  in  the 
five  exempted  cities  under  the  Act  of 
1878,  to  get  nine  o'clock  closing  on 
Saturday  night  in  those  cities,  and  to  have 
the  bona  fide  traveller  limit  extended  from 
three  miles  to  six  miles.  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  T3rrone  was  correct  in 
what  he  stated  that  the  bona  fide  traveller 
did  not  matter  very  much  in  the  country 
districts,  why  was  it  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Clare  was  anxious  to  have  the 
country  towns  exempted  from  any 
extension  under  the  Bill  ?  The  present 
limit  was  three  miles,  and  his  hon.  friend 
wanted  it  to  remain  that.  The  Orand 
Committee  agreed  to  the  compromise 
arranged    between    the    licensed    trade 
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and  the  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  and 
in  that  form  the  Bill  had  come  down  to 
the  House.  Three  hours  ago  there  was 
not  in  this  House  a  stronger  opponent 
of  any  further  compromise  to  the  bona 
fd^  traveller  than  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  said 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  perfectly 
right  in  saying  that  he  was  prepared 
to  stand  by  the  arrangement  made 
inj  Grand  Committee,  and  he  was  pre- 
pared to  do  so  still  if  necessary,  but  he 
recognised  that  it  was  an  important  thing 
for  the  future  of  the  Bill  and  its  good  work 
that  it  should  leave  the  House  if  possible 
with  the  unanimous  assent  of  all  parties. 
He  thought  he  was  promoting  a  good 
spirit  and  doing  a  good  work  in  making 
thisj  further  concession.  He  asked  his 
hon.  friends  not  to  send  the  Bill  to  Ireland 
from  this  House  after  it  had  caused  heat 
and  discussion. 

Mr.  SLOAN  said  he  was  sorry  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  held  him 
guilty  of  recriminations. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  I  said  re- 
criminations would  serve  no  purpose. 


Mr.  SLOAN  said  he  was  not  guilty 
of  recriminations,  but  at  the  same  time 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  they  who 
were  in  favour  of  the  whole  Bill  had 
sacrificed  a  considerable  part  of  it. 
Although  they  did  not  care  for  the  Bill 
as  amended  they  accepted  it  in  the 
spirit  in  which  it  had  been  given.  They 
were  not  prepared  to  make  further 
concessions  at  two  hours  notice,  and  if 
these  concessions  were  made  they  would 
break  down  the  original  compromise. 
He  asked  those  hon.  Members  who 
were  prepared  to  do  their  best  to  support 
him  to  give  him  what  was  reasonable 
and  fair.  He  asked  the  House  to  con- 
sider, in  view  of  this  further  compromise, 

the  great  concessions  they  had  already 

made,    and    having    made    these    con- 

oessions  they  should  certainly  get  the 

Bill    without    any   further    compromise 

or    any    further    concessions.    He    was 

•iorry  he  could  not  give  way  to  the  strong 


appeal  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Clare,  but  on  the  ground  of  principle  he 
could  not  do  it. 


Mr.  J.  P.  NANNETTI  (Dublin,  Col- 
lege Green)  said  that  as  one  of  those 
who  led  the  opposition  to  the  Bill  whea 
it  was  first  before  the  House  he  was- 
willing  to  withdraw  his  opposition  in 
view  of  the  compromise  arrived  at.  As 
to  the  suggestion  that  there  was  to  be- 
no  finality  in  this  question  of  temperance- 
legislation,  he  thought  the  time  had 
arrived  when  a  proper  trial  should  be- 
given  to  the  compromise  arrived  at  here 
before  any  other  legislation  of  the- 
character  suggested  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Belfast  was  attempted. 
He  was  therefore  prepared  to  accept  the- 
compromise  referred  to  by  his  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
and  on  his  part  to  withdraw  further 
opposition  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  (DubUn,  S.) 
said  he  would  only  interpose  for  a  moment 
or  two.  It  was  quite  true,  ,as  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  had  said,  that 
that  hon.  Gentleman  was  good  enough  to- 
approach  him  in  regard  to  a  compromise. 
Since  then  he  had  heard  from  time  to> 
time  what  had  been  the  negotiations  in 
progress.  He  could  quite  sjnnpathise 
with  Kis  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  South 
Belfast  in  the  view  he  took,  namely,  that 
after  many  years  of  hard  labour,  with  a 
very  clear  perception  in  their  minds  of 
what  they  wanted,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  friends  had  got,  as  they  believed, 
within  reach  of  their  goal;  and  now  they 
saw  that  under  the  compromise,  if  they 
accepted  it,  they  must  consent  to  take- 
something  less.  He  therefore  quite  Sjnn- 
pathised  with  him  in  the  view  he  took, 
that  he  was  unable  at  present  to  agree  to- 
the  suggestion  before  the  House.  Might 
he  point  out  to  him  that  there  was  no* 
question  upon  which  legislation  pro- 
ceeded so  entirely  by  compromise  as  this- 
question     of     temperance     legislation  ? 

Going  back  in  memory  twenty-five  years 
to  the  legislative  proposals  made  in  this 
House  in  regard  to  temperance  legislation 
afEecting  England,  he  ventured  to  say 
that  the  advocates  of  temperance  would 
have  been  wise  if  they  had  accepted  the 
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cotnpiomise  that  might  then  have  been 
111"  He  inBtead  of  rejecting  it  because  it 
(lid  not  go  the  length  they  desired. 
What  was  the  position  at  the  present 
moment  ?  If  his  hon.  friend,  in  the  desire 
to  get  all  that  he  wanted,  refused  to 
iccept  this  compromise,  and  invited  the 
House  to  a  prolonged  contest  which 
.night  be  wasted,  he  would  abandon  and 
render  fruitless  all  the  work  which  had 
been  done  up  to  the  present  time,  and  for 
what  ?  After  ail.  the  conce^ion  was  not 
>\  very  great  one.  He  believed  it  was 
quit«  true  to  say  that  the  bona  fide 
traveller  question  was  only  really  im- 
portant in  the  towns.  The  difierence  of 
line  mile  was  not  a  very  ierioiis  diSerenee, 

nd  he  would  appeil  to  hia  hon.  friend  to 
■  onsider  whether,  in  the  interests  of  the 
';auBe  of  which  he  was  an  advocate,  and 
<in  behalf  of  which  he  had  laboured  so 

lard,  it  would  not  be  better  to  take  only 
half  a  loaf — even  it  he  regarded  it  so — than 
to  reject  it,  and  to  leave  the  question 
where  it  was ;  which  possibly  meant  a 
postponement  tor  two  or  three  yeai3,  or 
even  more,  before  they  got  any  aatijfac- 
.tory  settlement. 

already  taken 


Mr.  SLOAN  :    We  hai 
the  half  loaf. 

Mk.  WALTER  LONG  said  his  hon. 
friend  remarked  that  he  had  already 
taken  the  half  loaf,  but  he  had  not, 
because  if  the  concession  was  not  agreed 
upon  now  the  half -loaf  would  have 
to  be  thrown  aside.  But  if  he  made 
that  concession  he  would  pass  this  Bill, 
which  still  went  very  far,  and  would 
be  a  great  deiil  better  than  nothing. 
It  was  to  take  upon  himself  a  great 
responsibility  if  he  rejected  this  pro- 
posal, which  hnd  been  made  in  the 
interests  of  peace,  and  in  the  interests 
of  temperance.  It  was  better  to  com- 
promise, and  to  make  that  large  advance 
in  the  cause  in  which  many  of  them  were 
interested,  and  which  certainly  in  Ireland 
occupied  a  position  quite  different  from 
that  which  it  occupied  in  England. 
There  was  much  more  general  agreement 
there,  and  there  was.  he  believed,  a  general 
consensus  of  opinion  that  tbey  ought  to 
.proceed  on  the  lines  now  proposed. 

Mr.     CULLIN.AN,     on 
those   who    had  very  eitu 
Mr.  W'i't--r  L.mg. 


the  Bill,  desired  to  say  that  they 
had  given  way  to  a  great  ex*ent  and 
they  had  been  anxious,  if  possible,  to 
meet  their  opponents  half  way  in  an 
arrangement  of  this  kind,  with  the 
object  that  had  been  explained  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Clare,  namely. 
that  this  question  might  be  ae  tied  in  a 
manner  to  make  tor  peace.  Under  these 
circums'ances  he  begged  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Motion. 

Araendm>nt,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CL.4NCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) 
moved,  "Clause  1,  page  1,  line  8,  at  end 
to  add  'notwithstanding  anythinginany 
public  or  local  Act.'"  He  siid  he  proposed 
this  Amendment  really  to  give  efiect  to 
the  intentions  of  the  promoters.  That 
intention,  as  expressed  in  the  Bill,  was 
that  this  first  clause  should  extend  to 
the  whole  of  the  metropolitan  police 
<listrict.  and  the  clause  actually  said  so. 
It  said  that  this  Act  of  1878  should  extend 
to  the  whole  of  .he  metropolitan  pohce 
district.  The  intention  there  was 
perfectly  clear,  but  unfortunately  the 
words  chosen  did  not  carry  out  thit  in- 
tention. The  reason  was  that  a  local  Act, 
passed  for  Dublin  in  the  year  1900,  con- 
tained a  section  which  excluded  a  small 
area  then  added  to  the  City  of  Dublin  from 
the  law  regulating  the  rest  of  the  City  of 
Dublin.  What  he  proposed  to  do  was 
simply  to  repeal  by  implication  the 
sect'on  to  which  he  had  referred,  an<l 
thus  to  put  the  whole  ot  the  metropolitan 
police  district  upon  the  same  tooting.  If 
that  .\mendraent  was  not  carried  a  very 
great  anomaly  would  be  created.  They 
would  have  two  different  laws  regula- 
ting two  different  parts  of  the  CSty  of 
Dublin^two  different  laws  within  the 
same  municipality.  He  hoped  that, 
att«r  this  explanation,  his  Amendment 
might  be  deemed  a  fair  and  reasonable 
proposition. 

Mk.  CULLINAN  seconded  the 
Amendment, 

Amendment  moved— 


Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  moved— 

♦ 

*'  In  page  2,  line  2,  at  end,  to  add  the  words, 
'  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  in  any  way  interfere 
with  the  rights  of  anv  licensed  person  who  is 
the  owner  or  lessee  of  a  theatre,  mosio  hall,  or 
-other  place  of  pablic  amosement ;  and  all  sach 
persons  shall  have  the  same  rights  and 
priTilsges  as  they  now  have  ander  the  existing 
lieensinc  law,  as  if  this  Act  had  not  been 
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decided  to  waive  their  objections,  and 
withdraw  their  Amendments,  believing 
that  the  Members  below  the  Gangway 
would  loyally  adhere  to  the  arrange- 
ment made  upstairs.  He  therefore  sub- 
mitted, as  a  matter  of  fair  play,  that  these 
Amendments  should  not  be  persisted  in, 
and  that  the  Bill  as  approved  and 
amended  upstairs  should  be  accepted  by 
the  House  in  the  same  spirit  as  prevailed 
in  Grand  Committee.  He  would  only 
say  further  that  he  and  his  friends 
believed  the  real  gain  of  this  Bill,  as 
originally  framed,  was  total  Sunday 
closing.  All  the  other  gains,  which  they 
were  now  getting  were  very  small,  com- 
paratively speaking,  but  they  accepted 
the  arrangement  made  in  view  of  the 
compromise,  and  in  the  spirit  of  that 
compromise,  and  for  these  reasons  he  did 
very  sincerely  hope  that  the  Amendment 
would  not  be  persisted  in. 


Mr.  MOONBT  (Newry)  seconded  the 
Amendment. 


Amendment  agreed  to. 


Mr.  COGAN  (Wicklow,  E.)  moved  to 
insert — 


"  In  page  2,  line  10,  after  '  person/  *  residing 
•or  lodffing  in  the  metropolitati  police  district 
of  Dublin,  and  the  cities  of  Cork,  Waterford, 
Limerick,  and  Belfast.'  *' 

Mr.  CULLINAN  seconded  the 
Amendment. 


Amendment  proposed — 


(« 


In  ^e  2,  line  12,  to  leave  out  *  six  *  and 
insert  *  hve.*  '^—{Mr,  Cogan, ) 


♦Mr.  BARRIE  (Londonderry,  N.)  said 
ke  hoped  this  Amendment  would  not 
be  persisted  in.  Knowing  the  strong 
feeling  there  was  in  Ireland  in  favour  of 
Sunday  closing — a  feeling  not  confined 
to  the  north  of  Ireland — he  had  ventured 
to  put  down  an  Amendment  reinstating 
the  clause  relating  to  Sunday  closing.  In 
view,  however,  of  the  approaches  made 
to  him  by  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  and  being  anxious  that  the 
pasfflng  of  this  Bill  into  law  should  not  be 
jeopardised  in  any  way,  he  consented  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment  which  stood 
in  hifl  name  on  the  understanding  that 
they  would  have  the  help  of  their  friends 
below  the  Gangway  in  adhering  to  the 
compromise  which  was  unanimously 
arrived  at  upstairs.  He  ventured  very 
xeepectfully  to  submit  to  the  House  that 
that  compromise  should  be  loyally  ad- 
hered to.  It  was  a  unanimous  compro- 
mise. Those  in  Ireland  who  were 
Anxious  for  Sunday  closing  felt  that 
the  country  was  ripe  for  it,   but  they 


♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said  he 
was  delighted  to  find  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  so  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  in  the  form  in  which  it  had  been 
left  by  the  Standing  Committee.  There 
were  great  differences  of  opinion  in  Ireland 
upon  the  subject  of  the  five  or  six  miles. 
He  did  not  like  it.  He  would  have  liked 
the  original  Bill.  But  none  who  had 
spent  twenty  years  in  this  House  could 
fail  to  learn  one  lesson,  namely,  that  he 
could  not  get  everything  that  he  liked. 
It  was  one  of  the  finest  places  for  smash- 
ing or  destroying  ideals  to  be  found 
in  the  whole  world.  He  had  given  way 
that  night  and  consented  to  substitute 
five  miles  for  six  in  o  ;d  *r  not  to  jeopardise 
the  Bill.  He  had  done  it  because  he 
thought  a  man  who  would  travel 
five  miles  for  a  drink  on  Sunday 
would  travel  six,  and  that  the 
difference  would  not  be  much,  after  all. 
He  was  told  it  would  cover  frequented 
places  round  Belfast,  it  would  cover 
nearly  the  whole  of  those  round  Dublin, 
and  it  would  cover  the  other  exempted 
cities.  At  all  events,  under  the  arrange- 
ment they  would  get  something,  and 
they  had  previously  got  nothing  for  the 
past    twenty-eight    years.      When    they 

consented  to  this  compromise,  it  was  also 

agreed  that  there  should  be  a  round  table 

conference  during  the  autu.nn,  at  which 

every  outstanding  question  of  temperance 
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Tramways  Act,  1903  ;  the  Somerset  and 
District  Electric  Power  Act,  1903  ;  the 
North  Western  Electric  Power  Act,  1903 ; 
the  Lothians  Electric  Power  Act,  1904  ; 
the  Altrincham  Tramways  Provisional 
Order,  1904;  the  Metropolitan  Electric 
Supply  Company's  Act,  1905.  The 
Water  Bbard  had  about  7,000  miles 
of  pipes  in  London  and  were  practically 
responsible  for  the  water  supply  of 
7,000,000  people.  They  served  out  on 
a  busy  day  some  250,000,000  gallons  of 
water.  It  was  therefore  essential  that 
proper  protection  should  be  given.  It 
was  not  merely  a  money  question,  but 
the  safety  of  the  water  supply  of  London, 
which  he  could  not  help  thinking  would 
be  seriously  imperilled.  It  was  a 
reasonable  insurance  that  the  clause 
provided.  It  had  been  passed  by  a 
Committee  of  this  House,  by  this  House 
itself,  and  by  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords.  A  big  question  was  opened 
up  as  to  whether  on  the  dictum  of  the 
Lord  Chairman  they  should  accept  the 
position  without  considerable  investiga- 
tion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with  the 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — {Mr. 
Barnard. ) 

Mr.  LUPTON  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  seconded. 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  BOARD  OF  TRADE 
(Mr.  Kearley,  Devonport)  said  first  of 
all  he  should  like  to  point  out  the 
historical  aspect  of  the  matter.  In 
1893  a  joint  committee,  presided  over  by 
Lord  Cross,  went  exhaustively  into  the 
whole  subject,  and  the  result  of  the 
deliberations  of  the  Committee  was 
that  a  set  of  model  clauses  was  drafted. 
Those  model  clauses  were  adopted  and 
had  been  inserted  in  all  Bills  since. 
They  were  in  this  Bill,  and  under  the 
clauses  the  promoters  were  bound  to 
comply  with  the  Board  of  Trade  regvda- 
tions,  which  were  adequate  to  protect  aU 
interests.  The  regvdations  had  been 
in  force  for  thirteen  years,  and  during 
the  whole  of  that  time  there  had  not  been 
one  single  case  brought  to  the  attention 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  of  any  ill  results 
irom  electrical  contact. 

Mr.  Barnard, 


Lord  R.  CECIL  (Marylebone.  E.) : 
Was  theie  not  a  case  at  Leeds  ? 

Mr.  KEARLEY  said  no  evidence 
had  ever  been  produced  to  show  that  the 
corroding  of  the  pipe  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  alluded  arose  from  electrical  action. 
At  any  rate,  the  electrical  adviser  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  denied  that  it  could  be 
established.  The  Board  of  Trade  regula- 
tions had  been  revised  sever  il  times  and 
were  again  under  consideration.  It  could 
not,  therefore,  be  said  that  they  were  not 
up-to-date.  The  Board  of  Trade  objected 
to  the  insertion  of  this  clause,  because  an 
arrangement  had  been  arrived  at  whereby 
for  some  years  they  had  secured  tmi- 
form  procedure  in  Parliamentary  practice. 
They  objected  to  the  clause  because 
it  was  unnecessary  and  because  it  created 
the  impression,  undeservedly,  that  the 
model  clauses  of  the  Board  of  Trade  were 
not  adequate. 

♦Mr.  MORTON  (Sutherland)  said  he 
desired  on  the  part  of  the  Corporation 
to  say  that  they  were  entirely  satisfied 
with  the  protection  which  the  House  of 
Lords  had  given  them  by  striking  out 
the  clause  referred  to.  The  Corporation, 
for  the  sake  of  peace  and  quietness  agreed, 
to  the  insertion  of  the  clause,  and  not 
because  they  believed  in  it  as  being 
necessary  at  all.  In  this  matter  they 
were  merely  bridge-wideners  and  they 
ought  not  to  be  troubled,  even  if  it 
were  necessary,  by  any  such  clause  as  this. 
Moreover,  they  were  told  on  good 
authority  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
regulations  were  quite  sufficient  for  the 
purpose.  The  Corporation  hoped  to  have 
the  works  in  progress  soon  after  the 
Autumn  session,  and  he  trusted  the  House 
would  agree  that  this  clause  was  not 
necessary,  and  that  the  Corporation  had 
acted  fairly  and  even  generously  'n 
voluntarily  finding  from  two  to  three 
hundred  thousand  pounds  to  enable  the 
tramway  to  be  taken  over  Blackfriars 
Bridge. 

Question  put. 

The  House  proceeded  to  a  Division ; 
but  there  being  no  Members  willing  to 
act  as  Tellers  for  the  Ayes,  Mr.  Speaker 
declared  the  Noes  had  it. 


Subsequent  Lords  Amendments  agreed 


to. 
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LONDON    COUNTY    COUNCIL    (TRAM-  i 
W  AYS  ASD  LMPROVEMENTS  BILL) 
(By  Order). 

♦Mr.  BARNARD  (Kiddenninster)  said 
that  although  it  might  be  true  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  regulations  were  sufficient 
to  cam'  out   the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment he  had  placed  upon  the  Paper,  his 
complaint  was  that  they  were  not  carried 
into  effect.     To  show  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  were  not  altogether  consistent  in 
their  policy  he  would  point  out  that  in 
the  case  of  the  Administrative  County 
of  London  and  District  Electric  Power 
Bill  of  last  session,  a  Bill  which  was  very 
well  known,  this  clause  was  inserted  by  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
After  evidence  had  been  called  and  the 
matter    fully  gone    into,   and   the    Bill 
passed     through     all    stages     in     both 
Houses  of  Parliament  without  objection 
being  taken  to  this  clause  by  the  Board 
of  Trade,  but  the  Bill    however,  failed 
to      receive     Royal     Assent      through 
want  of  time.     He  would  not  press  his 
objection  any  further,  and  he  would  not 
move. 

Lords    Amendment    considered,    and 
agreed  to. 


NAVY  AND  ARMY  EXPENDITURE, 

1904-6. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(Li  the  Committee.) 

Whereas  it  appears  by  the  Navy 
Appropriation  Accoimt  for  the  year 
ended  the  31st  day  of  March,  1905,  and 
the  statement  appended  thereto,  as 
follows,  viz : — 

(a.)  That  the  gross  expenditure  for 
certain  Navy  Services  exceeded  the 
estimate  of  such  expenditure  by  a  total 
sum  of  £415,439  18«.  %d,,  as  shown  in 
Column  No.  1  of  the  Schedule  hereto 
appended ;  while  the  gross  expenditure 
for  other  Navy  Services  fell  short  of  the 
estimate  of  such  expenditure  by  a  total 
sum  of  £449,539  13«.  Id.,  as  shown  in 
Column  No.  2  of  the  said  appended 
Schedule,  so  that  the  gross  actual  expen- 
diture for  the  whole  of  the  Navy  Services 
fell  short  of  the  gross  estimated  expendi- 
ture by  the  net  sum  of  £34,099  14«.  \\d, ; 

(b.)  That  the  receipts  in  aid  of  certain 
Grants  for  Navy  Services  fell  short  of 


the  total  estimated  receipts  by  the  sum 
of  £80,479  6«.  10(^.,  as  shown  in  Column 
No.  3  of  the  said  appended  Schedule, 
while  the  receipts  in  aid  of  other  Navy 
Services  exceeded  the  estimate  of  such 
receipts  by  a  total  sum  of  £76,198  8«.  9rf., 
as  shown  in  Column  No.  4  of  the  said 
appended  Schedule,  so  that  the  total 
actual  receipts  in  aid  of  the  Grants  for 
Navy  Services  fell  short  of  the  total 
estimated  receipts  by  the  net  sum  of 
£4,280  185.  Id. 

(c.)  That  the  resulting  differences  be- 
tween the  Exchequer  Grants  for  Navy 
Services  and  the  net  expenditure  are  as 
follows,  viz. — 

£  8.  d. 
Total  Surpluses  -  -  465,107  18  8 
Total  Deficits  -        -  425,289     1  10 


Net  Surplus       -  £29,818  16  10 

And  whereas  the  Lords  Commissioners 
of  His  Majesty's  Treasury  have  tem- 
porarily authorised  the  application,  in 
reduction  of  the  net  charge  on  Exchequer 
Grants  for  certain  Navy  Services,  of  the 
whole  of  the  sums  received  in  excess  of 
the  Estimated  Appropriation-in-Aid,  in 
respect  of  the  same  services,  and  have  also 
temporarily  authorised  the  application 
of  so  much  of  the  said  total  surpluses 
on  certain  Grants  for  Navy  Services  as  is 
necessary  to  cover  the  said  total  deficits 
on  other  Grants  for  Navy  Services. 

1.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, "  That  the  appUcation  of  such 
sums  be  sanctioned  :  " — (Mr.  McKenna.) 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  asked  why  there 
had  been  an  excess  of  expenditure 
over  the  estimates  of  £4,280  for  Navy 
Services. 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr.  Edmund  Robertson, 
Dundee)  replied  that  those  figures  related 
to  matters  which  happened  two  years 
ago.  There  were  many  precedents  for  the 
course  they  were  now  taking. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool,  West  Derby)  said  he  was  aware 
that  there  was  a  considerable  number 
of  precedents  for  Resolutions  of 
this  kind,  but  nevertheless  this 
course  was  exceedingly  objectionable. 
The  real  meaning  of  it  was  that  in  the 
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Navy  fluma  had  beea  spent  to  the  extent 
of  £415,000  over  and  above  the  amount 
voted.  There  was  an  item  for  £279,000 
for  contract  work  which  had  not  beett 
carried  out,  the  expenditute  for  which 
had  been  authorised  by  the  House.  He 
wonld  hke  to  have  some  explanation  on 
that  point.  Hon.  members  who  were 
now  on  the  Government  side  bad  de- 
nounced this  eyatem  of  book-keeping 
when}  they  were  in  Oppoation.  It  was 
absolutely  bad  and  unsound.  One  would 
have  thought  after  the  protests  made  in 
former  years  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  not  have  come  here  to  do  the  same 
sort  of  financial  juggle.  He  was  very 
much  ashanked  when  this  practice  was 
followed  on  his  own  side,  but  they  made 
no  fantastio  attempts  to  pose  as  financial 
purists.  Now  that  great  financial  re- 
formers had  obtained  control  of  afiairs 
this  was  the  sortjof  thing  they  did. 

Mr.?  BOWLES  -(Lambeth,  Norwood) 
said  he  wished  tofassociate  himself  with 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down.  This  was  a  kind  of 
Resolution  which  was  highly  undesirable. 
The  accounts  showed  that  Vote  after  Vote 
in  the  Admiralty  Estimates  for  the  year 
190+-6  had  been  wrong.  [Cries  of  "Ohl"] 
He  could  assure  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
that  he  had  not  the  slightest  Party  motive 
in  making  these  remarks.  His  sole  con- 
cern was  to  get  some  assurance  from  the 
Government  that  this  matter  would  have 
their  attention.  Vote  after  Vote  showed 
bad  estimating.  He  knew  perfectly  well 
that  the  Treasury  was  empowered  by 
the  Appropriation  Act  to  do  as  was 
now  proposed,  but  he  desired  to  point 
out  that  it  was  a  method  which  defeated  ' 
the  control  of  this  House  over  finance. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  Resolution 
is^merely  carrying  into  effect  the  Act  of 
Parliament.  The  hon.  Member  is  not 
entitled  to  criticise  the  Act  of  ParUament. 

Mr-  BOWLES  said  he  quite  agreed. 
He  was  endeavouring  to  point  out  the 
efiect  of  the  Resolution  they  were  now 
asked  to  pass.  It  was  a  system  which 
weakened  the  control  this  House  ought 
to  have  over  expenditure.  He  hoped 
they  might  look  forward  to  something 
being  done   for   the   mitigation   of  the 

Mr.  William,  Hulher/ofd. 
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admitted  abuses  under  this  system  of 
finance. 

The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  McKenna,  Mon- 
mouthshire, N.)  said  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men had  correctly  stated  that  whftt  was 
now  being  done  was  in  accordanoa  with 
Act  of  Parliament.  In  order  to  allay 
the  alarms  of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  spoken  let  him  remind  the  House 
that  all  theae  surpluses  and  excesses 
were  dealt  with  in  detail  by  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee,  and  that  the 
accounts  were  not  presented  to  this 
House  until  they  had  been  so  con- 
sidered. The  Public  Accounts  Conuiiitt«e 
was  satisfied  that  this  procedure 
was  good  procedure.  Personally  hs 
did  not  think  it  was  a  bad  system, 
and  in  the  interest  of  economy  it  was 
an  admirable  system.  Every  item  in 
the  accounts  now  before  the  Committee 
had  already  been  considered,  and  he 
submitted  that  it  was  unnecessary  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  Committee  in 
going  into  them  in  detail. 

Sir  £.  CARSON  said  there  waa  an 
item  of  £279,000  in  the  accounts  described 
as  a  surplus  over  the  estimate  for  contract 
work.  Supposing  he  was  of  an  inquisitive 
turn  of  mind,  how  was  he  to  find  out  the 
particulars  of  that  item  ^ 

Mr.  McEENNA  :  From  the  Report 
of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor-General 

Lord  R.  CECIL:  Has  that  Report 
been  issued  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  On  this  particalar 
point  it  has  not  been  issued. 
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Hoose  wlio  diupprovad  of  aoj  of  these 
items  toTmove  a  laductioii. 
Mh.  HcKSNNA  :    No. 

I/OKD  R.  CECIL  said  the  House  had 
no  real  efieotive  control  over  the  policy 
of  the  expenditure  of  theee  sums.  That 
waa  the  point  to  which  thejr  desired  to 
addzeae  tiittnaelves.  On  the  face  of  it 
the   system  appeared  to  be  a  very  bad 

Mb.  HABHOOD-BANNER  (Liverpool. 
Everton)  said  that  it  seemed  to  him  an 
extraoidmaiy  thing  that  they  shonld  have 
all  sorts  of  statementA  made  as  to  this 
expenditure. 

Thb  CHAIRSIAN  said  be  had  already 
stated  that  it  was  done  aoooiding  to  Act 
of  Parliament. 


Mb.  HARMOOD-BANNKR  said  he 
would  lilce  to  point  out  that  the  system 
would  not  tei^  to  purity  of  administra- 
tion  

The  chairman  said  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  in  order. 

Lord  BALCARRES  (Lancashire, 
Chorley)  asked  if  they  were  to  understand 
that  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  approved  of  this  system. 

Me.  WILLIAM  RUTHERFORD  asked 
whether  this  House  oi  a  Committee  of 
the  House  had  ever  authorised  the  ex- 
penditure of  this  £224,212  for  material. 

Ma.  MoEENNA  said  that  powers  were 
given  to  the  Treasury  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment to  spend  that  sum.  \ 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


579 


Narii  and  Army 


{COMMONS}  Expenditure,  1904-5. 


56(1 


Brunner,  «).F.L.( Lanes.,  Leigh) 

Bryce,Rt.Hn.Jame8(Aberdeen) 

Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 

Bumyeat,  W.  J.  D. 

Buxton,  Rt.Hn.Sydney  Charles 

Byles,  William  Pollard 

Carr-Oomm,  H.  W. 

Caii8ton,Rt.Hn.  RichardKnight 

Cheetham,  John  Frederick 

Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 

Churchill,  Winston  Spencer 

Clancy,  John  Joseph 

Clarke,  C.  Goddard 

Clongh,  W. 

Cogan,  Denis  J. 

Cofiins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 

Collin8,SirWm.J.(S,Pancras.W) 

Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Cooper,  6.  J. 

Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 

Corbett,  C.H(Siis8ez,£.Grinte*d 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 

Crean,  Eugene 

Crooks,  William 

Crossley,  William  J. 

Cnllinan,  J. 

Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 

Dayies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 

Delany,  William 

Dewar,  Arthur  (Edinburgh,  S.) 

Dolan,  Charles  Joseph 

Duckworth,  James 

Duffy,  William  J. 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Dunne,MajorE.Martin(Walsall) 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 

Edwards,  Frank  (Radnor) 

Elibank,  Master  of 

Erskine,  David  C. 

Essex,  R.  W. 

Everett,  R.  Lacey 

Farrell,  James  Patrick 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ferens,  T.  R. 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Field,  William 

Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 

Findlay,  Alexander 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 

FuUerton,  Hueh 

Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 

GiU,  A.  H. 

Ginnell,  L. 

Gladstone,Rt.Hn.  HerbertJohn 

Glendinning,  R.  G. 

Glover,  Thomas 

Goddard.  Daniel  Ford 

Gooch,  George  Peabody 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 

Gulland,  John  W. 

Gurdon,  Sir  W.  Brampton 

Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 

Halpin,  J. 

Hammond,  John 

Hardie,J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 
Hardy,  George  A.  (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (WoroV) 
Harrington,  Timothy 
Harvey,  A.  G.  C  (Rochdale) 


Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 

Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 

Hazleton,  Richard 

Hedges,  A.  Paget 

Helme,  Norval  Watson 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Hender8on,J.M.(Aberdeen,  W.) 

Henry,  Charles  S. 

Herbert,  Col.  Ivor  (Mon.,  S.) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hobart,  Sir  Robert 

Hodge,  John 

Hogan,  Michael 

Hope,  W.  Bateman(Somer8et,N. 

Homiman,  Emslie  John 

Howard,  Hon.  Geoffrey 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hyde,  Clarendon 

Illin^orth,  Percy  H. 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jones,  William(Camarvonshire) 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kennedy,  Vincent  Paul 

Kincaid-Smithy  Captain 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lambert,  George 

Lamont,  Norman 

Law,  Hugh  A.  (Donegal,  W.) 

Leese,  Sir  Jose  phF.(Accrington) 

Lehmann,  R.  C. 

Levy,  Maurice 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

Lupton,  Arnold 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (LeioeBter) 

Maclean,  Donald 

Macpherson,  J.  T. 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,S.) 

MacVeigh,  Chas.  (Donegal,  E.) 

M*Callum,  John  M. 

M'Hugh,  Patrick  A. 

M*Kenna,  Reginald 

M*KiUop,  W. 

M*Laren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 

M^Mickins,  Major  G. 

Manfield,  Harry  (Northants) 

Mansfield,  H.  Rendall  (Lincoln) 

Marks,G.Croydon  (Launceeton) 

Meagher,  Michael 

Menzies,  Walter 

Mond,  A. 

Montagu,  E.  S. 

Montgomery,  H.  G. 

Mooney,  J.  J. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Murnaghan,  George 

Murphy,  John 

Nannotti,  JoHoph  P. 

NirholU,  (it»orgo 

NioluilHon,  ClmH.N.  (DonoastV) 

Nolan,  Jonnpli 


Norman,  Henry 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

Nuttall,  Harry 

O'Brien,  Kendal(Tipperary  Wi 

O'Connor,  Jame8(  Wickkm,  W.) 

O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 

O'Doherty,  Philip 

O'Donnell,  T.  (Kerry,  W.> 

O'Dowd,  John 

O'Grady,  J. 

O'Hare,  Patrick 

O'MaUey,  WiUiam 

O'Mara,  James 

O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 

Paul,  Herbert 

Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs.  Leek) 

Philipps,Col.  Ivor  (S'thampt'n) 

Pirie,  Duncan  V. 

Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh,Cen1nI) 

Priestby,  W.E.B.  (Bradfocd»F. 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Rainy,  A.  Rolland 

Raphael,  Herbert 

Redmond, John  £.  (Watecfefd) 

Redmond,  William  (dare) 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Rendall,  Athelstan 

Richard8,Thoma8  (W.Manm'tk 

Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 

Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 

Roberts,  John  H.  (Benbighs.) 

Robinson,  S. 

Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 

Russell,  T.  W. 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (develaod) 

Scott,A.H.(Ashton  underLyne) 

Seely,  Major  J.  B. 

Shackleton,  David  James 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawiek^) 

Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 

Sheehy,  David 

Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 

Silcock,  Thomas  BaU| 

Simon,  John  Allsebrook 

Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

oloan,  Thomas  Henry 

Smeaton,  Donald  Mackensie 

Smyth,  Thomas  F.  (Leitrim.  &> 

Spicer,  Sir  Albert 

Stanley,  H  on.  A.  LyulphCCheah.  > 

Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 

Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 

Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 

Sullivan,  Donal 

Sutherland,  J.  K 

Tennant,  Sir  E.  (Salisbury) 

Toulmin,  George 

Ure,  Alexander 

Vemey,  F.  W. 

Villiers,  Ernest  AmhirBt 

Walsh,  Stephen 

Walters,  John  Tudor 

Ward,  W.  Dudley(8onthampt<it 

Wason,John  Cathcart<Orlmey^ 

Watt,  H.  Anderson 

Wedgwood,  Joeiah  C 

Weir,  James  C^oway 

Whitbread,  Howard 

White,    George  (Norfolk) 

White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartoo8hire> 

White,  Luke  (York,  E.R.) 

White,  Patrick  (Meath,  Nor'hlv 

Whitehead,  Rowland 
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Whitley.  J.  H.  (Hftlifsz) 
WHlde,  Alexander 
WliliftTnig  J.  (QUmorgaa) 
WmumMn^A. 


Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R.) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid.) 
Winfrey,  R. 
Wodehoiiae^Lord(Norfolk,  Mid) 


TSLLEBS  FOB  THX  NOBS — Tdtm 

Whiteley    and    Mr.    J.    A. 
Pease. 


Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  drew  attention  to 
the  item  of  £39,458  excess  over  estimated 
gross  expenditure  on  War  Office  salaries 
And  miscellaneous  charges,  and  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  he  would 
give  |some  explanation.  He  also  ex- 
pressed the  hope  that  this  very  large 
figure  would  not  reappear  in  the  Esti- 
mates, because  if  such  a  large  excess  were 
allowed  to  arise  on  this  item  there  must  be 
«ven  worse  orgaftisation  at  headquarters 
than  the  House  had  been  led  to  think. 

M&.  HALDANE  said  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  taken  the  trouble  he 
«euld  easily  have  ascertained  the  cause 
of  this  excess.  The  late  House  of. 
Oonunons  resolved  to  reorganise  the 
War  Office  and  for  that  purpose  appointed 
the  Esher  Committee, which  made  certain 
suggestions  as  to  departmental  changes, 
the  carrjring  out  of  which  required  new 


offices  pnd  a  fresh  stafi.  The  cost  was 
nearly  £40,000.  The  changes  were 
directed  to  be  made  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment, and  were  provided  for  by  transfers 
which  the  accounts  now  regularised. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  RUTHERFORD 
thought  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
was  rather  unfair  to  his  hon.  friend, 
who,  of  course,  was  not  receiving 
a  salary  in  connection  with  the 
Department.  Perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  good  enough  to 
explain  how  the  sum  of  £33,492,  balances 
irrecoverable,  came  about. 

Mr.  HALDANE  said  the  Appropriation 
Account  for  1904-  5,  which  was  accessible 
to  every  hon.  Member  in  the  Library, 
showed  on  page  112,  details  of  the 
balances  irrecoverable  and  claims  aban- 
doned or  insufficiently  accounted  for 
during  the  War  in  South  Africa. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Schedule. 


J 

Gross  Ezpeoditnrs. 

> 
'B 

Exceeses  of 

Sorplnses  of 

Deficiencies  of 

Surplnses  of 

1 

ikimy  StnrloM,  1004-1906. 

Actual  over 

Estimated 

Actoal  as 

Actaal  as 

VoS. 

Estimated 

over  Aciual 

coiiipared  with 

compared  with 

i 

Gross 

Grues 

Estiiuated 

Estimated 

Ezpenditore 

Expenditore. 

Ueceipts. 

Receipts. 

1. 

t. 

8. 

4. 

&       8.  d. 

£       8.d. 

&      ad. 

£       ad. 

1 

Paj,  Ae.,  of  Anny  (Oeneral  Staff,  Bagi- 

menu,  BMerra,  and  Department!) 

— 

166,866    6  11 

.— 

7.761    1  11 

t 

MedlcAl  BstabllahmenU :  Pay,  Ac    - 

.— 

228  19    8 

— 

6,087    6    7 

s 

MUitia :  Pay,  Boonty,  Ae.  - 

» 

68,879    1    0 

2,627  16    0 

— 

4 

Imperial  Yeomanry :  Pay  and  AUowanoet 
Vomnteer  Corpe  :  ray  and  Allowances    - 

— 

46,176  10    8 

— 

770  11    2 

6 

12.908  16    6 

— 

— 

667    6    8 

6 
7 
8 

Transport  and  Remoants    .... 
Prov  wons.  Pot-ace,  and  other  Snpplies 
CloUilng  BsUbltohments,  and  Senrlces     • 

116,062  le  11 

8,777  18    6 
a^  10  10 

— 

260,809  18    1 

16,128  14    8 

1,968    8    b 

9 

Warlike  and  other  Stores :  Supply  and 

Repair "  \      . 

10^286  12    6 

— 

— 

81,117    2    8 

10 

Works,  Boildings,  and  Repairs:    Cost, 

Ineliiding  Staff  for  Engineer  Services  • 

— 

88,771  IS    8 

— 

22,860  U    8 

U 

Istablishmenta  for  Mllitaiy  Education  • 

8,211  14  11 

— 

4,687  10    8 

— 

12 

ICiseellaneons  Effective  Services 

7,617  12    8 

— 

— 

2,647  U    0 

U 

War  Office:  SaUries  and  Hiscellaneons 

Gbaifes  ....... 

80,468    7    8 

__ 

1,867    7    8 

— 

U 

Kon-effeetive  Charges  for  Officers,  do. 

— 

.24,786    1    8 

— 

10^88  16    7 

u 

Kon-effeetive  Charges  for  Men,  Ae,  • 
ChrU  SaperannnatioD,  Compensation,  and 
Coropsssionate  Allowances  • 

86,076  16    0 

— 

— 

16,861  10    2 

18 

— 

4fiU  16    2 

68  18    0 

— 

Balances  Inaeoverable       .... 

88,402    6  10 

— 

— 

— 

1 
1 

866,867    8    8 

886,674    6    6 

8^476    7  10 

888,648  16    2 

Net  Surplus,  £109,207    2    8 


Net  Snrplna  £876.168    8    4 


-\y- 


Surplus  surrendered  to  the  Exchequer     ...     £484,375  10s.  7d. 
BesolutioDs  to  be  reported  this  day. 
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COLONIAL  MARRIAGES  BILL. 

Order  for  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
•*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time.*' 

Lord  E.  CECIL  said  this  was  a  Bill 
of  real  importance,  and  it  was  not  his 
faiilt  if  it  came  on  at  a  quarter  to  one  in 
the  morning.  The  proposal  in  the  Bill 
was  that  a  marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's 
sister  celebrated  in  a  Colony  where  it  was 
legal  was  to  be  treated  in  this  country  as 
legal.  With  that  proposition  he  did  not 
quarrel.  It  was  a  reasonable  concession  to 
make.  He  ventured  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment whether  they  could  see  their  way  to 
extend  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  generall 
to  all  the  marriage  laws  of  the  Colonies. 
The  larger  question  of  the  Deceased  Wife's 
Sister's  Bill  did  not  appear  to  arise  in  this 
case,  but  with  regard  to  the  suggestion  he 
had  made  he  would  like  to  have  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen's  views. 

♦The  UNDER-SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  Churchill, 
Manchester,N.W.)  said  the  noble  Lord  was 
quite  right:  the  general  Question  of  the 
deceased  wife's  sister  did  not  arise  in  this 
Bill  in  any  way.  The  argument  for  this 
Bill  was  solely  the  Colonial  argument. 
It  had  been  brought  to  the  notice  of  the 
Colonial  Office  on  previous  occasions  that 
there  was  a  real  grievance  connected 
with  marriages  of  this  class  contracted 
in  the  Colonies.  Great  pain  was  caused 
to  people  whose  marriage  was  quite 
legal  in  the  Colonies,  but  who,  when  they 
came  over  to  this  country  found  them- 
selves under  a  social  and  almost  a  moral 
stigma,  and  who  were  in  addition  to  that 
exposed  to  a  disability  in  respect  of 
inheriting  real  estate.  That  the  Govern- 
ment desired  to  remove.  Our  Colonies 
would  cordially  welcome  the  removal,  and 
it  would  be  regarded  throughout  the 
Empire  as  a  graceful  and  wise  act  on  the 
part  of  this  Hovse.  His  noble  friend, 
whose  view  on  this  point  he  himself 
shared,  asked  why  not  make  it  more 
general  ?  Why  fix  it  to  one  particular 
degree.  The  Government  were  ver} 
anxious  to  do  that  because  the  principle 
uf  on  which  the  Colonial  Office  acted  in 
this  question  was  to  make  the  procedure 


of  the  marriage  laws  of  the  Colonies  legal 
in  this  country.  But  upon  investigation 
great  difficulties  were  discovered  of  an 
indefini  e  character.  It  would  be  going 
somewhat  beyond  the  limits  t:)  which  they 
were  prepared  to  go  to  say  that  real 
estate  in  this  country  should  change 
hands  in  pursuance  of  any  law  of  marriage 
that  should  be  made  in  the  Colonies. 
That  would  be  going  beyond  the  principle 
the  Government  admitted.  He  hoped 
this  explanation  would  enable  the  House 
to  come  to  a  decision  upon  this  matter. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Clare, 
E.)  only  desired  to  emphasise  what 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  said.  When 
he  was  in  Australia  in  the  previous 
year  he  found  there  was  a  very  strong 
feeling  about  this  matter.  There  waa 
a  perfectly  unan'mous  f eel  ng  in  favour 
of  this  Bill,  which  would  be  received  ia 
1  the  Colonies  in  general,  and  in  Aiistralia^ 
in  particular,  with  general  satisfaction. 


Sir  BRAMPTON  GURDON  (Norfolk, 
N.)  said  he  could  not  help  thinking  it  waa 
unfortunate  that  the  Go\vmment  had  not 
thought  fit  to  adopt  the  larger  view  on 
this  question  which  would  have  covered 
the'  Colonial  question.  By  this  Bill  the 
Government  had  established  a  principle 
in.f&vour  of  the  rich  as  against  the  poor. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for-  to-morrow. 


SALE  OF  INT0XIK5ATING  LIQUORS 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

As  amended  by  the-  Standing  Com- 
mittee; 

Mr.  CULLINAN  (Tipperary,  S.)  said 
he  understood  an  arrangement  had  been 
made  between,  the  promoters  and  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill,  which  would  save 
the  House  a  prolonged  cont^^t  on  this. 
occasion. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.)  said  he  waa 
in  charge  of  this  Bill  and  he  knew  of  no- 
arrangement  having  been  made  beyond 
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the  compromise  made  in  the  Committee 
upstairs.  With  the  comprom  se  he  had 
nothing  to  do.  He  was  prepared  to 
accept  it,  but  said  that  under  the  cir- 
oumstances,  as  he  had  not  been  consulted 
in  any  way,  he  should  reserve  to  himself 
the  right  to  oppose  the  Bill  at  its  further 
stages.  For  any  other  arrangement  he 
took  no  responsibility  whatever.  So 
far  as  he  was  personally  concerned 
the  arrangement  or  compromise  originally 
made  had  been  accepted  reluctatitly  by 
some  in  order  to  get  the  contents  of  the 
Bill  as  now  amended,  and  he  trusted 
the  Bill  as  amended  would  now  be  passed 
without  any  other  compromise  being 
entered  into. 

Mr.  CULLIJIAN  said  under  those 
circumstances  he  begged  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  1,  line  6,  to  leave  out  from  the 
word  ^nnti],'  to  the  end  of  the  claufte,  and 
insert  the  words  *the  thirty-first  day  of 
December,  one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  ten 
ADd  no  lon^^r  nnle^s  Parliament  shall  other- 
wise determine,  and  on  the  said  day  all  the 
provisions  of  any  Act  now  in  force  regulating 
the  hours  of  opening  or  keeping  open  of  any 
premises  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  on 
Sunday,  and  shall  come  into  operation  and 
take  effect  as  if  this  Act  had  not  be«n 
passed.*" — {Mr.  Ctdlinan,) — ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  eftand  part  of 
the  BiU." 


♦Mr.T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  said 
the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast  had  correctly 
explained  what  had  occurred.  The  com- 
promise was  unanimously  accepted  by 
the  Standing  Committee.  It  was  quite 
t'ue  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
approve  of  it,  and  that  a  great  many 
of  his  temperance  friends  did  the  same 
thing,  but  there  it  was.  Within  the  last 
hour  he  (Mr.  Russell)  had  had  some 
conversation  with  certain  of  his  friends 
and  with  some  of  the  opponents  of  the 
Bill, who  were  prepared  to  let  it  go  through 
if  the  limit  for  bona  fide  travellers  was 
made  five  miles  outside  the  five  exempted 
cities  instead  of  six.  Having  regard  to 
the  period  of  the  session  and  with  the 
prospects  of  a  stormy  night  before  him — 
because    he    remembered    twenty-eight 


years  ago  when  the  House  sat  up  all 
through  the  night  to  pass  the  original 
Bill,  and  when  Mr.  Gladstone  and  Mr. 
Bright  specially  sat  up  to  assist  in 
carrying  it — he  consulted  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  South  Dublin,  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Trinity  College,  the- 
hon.  Members  for  East  Clare,  the  hon^ 
I  Member  for  West  Meath  and  others. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast  was 
not  in  his  place,  or  he  would  also  have 
consulted  him.  Looking  at  the  period 
of  the  session  and  believing  as  he  did 
that  there  was  not  very  much  di3erence 
between  making  the  limit  five,  and 
making  it  six  miles,  so  far  as  the  five 
exempted  cities  were  concerned,  he  had 
consented  to  that  arrangement.  He  was 
willing  to  accept  the  compromise.  While 
he  was  perfecJy  willing  to  accept 
the  arrangement  come  to,  he  could  bind 
nobody  but  himself.  It  rested  with  hia 
hon.  friends  opposite  to  say  what  they 
thought  about  the  matter. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Clar  e, 
E.)  said  he  wished  to  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  introduced  this  Bill,, 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast,  to 
fall  in  with  the  suggestion  which  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone.  After  all,  this  was  a 
great  opportunity  for  dealing  with  a 
question  which  had  been  very  warmly 
discussed  for  the  last  twenty  or 
thirty  years.  He  thought  this  was  an 
opportunity  that  ought  not  to  be 
thrown  away.  As  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Tyrone  had  said, 
the  Bill  as  it  now  came  before  the  House 
was  a  compromise.  They  knew  per- 
fectly well  it  was  impossible  by  a  com- 
promise to  please  everybody.  There 
would  be  extremists  on  both  sides,  who 
would  declare  themselves  quite  unsatis- 
fied. The  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
and  others  had  been  attacked  for  accep- 
ting this  compromise  by  the  extreme 
temperance  party  in  Ireland,  and  those 
interested  in  the  licensed  trade  in  Ireland 
had  been  assailed  for  having  consented 
to  the  compromise.  They  could  not 
possibly  please  everybody,  and  the  only 
thing  they  could  hope  to  do  was  to 
satisfy  the  great  bulk  of  people  upon 
both  sides.  It  was  quite  true  to  say 
that  this  Bill  represented  a  compromise 
which    had    the   support    of    the    great 
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bulk  on  both  sides  in  this  question 
in  Ireland.  The  only  thing  which  had 
occurred  that  night  was  that  a  further 
extension  of  the  compromise  had  been 
proposed  by  those  who  still  opposed  the 
Bill.  That  further  extension  demanded 
the  reduction  of  the  limit  for  the  borui  fide 
traveller  around  the  large  cities  in 
Ireland  from  six  miles  to  five  miles.  As 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  had 
said  there  were  a  great  many  districts  in 
the  country  where  the  horui  fide  traveller 
question  was  not  a  strong  one.  When  it 
was  proposed  in  Grand  Committ^  to 
reduce  the  oiiginal  limit  from  seven  miles 
to  six  miles  it  was  objected  to  from  both 
sides.  There  were  those  who  got  up  and 
said  that  six  miles  was  too  small  a  limit 
to  fix,  and  others  got  up  and  said  that  six 
miles  was  too  great  a  limit.  So  that  it 
was  impossible  to  do  more  than  arrive 
at  a  figure  which  commanded  general 
support  all  round.  The  figure  six  was  in 
the  Bill,  and  it  was  now  proposed  by  those 
Gkntlemen  who  still  opposed  the  Measure, 
and  whose  opposition  was  entitled — 
although  it  represented  a  minority — to 
the  greatest  possible  respect  and  attention 
— that  the  compromise  should  be  further 
extended  by  making  the  figure  five  instead 
of  six.  The  Member  for  South  Belfast 
had  said  he  did  not  like  the  compromise 
at  all.  In  Belfast  the  extreme  temper- 
ance reformers  bitterly  attacked  the 
compromise,  and  the  only  large  public 
meeting  held  in  reference  to  the  Bill  was 
held  by  the  extreme  temperance  Party, 
who  protested  against  the  compromise. 
In  view  of  these  circumstances  he  thought 
he  might  appeal  with  great  confidence  to 
the  House  not  to  allow  that  opportunity 
to  pass  of  doing  something  which  was 
reafly  desired  by  the  vast  bulk  of  the 
Irish  people.  There  were  extremists  on 
both  sides,  those  who  thought  the  Bill 
went  too  far  and  those  who  thought  that 
it  did  not  go  far  enough ;  but  taking 
the  general  mass  of  public  opinion  in 
Ireland,  represented  in  this  House  and 
outside  of  it,  and  judging  it  by  every  test 
they  could  apply,  the  vast  bulk  of  the 
Irish  people  d&d  ask  for  this  Bill.  He 
would  earnestly  appeal  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Belfast,  in  view  of  the  time 
of  the  session  and  the  extreme  difiiculty 
of  dealing  with  matters  of  this  kind, 
to  further  extend  the  compromise  so 
a^'  to  allow  the  Bill  to  leave  the  House 

Mr,  Willvam  Redmond 


and  go  to  the  people  of  Ireland  witii 
the  unanimous  assent  and  approval 
of  the  different  Parties  concerned.  He 
admitted  that  the  good  effect  of  the  Bill 
wovdd  be  spoiled  if  it  left  the  House  after 
heated  discussions  and  after  some  re- 
criminations had  been  indulged  in.  Thk 
was  a  genuine  and  honest  attempt  to 
deal  with  what  had  been  regarded  as  a 
need  in  Ireland.  An  oppoitunity  was 
given  of  having  an  unanimous  deoaooo, 
and  he  appealed  earnestly  to  the  hoe. 
Member  for  South  Belfast  to  accept  the 
compromise,  to  recognise  that  it  was  the 
general  sense  of  the  House  and  to  make 
the  best  of  it.  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Belfast  and  himself  did  not  agree 
on  many  other  questions,  but  on  this 
question  they  did  agree,  and  he  again  asked 
his  hon.  friend  to  join  with  him  in  pro- 
moting in  Ireland  a  genuine  measure  of 
reform. 

Mr.  SLOAN  said  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  made 
a  very  strong  appeal  to  the  House, 
and  especially  to  himself  as  being  techni- 
cally in  charge  of  the  Bill,  to  agree  to 
this  compromise.  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone,  when  this  Bill  was  in 
Committee,  had  regarded  with  the  utmost 
contempt  any  suggestion  of  making  the 
limit  five  miles  instead  of  six.  The  Com- 
mittee agreed  to  the  limit  of  six  miles, 
although  one  or  two  Members  protested 
against  it.  They  had  been  fighting  for 
this  Bill  for  thirty  years.  Two  Royal 
Commissions  had  approved  of  the  Bill, 
which  had  passed  the  House  of  Commons 
on  two  or  three  occasions  and  had  also 
passed  the  House  of  Lords.  It  was 
desired  to  get  Sunday  closing  in  the 
five  exempted  cities  under  the  Act  of 
1878,  to  get  nine  o'clock  closing  on 
Saturday  night  in  those  cities,  and  to  have 
the  bona  fide  traveller  limit  extended  trom 
three  miles  to  six  miles.  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  was  correct  in 
what  he  stated  that  the  bona  fide  traveller 
did  not  matter  very  much  in  the  country 
districts,  why  was  it  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Clare  was  anxious  to  have  the 
country  towns  exempted  from  any 
extension  under  the  Bill  ?  The  present 
limit  was  three  miles,  and  his  hon.  friend 
wanted  it  to  remain  that.  The  Grand 
Committee  agreed  to  the  compromise 
arranged    between    the    licensed    tfade 
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and  the  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  and 
in  that  form  the  Bill  had  come  down  to 
the  House.  Three  hours  ago  there  was 
not  in  this  House  a  stronger  opponent 
of  any  further  compromise  to  the  bona 
fide  traveller  than  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  said 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  perfectly 
right  in  saying  that  he  was  prepared 
to  stand  by  the  arrangement  made 
inj  Grand  Committee,  and  he  was  pre- 
pared to  do  so  still  if  necessary,  but  he 
recognised  that  it  was  an  important  thing 
for  the  future  of  the  Bill  and  its  good  work 
that  it  should  leave  the  House  if  possible 
with  the  unanimous  assent  of  aU  parties. 
He  thought  he  was  promoting  a  good 
spirit  and  doing  a  good  work  in  making 
thisj  further  concession.  He  asked  his 
hon.  friends  not  to  send  the  Bill  to  Ireland 
from  this  House  after  it  had  caused  heat 
and  discussion. 

Mr.  SLOAN  said  he  was  sorry  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  held  him 
guilty  of  recriminations. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  I  said  re- 
criminations would  serve  no  purpose. 

Mr.  SLOAN  said  he  was  not  guilty 
of  recriminations,  but  at  the  same  time 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  they  who 
were  in  favour  of  the  whole  Bill  had 
sacrificed  a  considerable  part  of  it. 
Although  they  did  not  care  for  the  Bill 
as  amended  they  accepted  it  in  the 
spirit  in  which  it  had  been  given.  They 
were  not  prepared  to  make  further 
concessions  at  two  hours  notice,  and  if 
these  concessions  were  made  they  would 
break  down  the  original  compromise. 
He  asked  those  hon.  Members  who 
were  prepared  to  do  their  best  to  support 
him  to  give  him  what  was  reasonable 
and  fair.  He  asked  the  House  to  con- 
sideT,  in  view  of  this  further  compromise, 
the  great  concessions  they  had  already 
made,  and  having  made  these  con- 
cessions they  should  certainly  get  the 
BiU  without  any  further  compromise 
or  any  further  concessions.  He  was 
sorry  he  could  not  give  way  to  the  strong 


appeal  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Clare,  but  on  the  ground  of  principle  he 
could  not  do  it. 


Mr.  J.  P.  NANNETTI  (Dublin,  Col- 
lege Green)  said  that  as  one  of  those- 
who  led  the  opposition  to  the  Bill  whea 
it  was  first  before  the  House  he  was- 
willing  to  withdraw  his  opposition  in 
view  of  the  compromise  arrived  at.  As 
to  the  suggestion  that  there  was  to  be 
no  finality  in  this  question  of  temperance- 
legislation,  he  thought  the  time  had 
arrived  when  a  proper  trial  should  be- 
given  to  the  compromise  arrived  at  here 
before  any  other  legislation  of  the- 
character  suggested  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Belfast  was  attempted. 
He  was  therefore  prepared  to  accept  the- 
compromise  referred  to  by  his  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
and  on  his  part  to  withdraw  further 
opposition  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  (DubUn,  S.) 
said  he  would  only  interpose  for  a  moment 
or  two.  It  was  quite  true,  ,as  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  had  said,  that 
that  hon.  Gentleman  was  good  enough  to- 
approach  him  in  regard  to  a  compromise. 
Since  then  he  had  heard  from  time  to> 
time  what  had  been  the  negotiations  in 
progress.  He  could  quite  Sjnnpathise 
with  Kis  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  South 
Belfast  in  the  view  he  took,  namely,  that 
after  many  years  of  hard  labour,  with  a 
very  clear  perception  in  their  minds  of 
what  they  wanted,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  friends  had  got,  as  they  believed, 
within  reach  of  their  goal ;  and  now  they 
saw  that  under  the  compromise,  if  they 
accepted  it,  they  must  consent  to  take- 
something  less.  He  therefore  quite  sym- 
pathised with  him  in  the  view  he  took, 
that  he  was  unable  at  present  to  agree  to^ 
the  suggestion  before  the  House.  Might 
he  point  out  to  him  that  there  was  no- 
question  upon  which  legislation  pro- 
ceeded so  entirely  by  compromise  as  this- 
question     of     temperance     legislation  ? 

Going  back  in  memory  twenty-five  years 

to  the  legislative  proposals  made  in  this 

House  in  regard  to  temperance  legislation 

afEecting  England,  he  ventured  to  say 

that  the  advocates  of  temperance  would 

have  been  wise  if  they  had  accepted  the 
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compromise  that  might  then  have  been 
raede  instead  of  rejecting  it  because  it 
did  not  go  the  length  they  desired. 
What  was  the  position  at  the  present 
moment  ?  If  his  hon.  friend,  in  the  desire 
to  get  all  that  he  wanted,  refused  to 
accept  this  compromise,  and  invited  the 
House  to  a  prolonged  contest  which 
.night  be  wasted,  he  would  abandon  and 
render  fruitless  all  the  work  which  had 
been  done  up  to  the  present  time,  and  for 
what  ?  After  ail,  the  concession  was  not 
a  very  great  one.  He  beUeved  it  was 
quite  true  to  say  that  the  bona  fide 
traveller  question  was  only  really  im- 
portant in  the  towns.  The  difEerence  of 
one  mile  was  not  a  very  ierious  difEerence, 
'  nd  he  would  appeil  to  hia  hon.  friend  to 
consider  whether,  in  the  interests  of  the 
'jause  of  which  he  was  an  advocate,  and 
on  behalf  of  which  he  had  laboured  so 
lard,  it  would  not  be  better  to  take  only 
lialf  a  loaf — even  if  he  regarded  it  so— than 
to  reject  it,  and  to  leave  the  question 
where  it  was ;  which  possibly  meant  a 
postponement  for  two  or  three  yeais,  or 
even  more,  before  they  got  any  satiifac- 
.tory  settlement. 

Mr.  SLOAN  :   We  have  already  taken 
the  half  loaf. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  said  his  hon. 
friend  remarked  that  he  had  already 
taken  the  half  loaf,  but  he  had  not, 
because  if  the  concession  was  not  agreed 
upon  now  the  half-loaf  would  have 
to  be  thrown  aside.  But  if  he  made 
that  concession  he  would  pass  this  Bill, 
which  still  went  very  far,  and  would 
be  a  great  deal  better  than  nothing. 
It  was  to  take  upon  himself  a  great 
responsibility  if  he  rejected  this  pro- 
posal, which  had  been  made  in  the 
interests  of  peace,  and  in  the  interests 
of  temperance.  It  was  better  to  com- 
promise, and  to  make  that  large  advance 
in  the  cause  in  which  many  of  them  were 
interested,  and  which  certainly  in  Ireland 
occupied  a  position  quite  different  from 
that  which  it  occupied  in  England. 
There  was  much  more  general  agreemen  t 
there,  and  there  was,  he  believed,  a  general 
consensus  of  opinion  that  they  ought  to 
^proceed  on  the  lines  now  proposed. 

Mr.      CULLINAN,     on      behalf      of 
those   who    had  very  strongly    opposed 

Mr.  Walter  Long, 


the  Bill,  desired  to  say  that  they 
had  given  way  to  a  great  extent  and 
they  had  been  anxious,  if  possible,  to 
meet  their  opponents  half  way  in  an 
arrangement  of  this  kind,  with  the 
object  that  had  been  explained  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Clare,  namely, 
that  this  question  might  be  se  tied  in  a 
manner  to  make  for  peace.  Under  these 
circumstances  he  begged  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (DubUn  County,  N.) 
moved,  "Clause  1,  page  1,  line  8,  at  end 
to  add  'notwithstanding  anything  in  any 
public  or  local  Act.* "  He  siid  he  proposed 
this  Amendment  really  to  give  effect  to 
the  intentions  of  the  promoters.  That 
intention,  as  expressed  in  the  Bill,  was 
that  this  first  clause  should  extend  to 
the  whole  of  the  metropoHtan  police 
district,  and  the  clause  actually  said  so. 
It  said  that  this  Act  of  1878  should  extend 
to  the  whole  of  whe  metropolitan  police 
district.  The  intention  there  was 
perfectly  clear,  but  unfortunately  the 
words  chosen  did  not  carry  out  thit  in- 
tention. The  reason  was  that  a  local  Act, 
passed  for  Dublin  in  the  year  1900,  con- 
tained a  section  which  excluded  a  small 
area  then  added  to  the  City  of  Dublin  from 
the  law  regulating  the  rest  of  the  City  of 
Dublin.  What  he  proposed  to  do  was 
simply  to  repeal  by  implication  the 
section  to  which  he  had  referred,  and 
thus  to  put  the  whole  of  the  metropolitan 
police  district  upon  the  same  footing.  If 
that  Amendment  was  not  carried  a  very 
great  anomaly  would  be  created.  They 
would  have  two  different  laws  regula- 
ting two  different  parts  of  the  City  of 
Dublin — two  different  laws  within  the 
same  municipality.  He  hoped  that, 
after  this  explanation,  his  Amendment 
might  be  deemed  a  fair  and  reasonable 
proposition. 

Mr.      CULLINAN       seconded       the 

Amendment. 

Amendment  moved — 

**  In  paj^'e  1,  line  8,   at  end,  to  add  **not- 
\vithstan<ling  anything  in  any  pablic  or  local 

Act." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 


Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  moved— 

• 

*'  In  page  2,  line  2,  at  end,  to  add  the  words, 
'  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  in  any  way  interfere 
with  the  rights  of  anv  licensed  person  who  is 
the  owner  or  lessee  of  a  theatre,  mosio  hall,  or 
'Other  place  of  pablic  amosement ;  and  all  saoh 
pepons  shall  have  the  same  rights  and 
privileges  as  they  now  have  ander  the  existing 
noensin^  law,  as  if  this  Act  had  not  been 
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decided  to  waive  their  objections,  and 
withdraw  their  Amendments,  believing 
that  the  Members  below  the  Gangway 
would  loyally  adhere  to  the  arrange- 
ment made  upstairs.  He  therefore  sub- 
mitted, as  a  matter  of  fair  play,  that  these 
Amendments  should  not  be  persisted  in, 
and  that  the  Bill  as  approved  and 
amended  upstairs  should  be  accepted  by 
the  House  in  the  same  spirit  as  prevailed 
in  Grand  Committee.  He  would  only 
say  further  that  he  and  his  friends 
believed  the  real  gain  of  this  Bill,  as 
originally  framed,  was  total  Sunday 
closing.  All  the  other  gains,  which  they 
were  now  getting  were  very  small,  com- 
paratively speaking,  but  they  accepted 
the  arrangement  made  in  view  of  the 
compromise,  and  in  the  spirit  of  that 
compromise,  and  for  these  reasons  he  did 
very  sincerely  hope  that  the  Amendment 
would  not  be  persisted  in. 


Mb.  MOONBT  (Newry)  seconded  the 
Amendment. 


Amendment  agreed  to. 


Mr.  COGAN  (Wicklow,  E.)  moved  to 
insert — 


"  In  page  2,  line  10,  after  *  person/  *  residing 
•or  lodging  in  the  metropolitan  police  district 
of  Dublin,  and  the  cities  of  Cork,  Waterford, 
Ximeriok,  and  Belfast.'  *' 

Mr.       CULLINAN       seconded      the 
Amendment. 


Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  ^ge  2,  line  12,  to  leave  out  *  six '  and 
insert  *  hve.'  "— {Jfr.  Cogan, ) 


♦Mr.  BARRIE  (Londonderry,  N.)  said 
he  hoped  this  Amendment  would  not 
be  persisted  in.  Knowing  the  strong 
feeling  there  was  in  Ireland  in  favour  of 
Sunday  closing— a  feeling  not  confined 
to  the  north  of  Ireland — he  had  ventured 
to  put  down  an  Amendment  reinstating 
the  clause  relating  to  Sunday  closing.  In 
view,  however,  of  the  approaches  made 
-to  him  by  hon.  Members  below  the 
(Gangway,  and  being  anxious  that  the 
passing  of  this  Bill  into  law  should  not  be 
jeopardised  in  any  way,  he  consented  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment  which  stood 
in  hia  name  on  the  understanding  that 
they  would  have  the  help  of  their  friends 
below  the  Gangway  in  adhering  to  the 
•compromise  which  was  unanimously 
arrived  at  upstairs.  He  ventured  very 
respectfully  to  submit  to  the  House  that 
that  compromise  should  be  loyally  ad- 
Iiered  to.  It  was  a  unanimous  compro- 
mise. Those  in  Ireland  who  were 
anxious  for  Sunday  closing  felt  that 
the  country  was  ripe  for  it,  but  they 


♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said  he 
was  delighted  to  find  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  so  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  in  the  form  in  which  it  had  been 
left  by  the  Standing  Committee.  There 
were  great  differences  of  opinion  in  Ireland 
upon  the  subject  of  the  five  or  six  miles. 
He  did  not  like  it.  He  would  have  liked 
the  original  Bill.  But  none  who  had 
spent  twenty  years  in  this  House  could 
fail  to  learn  one  lesson,  namely,  that  he 
could  not  get  everything  that  he  liked. 
It  was  one  of  the  finest  places  for  smash- 
ing or  destroying  ideals  to  be  found 
in  the  whole  world.  He  had  given  way 
that  night  and  consented  to  substitute 
five  miles  for  six  in  o  :d  ?r  not  to  jeopardise 
the  Bill.  He  had  done  it  because  he 
thought  a  man  who  would  travel 
five  miles  for  a  drink  on  Sunday 
would  travel  six,  and  that  the 
difference  would  not  be  much,  after  all. 
He  was  told  it  would  cover  frequented 
places  round  Belfast,  it  would  cover 
nearly  the  whole  of  those  round  Dublin, 
and  it  would  cover  the  other  exempted 
cities.  At  all  events,  under  the  arrange- 
ment they  would  get  something,  and 
they  had  previously  got  nothing  for  the 
past    twenty-eight    years.     When    they 

consented  to  this  compromise,  it  was  also 

agreed  that  there  should  be  a  round  table 

conference  during  the  autumn,  at  which 

every  outstanding  question  of  temperance 
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legislation  should  be  discussed  between 
the  tempeiancejDarty  and  the  trade,  and 
that  if  possible  an  arrangement  should 
be  come  to  that  would  permit  an 
agreed  Bill  next  session.  That  was 
a  very  great  matter  to  anyone  in- 
terested in  temperance  reform,  and  he 
thought,  upon  the  whole,  the  reformers 
would  be  able  to  meet  their  friends  in 
Ireland.    Probably    they    would    agree 


nuisance  was  a  comparatiyely  small  one 
in  country  districts. 

Mb.  SLOAN  said  his  infornia* 
tion  was  altogether  different  book 
that.  He  did  not  know  what  tiie 
feeling  of  the  House  was  now  after  the 
speeches  which  had  just  been  delivered. 
Whether  it  would  be  necessary  on  some 
other  occasion  in  the  future  to  agitate  for 


with  him  before  they  were  much  older   the  whole  BiU  he  did  not  know.    He 


that  the  best  thing  had  been  done  under 
the  whole  circimistances  o^the  case. 

Mr.  SLOAN  said  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's speech  were  permitted  to  go 
without  reply  it  would  convey  the 
idea  that  if  he  had  not  accepted  this 
compromise  of  five  miles  the  Bill  would 
have  been  wrecked,  and  that  there  would 
have  been  no  hope  of  its  passing. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  said  jeo- 
pardised. 

Mb.  SLOAN  said  his  opinion  was  that, 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  those  who  sup- 
ported the  Bill,  had  stuck  to  their  guns, 
those  whose  [support  they  sought  in  this 
House  would  have  been  prepared  to  sit  the 
Bill  out,  and  to  see  it  right  through.  And 
therefore  it  was  wrong  to  say  that  that 
compromise  was  made  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  the  Bill.  He  could  not  under- 
stand why  his  hon.  friend  the  Member 
for  South|TyTone  had  agreed  to  the  com- 
promise of  taking  a  mile  ofE  the  limit 
around  the  large  towns,  and  leaving  the 
country  districts  alone.  He  would  like 
some  explanation  from  his  hon.  friend 
why  the  country  districts  were  to  be  left 
alone. 

Mr.  T.  W.  [RUSSELL  said  he  had 
stated  that  the  real  difficulty  of  the  bona 
fide  traveller  question  centered  round  the 
largely  populated  cities.  Everybody  who 
knew  Ireland  was  well  aware  that  that  was 
the  case.  The  bona  fide  traveller  was  a 
nuisance    wherever   he    went,    but    the 

Mr.  T.  W.  Russell 


hoped  the  Conference  which  it  was 
proposed  to  hold  in  the  autumn  would  be 
more  considerate  to  temperance  ref  ormeEs' 
views  than  the  present  compromise. 

^Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.)  said  the  limit  fixed  by  the 
compromise  was  going  very  low.  He 
would  much  rather  have  the  Bill  as  it 
came  from  the  Grand  Committee,  and 
he  was  against  any  further  tampering 
which  would  tend  to  weaken  the  BilL 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 


PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  (REPAYMENty. 

Committee  to  consider  of  authorising 
the  extension  of  time  for  the  repayment 
of  a  loan  made  by  the  Public  Works 
Loan  Commissioners  to  the  South 
StafPoordshire  Mines  Drainage  Com- 
missioners, in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the 
present  session,  to  grant  money  for  the 
purpose  of  certain  local  loans  out  of  the 
local  loans  fund,  and  for  other  purposes 
relating  to  local  loans  (Bang's  Recom- 
mendation signified),  to-morrow. — (Mr* 
McKenna.) 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speakeb,  in  puinmai 
of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  Oil,, 
13th,    adjourned    the 
Question  put. 

Adjonrnedat 
befoie  T#)l 
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PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Metropolitan  Electric  Supply  Bill; 
Brought  from  the  Commona ;  read  1" ; 
uid  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

Water  Orders  Confirmation  Bill 
i;  [h.L.].  Returned  from  the  Commons 
■g  agreed  to,  with  Amendments.  The  said 
J  Amendments  to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

J  Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
~,{No.  7)  Bill;  Macclesfield  and  District 
'°'  Tramways  Bill ;  Poole  Corporation 
*  Water  Bill ;  Corporation  of  London 
■i  (Blackfriars  and  other  Bridges)  Bill ; 
S  London  County  Council  (Tramways  and 

5  ImprovemeotB)  Bill.  Returned  from 
?  the  Commons  with  the  Amendments 
"I  agreed  to. 

*!  Bute  (Ea^tsh  and  Welsh)  Estates 
^  Bill  [h.L.].  Returned  from  the  Commona 
q  agreed  to. 

°     County    of    Durham    Electric   Power 

6  Supply  Bill  [h.l.1  ;  Great  Northern 
I  ([reland)  and  Midland  Railways  Bill 
I  [H.L.].  R«turned  from  the  Commona 
I  agreed  to,  with  Amendments.  The  said 
I  Amendments  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

^  Nettlebed  and  District  Commons 
^  (Preservation)  Bill  [hl.]  ;  Shropshire, 
^  Worcestershire,  and  Staffordshire  Elec- 
^  trie  Power  Bill  [h.L.].  Returned  from 
-g  the  Commons  agreed  to,  with  Amend- 
■3  menta.  The  said  Amendments  considered, 
^  made  and  agreed  to. 

Gas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation 
Bill  [h.L.]  ;  Gas  Orders  ConfirnmtioD 
(No.  1)  Bill  [H.L.] ;  Gas  Orders  Confirma- 
tion (No.  2)  Bill  [h.u]  ;  Electric  Lighting 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  Bill  Th.l.]. 
Conunons  Amendments  considered  (ac- 
cording to  order)  and  a^[reed  to. 


Buthcrglen  Burgh  Order  Confirmation 
Bill.     Read    3'    ^according    to    order) ; 
Amendments  made.      Bill   p 
returned  to  the  Commons. 


passed,   and 


JTewburgh  and  North  Fife  Railway 
(Extension  of  Time)  Order  Confirmation 
Bill ;  Paisley  Roads  Order  Confirmation 
Bill;  Inverolyde  Bequest  Order  Confirma- 
tion Bill ;  Perth  Coiporation  Gas  Order 
Confirmation  Bill.    To  be  read    3>   To- 


EDCCATION  BILL 

Petitions  against;  Of  Inhabitants  of 
West  Felton ;  Bolington ;  Sandhurst ; 
Staunton-Harold ;  Oheshuntand  Walthani 
Cross ;  Grosmont ;  Great  and  Little 
Saling.  Of  the  Company  of  Merchants  of 
Edinburgh  ;  the  Governing  Body  of  the 
Sarum  and  Wilts  Diocesan  Voluntary 
Schools'  Association ;  Llandyssil  Rural 
District  Council.  Of  parents  of  children 
attending  Hull  National  School. 

Read,  and  ordered  to  lie  oa  the  Table. 


RETURNS,    REPORTS,    ETC. 


Memorandum  explanatory  of  recent 
and  forthcoming  changea  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  His  Majesty's  Dockyards  in 
the  United  Kingdom. 

MOROCCO,  N0.I.  (1906). 
Despatches  from  the  British  delegate 
at  the  International  Conferenco  at 
Algeciras,  forwarding  the  General  Act  of 
the  Conference,  signed  April  7th,  1900, 
and  other  documents  relating  to  the 
afiiuta  of  Morocco. 

JUDICIAL  STATISTICS  (IRELAND),  IWJj. 
Part  I.  Criminal  Statistics. 

D  COMMISSION. 
Commissioners  for  the 
1   1st,  1905,  to  March 
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PUBLIC  SLAUGHTER  HOUSES  BILL 

[H.L.]. 

[Second  Reading.] 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

♦The  Earl  op  DONOUGHMORE  : 
My  Lords,  this  Bill  is  not  the  product 
of  the  moment.  It  concerns  a  question 
which  has  been  discussed  for  some  time 
past.  It  owes  its  birth  to  the  Report 
of  the  Departmental  Committee  appointed 
by  the  Admiralty  to  consider  the  humane 
slaughtering  of  animals,  of  which  my  hon. 
friend  Mr.  Arthur  Lee  was  Chairman. 
The  Report  of  this  Committee  was  laid 
before  your  Lordships  two  years  ago. 
The  Bill  is  concerned  with  a  subject 
upon  which  I  am  sorry  to  say  Great 
Britain  is  considerably  behindhand  as 
compared  with  foreign  nations.  In  1903 
there  were  only  eighty-four  public 
slaughter-houses  in  this  country.  Lon- 
don at  that  time  had  600  private  slaughter- 
houses and  not  one  single  public  slaughter- 
house except  Deptford,  which  is  largely 
used  for  slaughter  of  imported  cattle. 

The  state  of  the  law  at  the  moment 
is  as  follows.  Local  authorities  have 
power  to  license  slaughter-houses,  and  no 
new  slaughter-house  can  be  built  without 
a  licence.  They  have  power  to  register 
them  and  to  inspect  them,  and  they  also 
have  power  to  build.  The  authorities 
having  these  powers  are  borough  and 
urban  authorities,  and  in  certain  cases 
the  Local  Government  Board  can  apply 
the  powers  to  rural  authorities ;  but 
parish  councils  and  authorities  of  that 
kind  have  no  possibility  of  coming  under 
these  Acts.  The  object  of  this  Bill  is  to 
go  one  step  further  than  hitherto,  and 
to  enable  public  authorities  to  build 
slaughter-houses  and  to  close  all  private 
slaughter-houses  after  they  have  provided 
proper  facilities  for  the  public. 

The  first  motive  for  this  Bill — it  is  the 
smaller  motive,  but  I  think  it  is  one 
which  will  find  great  sympathy  among 
your  Lordships — is  based  on  the  score  of 
humanity.  There  is  a  tremendous 
difierence  on  this  head  in  the  ways  animals 
are  killed,  and  the  Committee  to  which  I 
have  referred  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  humane  slaughtering  of  cattle  could 
only  be  secured  in  public  slaughter-houses 
where  the  men  engaged  have  naturally  the 


advantage  of  greater  experience  apd  more 
scientific  appUances.  There  is  no  actual 
clause  in  this  Bill  to  put  in  force  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Conunittee,  but 
it  is  obvious  that  it  will  be  much  easier 
to  carry  them  out  in  public  slaughter- 
houses when  the  countless  numbar  of 
private  slaughter-houses  throughout  the 
country  have  been  closed. 

We  could  have  gone  further  if  we  had 
liked.  There  are  certain  countries  on  the 
Continent  in  which  the  law  does  go  to  the 
extent  I  have  mentioned,  of  prescribing 
the  way  in  which  animals  are  to  be  killed, 
but  we  think  we  can  leave  it  to  public 
opinion  if  we  provide  the  proper  facilities. 
The  second  recommendation  of  my  hon- 
ourable friend's  Committee  was  to  this 
effect — 

"  In  the  interests  not  only  of  humanity,  bot 
of  sanitiition,  order,  and  ultimate  economy,  it 
is  highly  desirable  that,  where  circamstances 
permit,  private  Blau^hter-hooses  should  be 
replaced  by  publio  abattoirs,  and  that  do 
killing  should  be  permitted  except  in  the 
latter,  under  official  tuperviaion.*' 

Attention  has  been  called  to  this  subject 
lately  by  certain  revelations  that  have 
taken  place  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Atlantic.  The  details  are  extremely 
squalid,  and  have  been  made  public 
by  means  of  a  book  which  I  believe 
enjoys  the  unique  happiness  of  being 
the  only  novel  that  has  ever  been  pur- 
chaser^ for  your  Lordships'  Ubrary.  At 
any  rate,  what  happened  in  CSiicago 
deserved  the  dignity  of  mention  in  a 
message  to  Congress  from  the  President, 
and  I  think  we  may  take  it  that  a  great 
many  of  the  statements  put  before  us 
have  been  justified.  None  of  the  facts 
that  have  become  known  would  have 
been  possible  had  public  slaughter- 
houses been  the  rule  on  the  other  side 
of  the  Atlantic.  I  wish  to  say  at  once 
that  I  do  not  believe  there  is  the  least 
danger  of  a  discovery  of  any  similar 
scandals  in  this  country,  but  still  it 
is  always  best  to  be  on  the  safe  side. 
The  more  pubUcity  the  better. 

There  are  a  sheaf  of  precedents  in 
private  Bills  for  this  legislation,  and 
they  are  set  forth  in  the  Appendix  to 
the  Committee's  Report.  There  is  one 
precedent  to  which  I  should  particularly 
like  to  draw  your  Lordships'  attention. 
I  refer  to  the'  Scottish  Act  of  1892.  I 
appeal  particiilarly  to  noble  Lords  from 
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Scotland  to  support  this  BiU  and  give 
UB  in  this  country  the  benefits  that  they 
have  enjoyed  for  the  last  twelve  years. 
It  is  obvious  that  the  advantage  of 
a  public  slaughter-house  in  a  town  is 
very  great  as  compared  with  a  number 
of  private  slaughter-houses.  Sanitary 
science  has  advanced  by  leaps  and 
bounds,  and  it  is  only  by  concentration 
in  a  central  building  that  we  can  ensure 
keeping  pace  with  it.  It  is  obviously 
better  for  the  health  of  a  city  that  this 
work  should  be  performed  in  one  central 
building. 

There  is  a  further  advantage,  and 
it  is  that  public  slaughter-houses  provide 
a  safeguard  against  bad  and  diseased 
meat.  The  Committee  made  strong 
recommendations  as  to  an  efficient  system 
of  inspection,  and  there  is  a  clause 
in  this  Bill  which  will  considerably 
strengthen  the  hands  of  local  authorities 
in  dealing  with  this  question.  The 
law  upon  this  point  is  at  present  very 
unsatisfactory.  There  is  only  power 
to  inspect  meat  when  it  is  exposed  for 
sale.  By  the  time  that  it  is  exposed 
for  sale  all  those  parts  of  the  body  which 
it  is  particularly  necessary  should  be 
inspected  in  order  to  detect  disease 
have  been  removed  and  are  no  longer 
available  for  examination  by  the  inspector. 
I  have  before  me  a  Report  lately  presented 
to  the  Sanitary  Department  of  the 
City  of  London  by  the  Medical  Officer 
of  Health,  and  this  is  what  he  says — 

"  An  examination  for  the  detection  of  disease 
can  be  made  properly  only  at  the  time  of 
■laughter  ;  and  rach  examination,  to  be  of  any 
real  value,  must  cover,  first,  the  inspection  of 
the  ftTT^mv  while  alive,  and,  secondly,  the 
examination  alter  slaughter  of  the  carcase, 
together  with  the  organs,  by  a  recognised 
expert.  Any  inspection  short  of  that  could 
not  affi>rd  sufficient  protection  to  the  public 
from  disease.  Inspection  on  arrival  in  market 
and  on  exposure  for  tale  is  sufficient  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  unsoundness,  but  not 
with  regard  to  disease.  The  obvious  remedy  in 
the  first  place  is  the  compulsory  use  of  puolic 
slaughter-houses." 

Tour  Lordships  will  see  that  this  double 
inspection  to  which  the  Report  refers 
is  absolutely  impracticable  when  you 
are  dealing  with  a  large  number  of  private 
slaughter-houses  ;  and  I  claim  that  this 
Report,  which  is  only  one  of  many,  must 
have  great  weight  with  your  Lordships 
in  considering  this  Bill. 


I  claim  that  I  have  shown  a  case  for 
the  Bill,  and  I  will  only  now  briefly 
go  through  its  clauses.  Clause  1  is  based 
on  the  precedents  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred. It  is  the  operative  claiise  of  the 
Bill,  giving  power,  after  public  slaughter* 
houses  have  been  provided,  to  prohibit 
the  use  of  other  slaughter-houses.  Clause 
2  gives  the  local  authority  power  to  ac- 
quire existing  slaughter-houses  or  to 
agree  for  their  use  as  such  to  cease. 
Clause  3  enables  the  local  authority  to 
pay  compensation  to  owners  or  others 
injurioiisly  affected  by  a  prohibition 
before  the  expiry  of  the  licence;  and 
provides  for  the  reference  of  the  matter 
to  arbitration,  following  the  precedent 
in  the  Local  Government  Act  of  1894. 
Clause  4  gives  power  to  the  council  to 
make  by-laws  to  regulate  charges.  I 
will  read  the  clause  to  your  Lordships — 

''A  council  may  make  by-laws,  subject  to 
the  approval  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
to  prescribe  fees  and  charges  to  be  demanded 
and  received  by  them  in  order  to  remunerate 
the  council  for  the  cost  of  oonslruotion,  main- 
tenance, and  working  of  the  buildings  provided 
by  them,  or  of  any  convenience  conaec&ed 
therewith." 

This  is  taken  from  the  precedent  of  the 
Burgh  Police  (Scotland)  Act,  1903.  Its 
object  is  to  ensure  that  local  authorities 
shall  be  reasonable  in  their  charges.  By 
Clause  5  the  Local  Government  Board 
may  extend  the  powers  to  the  council 
of  a  rural  district. 

Clause  6  extends  the  power  of  inspection. 
At  present,  the  inspector  does  not  come 
in  early  enough,  and  this  clause  gives 
power  to  inspect  at  the  time  of  the 
slaughter.  I  do  not  think  I  need  go 
further  into  the  provisions  of  the  BUI, 
which  I  contend  involves  no  hardship  on 
anyone,  and  will  be  a  great  benefit  to  the 
public.  I  beg  to  move  the  Second 
Reading. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2a." 
— {The  Earl  of  Donaughmore.) 


The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN:  My 
Lords,  I  desire  to  offer  no  opposition  to 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  but  I 
am  a  little  surprised  that  it  should  be 
brought  forward  at  this  time  of  the 
session.  No  doubt  there  is  some  good 
reason  why  my  noble  friend  did  not  bring 
the  Bill  in  before ;  but  he  has  not  told  us 
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DOGS  BILL. 

Amendments  reported  (accotding  to 
Order) ;  further  Amendments  made. 
Then  (Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX. 
having  been  suspended)  Bill  read  3*^  with 
the  Amendments  and  passed,  and  re- 
turned to  the  Commons. 


DEANERY  OF  MANCHESTER  BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (aocording  to 
Order).  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment. Then  (Standing  Order  No. 
XXXIX.  having  been  suspended)  Bill 
read  d'^,  and  passed. 


THE  TRANSVAAL  CONSTITUTION. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDON- 
DERRY :  My  Lords,  I  rise  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  he  can  give  the  House  any.  in- 
formation as  to  the  terms  on  which  a 
constitution  is  to  be  given  to  the  Trans- 
vaal. 

*The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
theCOLONIES  (The  Earl  of  Elgin): 
My  Lords,  I  have  had  no  inclination  to 
underrate  the  magnitude  of  the  task 
before  me  this  evening ;  but,  if  I  had,  I 
have  had  many  reminders  of  it.  My 
noble  friend  Lord  Harris  on  Friday  last, 
speaking  on  another  matter,  referred  to 
this  subject,  and  gave  me  a  warning  in 
solemn  tones ;  and  the  echoes  of  that 
warning  had  scarcely  died  away  within 
this  House  when  they  swelled  to  a  greater 
volume  in  the  Albert-hall,  and  have  been 
reverberating  ever  since  through  the 
Press. 

I  am  grateful  to  my  noble  friend  opposite 
for  his  warning,  because  I  am  sure  it  was 
couched  in  the  spirit  of  kindness  which  I 
have  experienced  from  him  for  many 
years  ;  but  I  demur  to  the  more  sonorous 
periods  of  the  Albert-hall,  which  spoke 
of  us  as  only  temporary  guardians  of  the 
Empire.  Those  who  forget  the  nature 
of  their  tenure  of  these  benches  are  apt 
to  have  a  rude  awakening,  and  I  can 
assure  your  Lordships  that  we  who  now 
occupy  these  benches  are  fully  aware 
that  we  have  to  deal  with  great  questions, 
and  we  do  not  deny  our  responsibiUties. 
But  I  think,  on  the  other  hand,  we  have 
a  right  to  expcrct  considerate  treatment  I 


and  a  fair  hearing  from  your  Lordships^ 
House.  The  practice  of  your  Lordships' 
House  has  always  been  to  give  a  lair 
hearing,  and  I  am  quite  sure  that  to- 
night, when  I  feel  in  full  measure  that  I 
require  forbearance,  I  shall  receive  it 
at  your  Lordships'  hands. 

I  do  not  want  to  revive  the  discussion 
of  February  last  as  to  the  respective 
merits  of  representative  and  responsible 
government.     I    hold   to   the    opinions 
which  I  then  expressed.     But  we    are 
told    that    in    introducing     responsiUe 
government    to   the   Transvaal   in    the 
manner  which  we  now  propose  we  are 
abandoning  an  unbroken  precedent  in  the 
development  of  colonial  institutions.    I 
am  not  prepared  to  admit  that;  and, 
anyhow,  if  it  was  true,  I  hold  that  we  are 
not  alone  responsible.    Self-government 
no  doubt  grows    up    gradually  in   our 
Colonies,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  an 
entirely  different  thing  on  this  occasion, 
when,  although  we  are  dealing  with  new 
Colonies,  we  have  to  reconstruct  a  system 
which  has  in  former  times  been  one  of  self- 
government.    I  can  understand  a  logical 
mind  like  that  of  the  noble  Viscount 
(Lord  Milner)  on  the  Cross  Benches  con- 
sidering that  a   period  of  probation  is 
a  necessity ;  and,  indeed,  I  must  confess 
that  I  did  not  at  the  time,  and  I  do  not 
now,  know  how  to  construe  the  speech 
which  he  made  on  this  subject  to  this 
House  in  any  other  way  than  this — that 
he   would  not  have  been  prepared  to 
grant  self-government  until  the  genera- 
tion which  knew  the  war  had  passed 
away. 

However  that  may  be  in  the  case  of  the 
noble  Viscount,  I  do  not  think  it  can  be 
read  into  the  declarations  of  our  prede- 
cessors. I  will  not  quote  them  all ;  I  will 
just  take  one.  In  the  despatch  which  is 
the  covering  despatch  of  the  Constitution 
iof  1905  there  is  the  following  paragraph — 

'*The  terms  of  peace  to  which  I  have 
referred  contemplate  representative  in- 
iBtitutions  leading  up  to  self-govem- 
kuent.  By  self  •goveni men t  b  meant,  of  cooraey 
the  system  under  which  not  only  legislation, 
but  the  very  existence  of  the  Executive  is 
based  on  the  consent  of  the  majority  in  the 
Legislative  Chamber.  Hb  Majesty's  Crovera- 
ment  are  aware  that  lan;e  sections  of  the 
people  in  the  Transvaal  nave  expressed  the 
view  that  self-government  in  this  sense  should 
at  once  be  granted ;  but  they  think  now,  as 
they  did  when  the  terms  of  peace  were  made, 
that  some  time,  although  not,  they  hope,  a  very 


613 


The  IVansvaal 


{31  July  1906} 


Constitution. 


6U 


long  time,  most  still  pass  before  the  oeople  of 
the  colonies  recently  annexed  after  a  long  war 
should  be  entinsted  with  so  great  a  control  of 
their  destiny." 

I  believe  the  previous  declarations  of  Mr. 
Chamberlain  went  as  far,  at  least,  in  that 
direction,  but  I  do  not  find  anything  of 
the  kind  in  the  "  unbroken  precedent " 
of  the  development  of  colonial  institu- 
tions. 

I  can  understand  a  denial  of  representa- 
tive institutions,  but  I  maintain  there  is 
nothing  more  impolitic,  that  there  is 
nothing  more  cruel  than  to  insist  upon 
an  intermediate  period,  which  must  be  a 
period  of  unrest,  uncertainty,  and  in- 
trigue. We  entirely  appreciate  the  dis- 
advantages of  delay,  and  our  object  has 
been  to  shorten  the  delay ;  but  I  maintain 
that  the  delay  would  have  been  prolonged 
by  the  Constitution  of  1905.  We  are 
attacked  because  we  have  not  laid  Papers. 
I  do  not  like  the  tu  quoque  argument,  but  I 
might  say  that  we  do  noble  Lords  opposite 
the  compliment  of  following  their  ex- 
ample. No  Papers  at  all  were  laid  in 
1905.  I  am  told  that  representative 
government  differs  from  responsible  gov- 
ernment in  tlds  matter.  I  do  not  admit 
it ;  but  if  it  was  true,  there  are  precedents 
for  the  course  we  are  now  following. 
The  last  of  our  North  American  colonies 
to  receive  responsible  government  was 
Newfoundland.  That  was  done  in  1855 
by  letters  patent  without  any  previous 
statement  having  been  made  in  Parlia- 
ment, but  they  were  chaUenged  in  the 
House  of  Commons  on  a  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  Hoiise. 

These  constitutional  instruments  are 
full  of  opportunities  for  controversial 
argument,  and  the  debate  would  be 
conducted  under  the  most  disadvan- 
tageous circumstances.  The  arguments 
here  would  be  conducted  by  men  who 
might  be  familiar  with  the  principles 
which  they  were  arguing,  but  who 
are  almost  necessarily  in  many  cases 
ignorant  of  the  local  circumstances.  On 
the  other  hand,  these  instruments  are  to 
come  into  force  in  colonies  where  the 
exact  opposite  obtains.  There  men 
would  take  a  lively  interest  in  all  local 
conditions  and  they  would  almost  of 
necessity  be  practically  ignorant  of  the 
constitutional  arguments  with  which  the 
diBoussion  would  be  chiefly  invested  in 
this  House.     I  maintain  that  it  avoids 


immense  friction,  almost  irretrievable 
friction,  if  these  changes  are  made  on  the 
responsibility  of  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, as  they  wore  on  the  last  occasion. 
That,  at  any  rate,  is  our  position.  We 
insisted  that  time  was  wanted  for  con- 
sideration and  inquiry.  We  have  also 
taken  the  opportunity  of  conducting 
inquiries  on  the  spot  by  confidential 
agents.  The  late  Prime  Minister  put 
forward  what  seems  to  me  a  rather 
remarkable  proposition.     He  said — 

*'  We  have  a  ri;^ht  to  peruse  thi^  Report  for 
which  we  taxpayers  have  all  paid." 

My  Lords,  how  far  is  that  doctrine  going 
to  be  carried  ?  I  suppose  the  taxpayers 
pay  for  all  Foreign  Office  telegrams,  and 
1  do  not  know  what  the  noble  Harquis 
opposite  would  do,  if  he  resumed  the 
seals  of  that  office,  in  dealing  with  that 
dictum. 

As  at  present  advised,  I  must  decline 
to   give   any  engagement    with   regard 
to    the    Report    of     the     Committee4 
The   Government  have    no    wish,  they 
have  no  right,  to  devolve  responsibility 
on  a  Committee.    The  action  they  now 
take  is  their  own.     But  I  hope  the  House 
will  believe  that  I  mean  no  disparage- 
ment or  depreciation  of  the  work  of  the 
Committee.     On  the  contrary,  I  think 
it  would  be  unpardonable  if  I  did  not 
on  this  occasion  express  the  obligation 
we  feel  under  to  the  Committee  for  what 
they    have    done.    They    have    shown 
remarkable  energy  and  diligence.    I  may 
tell  your  Lordships  that  when  I  took 
leave  of  them  I  did  venture  on  a  sug- 
gestion which  I  thought  at  the  time  was 
a  counsel  of  perfection,  that  they  might 
be  able  to  complete  their  investigations 
by  the  end  of  June.    My  Lords,  ^before 
the  end  of  June  they  were  on  the  sea  on 
theii  way  home  ;  and  I  may  also  confess 
that  when  I  gave  them  that  advice  I  had 
in  my  mind  that  I  might  be  called  upon 
to  make  a  statement  such  as  I  have 
been  asked   to  make  to*day.    I  think 
there  is  only  one  opinion  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  Committee  have  done  their 
work.    They  have  been,  by  aU  accounts, 
accessible  to  all ;  they  have  been  patient 
in    hearing    and    indefatigable    in    en- 
deavouring to  reach  a  peaceful  solution. 
All  that  was  within  their  instructions  ; 
but  they  were  not  sent  out  to  make  a 
bargain.      His    Majesty's    Government 
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from  the  first  reserved  in  their  own  hands 
the  decision  as  to  the  principles  on  which 
the  constitution  was  to  be  based,  and 
the  decision  to  which  we  have  come  is 
not  based  on  any  concluded  agreement* 
Indeed,  no  such  agreement  exists ;  but 
many  conferences  have  been  held  be- 
tween the  Committee  and  the  various 
parties  and  the  local  Government,  and 
I  am  sure  that  those  conferences  have 
not  only  thrown  light  on  points  of 
difEerence,  but  have  indicated,  perhaps 
have  fostered,  the  possibilities  of  a 
settlement.  The  Government  owe  much 
to  the  Committee  for  what  they  have 
done,  and  we  acknowledge  the  devotion 
and  success  with  which  they  performed 
their  very  delicate  mission. 

Now,  my  Lords,  what  I  have  under- 
taken to-day  is  to  give  a  summary — for 
I  cannot  do  more — of  the  main  pro- 
visions of  the  Letters  Patent  to  be 
issued  to  the  Transvaal ;  and  I  say  the 
Transvaal  advisedly,  because  I  do  not 
propose  to-day  to  deal  with  the  Orange 
River  Colony.  It  has  always,  I  think, 
been  the  view  that  there  was  reason 
against  a  simultaneous  treatment  of  the 
two  colonies.  They  have  different  charac- 
teristics, especially  that  in  the  Orange 
River  Colony  there  does  not  occur,  at 
any  rate  at  present,  the  same  urgency 
in  the  conditions  of  labour.  There  is 
no  arrangement  which  had  been  put 
forward  by  the  late  Government  which 
has  to  be  cancelled  or  altered.  I  do  not 
say  in  the  least  that  we  do  not  intend 
to  proceed  with  all  convenient  despatch 
with  the  case  of  the  Orange  River  Colony. 
All  I  can  say  is  that  I  do  not  propose  to 
deal  with  it  to-day. 

In  withdrawing  the  Letters  Patent  of 
1905,  I  stated  that  we  did  not  by  any 
means  reject  all  the  provisions  which 
are  to  be  found  in  that  instrument. 
There  may  have  been  some  misimder- 
standing  as  to  what  was  meant,  but  I  do 
not  think  it  would  serve  any  useful  pur- 
pose that  I  should  enter  into  an  elaborate 
comparison  on  this  occasion.  I  shall  not, 
however,  hesitate  to  use  terms  which  have 
been  made  familiar  by  the  Constitution  of 
1905,  and  I  shall  endeavour,  so  far  as 
my  ability  serves,  to  explain  any  altera- 
tions, where  that  is  necessary. 

The  Earl  of  Elgin, 


Now,  my  Lords,  I  will  give  a  simple 
and  categorical  siumnary  of  the  main 
features  of  the  Constitution  we  propose. 
We  propose  that,  subject  to  the  qualifica- 
tions which  I  will  mention  immediately, 
representation  should  be  given  on  & 
voters'  basis  coupled  with  manhood  suS- 
rage  and  with  a  residential  qualification 
of  six  months.  We  propose  that  the 
existing  magisterial  districts  should  be 
retained,  but  that  they  should  be  divided 
where  necessary  into  single-member  con- 
stituencies, the  process  being,  as  far  as 
possible,  to  follow  what  are  called  the  field- 
cornetcy  boundaries.  We  propose  abo 
that  there  should  be  automatic  redistri- 
bution and  a  new  election  of  the  Assembly 
every  five  years.  Under  the  Constitution 
of  1905  doubt  had  arisen  about  the  mili- 
tary vote.  I  do  not  think  it  had  ever 
been  intended  to  give  the  vote  to  soldiers 
on  actual  service,  and,  indeed,  proposals 
had  actually  been  put  forward  when  we 
came  into  ofiice  for  dealing  with  that  very 
point.  At  any  rate,  in  the  new  Constitu- 
tion, no  such  vote  will  be  allowed.  On  a 
good  many  of  these  details  there  is  not  so 
very  much  difference  of  opinion. 

I  will  say  a  word  or  two  with  regard  to 
manhood  suffrage.  The  franchise  under 
the  Constitution  of  1905  was  a  £10  fran- 
chise, and,  looking  to  the  cost  of  living  in 
the  Transvaal,  I  do  not  suppose  the  differ- 
ence between  a  £10  franchise  and  man- 
hood suffrage  affects  so  many  people  as 
we  should  be  inclined  to  think  from  the 
conditions  of  life  in  this  country.  But 
we  had  to  face  requests  that  we  should 
consider  two  cases  put  forward  with  some 
urgency  by  the  Boers  before  we  came  into 
office  with  regard  to  the  sons  of  farmers 
and  certain  other  burghers  who  would 
not  come  in  under  the  franchise  of  the 
instrument  of  1905.  It  is  largely  a  matter 
of  the  nature  of  the  tenure  of  the  land, 
under  which  the  head  of  the  family  has 
the  only  property  qualification,  and  the 

sons  of  the  house  are  not  in  a  position 
to  obtain  it.  We  consider  that  it  is  more 
desirable  to  deal  with  this  matter  by 
lowering  the  franchise  for  British  as  well 
as  Boers  rather  than  by  creating  special 
franchises.  An  Order  in  Council  will 
issue  immediately  to  provide  for  the  ad- 
dition to  the  list  which  will  be  necessary 
in  consequence   of  this  alteration,   and 
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we  are  advised  that  that  work  can  be 
carried  out  in  about  three  months. 

With  regard  to  magisterial  districts,  I 
gather  that  there  really  is  not  now  any 
very  serious  objection  taken  by  the 
parties  to  the  adoption  of  these  as  the 
main  electoral  districts.  I  have  a  pre- 
judice which  would  perhaps  be  more 
suitable  if  I  sat  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  in  favour  of  the  preservation  of 
ancient  landmarks,  but  in  this  particular 
case  it  has  material  advantages.  It  will 
shorten  the  delimitation,  because  if  we 
had  proceeded  as  was  proposed  under  the 
Constitution  of  1905  no  delimitation 
could  take  place  until  the  voters'  roll  was 
complete.  Under  the  present  circum- 
stances it  is  possible  to  proceed  with  a 
good  deal,  at  any  rate,  of  the  delimitation 
work  at  once,  simultaneously  with  the 
additions  to  the  roll.  I  think  it  right 
in  courtesy  to  mention  to  the  noble  Lord 
behind  me,  whom  we  are  glad  to  welcome 
to  this  House,  and  who  may  be  described 
as  the  champion  of  proportional  repre- 
sentation, that  at  his  request  I  brought 
this  matter  before  the  notice  of  the 
Committee,  and  they  made  inquiry  into 
Uie  matter  in  the  Colonies,  but  they  report 
that  they  found  these  proposals  so  un- 
acceptable and  so  unpopular  that  they 
did  not  see  their  way  to  make  any  repre- 
sentations in  their  favour. 

In  reading  out  the  summary  I  made  a 
reservation  with  regard  to  the  voters' 
basis.  In  one  sense  that  might  be  con- 
sidered a  very  serious  difEerence  of  opinion, 
but  I  think  that  it  might  be  a  great  deal 
over-stated.  Only  one  step  had  really 
been  taken  under  the  Constitution  of 
1905.  The  proceedings  had  commenced 
for  the  formation  of  the  voters'  roll,  and 
while  the  whole  matter  was  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Government  we  did 
not  think  it  right  to  interrupt  those 
proceedings,  and  the  roll  was  completed 
in  March.  The  voters'  roll  under  that 
Constitution  was  intended,  in  the  first 
place,  to  be  used  for  the  division  of  the 
country  into  equal  electoral  districts,  and, 
in  the  second  place,  to  be  used  for  the 
elections  themselves.  I  think  it  will  b? 
obvious  that  any  irregularities  in  the  roll 
would  very  seriously  afEect  its  use  for  the 
first  purpose,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
certain  suspicions  did  arise  with  regard 
to  the   accuracy  of  the  roll.     I  do  not 


make  myself  responsible  for  any  particular 
allegations.  It  is  said  that  the  roll 
showed  an  actual  excess  of  voters  above 
the  number  of  adult  males  shown  by  the 
census,  at  any  rate  in  certain  districts. 
If  that  is  so  the  figures  are  irreconcilable, 
but  to  prove  irregularities  of  that  kind 
some  inquiry  was  absolutely  necessary.  , 

The  position  is  this.  The  High  Com- 
missioner concurred  in  thinkiiig  that 
before  the  roll  could  be  used  for  the  first 
purpose  of  the  late  Constitution  a  scru- 
tiny was  absolutely  essential.  The  effect 
of  that  would  be,  we  are  advised,  meaning 
as  it  does  not  only  a  scrutiny,  but  the 
postponement  of  delimitation  until 
the  roll  is  established  by  the  scrutiny, 
to  cause  a  delay  of  nine  or  ten  months. 
If  there  is  one  point  on  the  desirability 
of  which  I  think  everybody  in  the 
Colonies  is  unanimoiis  ^'t  is  the  avoidance 
of  delay.  In  these  circumstances  His 
Majesty's  Oovemment  have  fallen  back 
upon  the  alternative  which  is  open  to 
them,  and  propose  to  use  the  figures  of 
the  census  for  the  distribution  of  seats. 
As  a  matter  of  fact  the  difference  in 
results  is  exceedingly  small.  The  main 
difference  arises  in  the  Witwatersrand, 
and  I  admit  at  once  that  the  difference 
in  the  Witwatersrand  in  all  the  circum- 
stances is  material.  According  to  the 
voters'  roll,  the  number  of  members 
allotted  is  thirty-six,  and  according  to 
the  number  of  adult  maled  it  would  be 
thirty-three.  The  difference  of  three 
seats,  which  would  not  be  a  very  large 
matter  in  a  country  like  this,  accustomed 
to  large  figures,  could  not  be  over- 
looked in  the  Transvaal.  I  do  not  over- 
look either  the  fact  that  the  British 
population  is  concentrated  in  the  Wit- 
watersrand. 

The  allocation  which  His  Majesty's 
Government  propose  is  thirty-four  seats 
to  the  Witwatersrand,  including  Erugers- 
dorp  rural;  six  seats  to  Pretoria  and 
twenty-nine  to  the  rest  of  the  country. 
This  allocation  follows  the  proportion 
of  the  census  figures  with,  I  believe,  one 
single  exception,  and  that  is  the  transfer 
of  one  seat  from  the  rest  of  the  country 
to  the  Rand.  The  justification  for 
taking  this  step,  which  depends  on 
almost  fractions  of  a  unit,  is  two- fold. 
In  the  first  place,  it  recognises  increases  of 
population   in   the    Rand,    and,   in   the 
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second  place,  we  have  the  satisfaction  of 
knowing  that,  though  they  demur  to  it, 
the  Boers  will  not  raise  any  serious 
objections,  provided  there  is  a  settle- 
ment. I  am  aware  that  there  are  also 
doubts  raised  on  what  I  may,  perhaps, 
call  electoral  estimates.  I  dare  say  a 
good  many  noble  Lords  in  the  House 
have  had  experience  of  electoral  estimates. 
Even  though  I  never  sat  in  the  House  of 
Commons  I  know  something  about  them, 
and  I  must  confess  that  the  more  I  know 
about  them  the  less  I  trust  them.  But 
there  is  this  fact  to  be  borne  in  mind, 
that  though  some  of  the  British  Party 
contend  that  the  addition  of  two  seats 
to  the  number  is  of  importance,  there 
are  some  who  do  not  agree  to  that  pro- 
posal and  who  will  not  reject  a  settlement 
on  the  terms  which  I  have  described. 

I  have  this  further  support  in  this 
matter.  The  EQgh  Commissioner,  who 
has  taken  a  very  deep  interest  in  the 
whole  of  these  proceedings,  informed  the 
Committee  when  they  put  forward  this 
proposal  that  he  approved  of  it.  I  did 
not  wish  to  quote  even  that  statement 
much  less  to  quote  any  letters  that  I  might 
have  seen  without  the  High  Commis- 
sioner's knowledge  and  approval.  On 
Saturday  last  I  telegraphed  to  him  and 
asked  him  what  he  would  allow  me  to  do. 
I  last  night  received  his  answer,  and  he 
authorises  me  to  say  that  he  did  express 
to  the  Committee  his  approval  of  this 
allocation. 

"  But,"  be  says,  **  I  should  be  much  obliged 
if  you  will  at  the  same  time  give  the 
reasons  why  I  concurred.  They  are,  first, 
that  in  my  opinion  this  distribution  of 
seats  represents  as  nearly  as  possible  the 
distribution  which  would  result  on  the 
basis  of  voters  and  equal  electoral  districts  from 
the  formation  of  a  new  voters'  roll  based  on  an 
adult  white  male  BritiBh  subject  franchise;  and 
this  being  so,  secondly,  that  the  adoption  of 
this  compromise  should  save  several  months' 
delay,  and  as  not  a  wholly  new  voters'  roll  but 
simply  an  addition  to  the  present  voters'  roll 
will  have  to  be  made,  theaavent  of  self -govern- 
ment  should  be  antedated  by  several  months. 
I  attach  very  great  importance  to  this  result 
as  I  fear  the  Transvaal  is  suffering  grievously 
from  the  suspense." 

Under  this  arrangement  the  number 
of  the  Assembly  will  be  sixty-nine,  but 
we  are  disposed  to  adopt  a  provision 
which  has  been  put  forward  in  several 
quarters,  that  the  Speaker,  after  election, 
should  become  a  paid  officer  of  the 
House  and  should  vacate  his  seat.    Of 

The  Earl  of  Elgin, 


this  proposal,  also,  Lord  Selbome  is 
strongly  in  favour.  It  avoids  the  incon- 
venience which  may  often  happen,  which, 
indeed,  often  does  happen,  in  small 
Assemblies  from  the  fact  that  where 
there  is  a  narrow  majority  the  majority 
are  not  very  anxious  to  put  forward  a 
man  at  all  for  the  office  of  Speaker,  and 
are  particularly  anxious  not  to  put  for- 
ward one  of  theb  best  men.  This  pro- 
vision will,  therefore,  avert,  we  hope, 
the  putting  into  the  chair  of  an  inferica 
Speaker. 

We  propose,  as  is  common  in  countries 
which  are  bi-lingual,  that  the  members  of 
the  Assembly  shall  be  allowed  to  use 
either  Dutch  or  EngUsh  in  the  debates  of 
he  House.  We  propose  also  that  there 
shall  be  a  Second  Chamber.  We  are  of 
opinion  that  in  its  permanent  form  it 
should  be  elective ;  and  that  it  will  be 
convenient,  in  these  circumstances,  to 
follow  generally  the  Cape  model.  But  we 
feel  that,  at  the  outset,  the  multiplication 
of  elections  might  cause  a  good  deal  of 
inconvenience,  especially  as  they  occur 
in  a  country  which  has  not  had  experience 
of  this  sort  of  thing ;  and,  therefore,  for 
the  first  Parliament,  we  would  propose 
that  the  Legislative  Council  should  be 
nominated  and  to  retain  the  nomination 
in  the  hands  of  the  Crown.  Your  Lord- 
ships will  see  that,  by  the  time  the  first 
Parliament  expires,  the  arrangements 
can  be  complete  and  the  election  of  the 
Second  Chamber  can  then  be  carried 
out. 


There  will  also  have  to  be  provision 
in  some  form  for  dealing  with  the  Inter- 
Colonial    Council.     The     Inter-Colonial 
Coimcil  is,  as  some  of  your  Lordships  are 
aware,   a   joint  institution  of  the   two 
Colonies,  and  it  has  under  it  the  manage- 
ment and  collection  of  the  revenues  of 
the  railways  and  the  control  of  the  South 
African  Constabulary.    I  think    it  will 
be  obvious  that  when  we  have  two  self- 
governing  Colonies,  there  must  be  some 
opportunity  at  any  rate  for  reconsidera- 
tion  of   the   arrangements   which    now 
obtain,  but  we  also  are  of  opinion  that  it 
would  cause  great  inconvenience,  and, 
indeed,   might   absolutely   dislocate   ad- 
ministrative action,  if  suddenly  at  the 
very  outset  the  Colonies  had  found  them- 
selves with  this  institution  swept  away. 
Therefore,  what  we  propose  to  do  is  to 
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provide  for  a  period  during  whicli  the  | 
Inter-Colonial  Council  may  be  continued 
and  means  for  conference  between  the 
two  (Governments  with  regard  to  the 
form  in  which  it  should  continue  in 
the  future. 

I  will  not  trouble  your  Lordships  by 
doing  more  than  simply  mentioning 
some  other  provisions,  such  as  deaUng 
with  the  civil  list,  the  pajrment  of  Members 
which,  I  suppose,  is  universal  in  the 
Colonies,  and  matters  of  that  kind  ;  but 
I  recognise  that  there  are  one  or  two 
points  of  considerable  importance  to 
which  your  Lordships  will  expect  me 
to  make  some  reference.  In  the  first 
place,  there  is^the  question  of  land  settle- 
ment. That  is  a  matter  which  has 
been  brought  up  in  this  House  by  noble 
Lords  who  have  expressed  considerable 
anxiety  as  to  the  future  of  the  settlers 
placed  on  the  land.  Without  entirely 
adopting  those  contentions.  His  Majesty's 
Oovemment  are  most  wilUng  to  do  any- 
thing they  can  to  remove  anxiety.  They 
admit  that,  especially  in  the  Orange  River 
Colony,  good  results  have  come  from 
land  settlement. 

Viscount  MILNER  :  Hear,  hear. 

♦The  Eabl  of  ELGIN :  Your  Lord- 
ships may  remember  that  a  sum  of 
£3,000,000  was  set  aside  out  of  the 
guaranteed  loan  for  the  purpose,  and  a 
sum  of  £2,500,000  has  been  expended 
on  land  or  on  loans  to  settlers.  We  are 
advised  by  the  Law  Officers  that  the  repay- 
ments of  the  settlers  must  be  devoted  to 
one  of  two  purposes — either  to  the  original 
object  for  which  the  fund  was  formed  or 
to  diminishing  the  debt  charge  on  the 
guaranteed  loan.  I  think  the  proposal 
that  has  been  most  often  put  forward  to 
remove  anxiety  with  regard  to  the  settlers 
has  been  the  institution  of  a  Land  Board, 
and  His  Majesty's  Grovernment  are  not 
disposed  to  deny  that  a  Land  Board  may 
supply  the  best  machinery  for  administer- 
ing these  Colonies,  but  they  are  obUged  to 
attach  conditions.  It  seems  to  them  it 
would  be  entirely  contrary  to  the  general 
principle  of  responsible  government  that 
an  arrangement  of  that  kind  should  be 
carried  out  except  by  general  consent. 
If  the  general  consent  of  those  concerned 
in   the   Colonies  can  be  obtained,  His 


Majesty's  Gk)vernment  see  a  real  advan- 
tage  in  an  institution  of  that  kind. 

There  is  another  question  on  which  I 
should  like  to  say  a  word.  It  has  been  a 
somewhat  painful  duty  to  examine  a  very 
considerable  number  of  what  are  really 
hard  cases  arising  out  of  claims  for  com- 
pensation for  war  losses.  We  maintain 
that  these  cases  have  been  fairly  decided 
under  the  rules  of  the  Central  Judicial 
Committee,  but  that  does  not  prevent  our 
acknowledging  that  there  is,  and  has  been, 
considerable  individual  suffering.  His 
Majesty's  Government  cannot  reopen  the 
general  question,  and  they  are  not  pre- 
pared to  apply  to  Parliament  for  more 
money  for  this  particular  object,  but  they 
will  only  be  too  glad  if  in  anyjway^the 
local  Government  can  see  their  way  to^do 
something  in  this  connection. 


Before  I  pass  from  these  two  matters  I 
desire  to  say  a  word  on   the   general 
financial  position.     Your  Lordships  will 
remember  that  a  loan  of  £35,000,000  was 
given  after  the  war  to  the^Colonies  under 
Imperial  guarantee,  and  it  is  calculated 
that  the  saving  to  the  Colonies  in  conse- 
quence of  the  Imperial  guarantee  is  no 
less  a  sum  than  £350,000  a  year.    The 
consent  of  the  House  of  Commons  was 
obtained  to  this  loan  very  much  in  con- 
sequence of  the  promise  of  what  is  called 
a   war   contribution  of  £30,000,000.    I 
am  Aot  going  into  details  with  regard 
to    the    negotiations    on    that    subject, 
but    what    I    wish    to    point    out    is 
that    the    existence    of    this    promise 
is  a  basis  of  obligation  which,  though 
probably  not  legal,   has  a  moral  and 
honourable  force.    And  it  also  has  this 
effect,  that,  while  it  subsists,  it  impairs  the 
borrowing  powers  of  the  Colonies  them- 
selves.  There  have  been  various  sugges- 
tions from  both  Parties  in  the  Colonies  for 
a  release  of  this  obligation.   That  release 
would,  of  course,  abandon  once  for  all  any 
idea  of  giving  relief  to  the  long-sufEering 
British    taxpayer,    but    His    Majesty's 
Grovernment  do  not  wish  to  approach  it  in 
any  narrow  spirit,  and  if  anything  could 
be   done   whereby   means  for   laudable 
objects  in  South  Africa  could  be  put 
forward,    His    Majesty's    Grovernment 
might  be  disposed  to  make  proposals  with 
regard  to  this  matter.    But  to-day,  and 
at  present,  I  have  no  definite  proposal  to 
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put  forward,  though  His  Majesty's  Gov- 
ernment propose  to  instruct  the  High 
Conimissioner  to  make  any  inquiries  he 
can  with  regard  to  that  subject. 

I  have  still  to  deal  with  what  in  some 
respects  is  one  of  the  most  important 
matters  in  South  Africa,  and  that  is  the 
question  of  the  natives.  I  should  like 
to  make  one  general  remark.  It  has 
always  appeared  to  me  that  there  was 
something  very  peculiar  in  the  relations 
of  the  Continent  of  Europe  and  the 
Continent  of  Africa  in  regard  to  this 
matter.  I  can  understand  an  over- 
flowing population  from  one  country 
having  a  right  to  take  possession  of  un- 
occupied and  vacant  lands,  but  during 
the  last  twenty  years  or  so  the  European 
nations  have  divided  up  Africa  amongst 
themselves,  so  far  as  I  can  see  on 
absolutely  arbitrary  lines,  and  at  any 
rate  there  was  never  any  pretence  what- 
ever of  consulting  the  desires  or  wishes  of 
the  millions  of  inhabitants  of  that  great 
continent.  I  am  not  disputing  in  any 
way  that  there  were  difficulties  which 
required  a  remedy,and  very  likely  this 
was  the  only  remedy  which  could  have 
been  adopted.  But  I  do  say  that  there  is 
a  risk  in  multiplying  what  we  call  white 
men's  countries,  where  there  are  a  very 
small  number  of  whites  in  the  midst  of  an 
overwhelming  number  of  blacks.  I 
for  one  do  not  admit  that  our  fellow- 
countrymen  abroad  are  in  the  least  ^.ess 
humane  than  we  are  ourselves,  bu  they 
are  nearer  the  danger,  and  they  have  less 
means  of  meeting  such  circumstances  as 
I  have  described.  It  appears  to  me  that 
if  the  rights  of  natives  could  be  so 
regulated  as  to  diminish  the  chances 
of  conflict  between  black  and  white, 
it  would  be  well  to  do  so.  I  make 
these  observations  because  I  regret  that 
the  terms  of  the  Vereemging  treaty  con- 
fines the  franchise  to  white  subjects. 
I  regret  it,  because  I  am  of  opinion  that  a 
reasonable  representation  of  natives 
would  give  strength  and  not  weakness 
to  the  Government  of  the  coimtry,  and  I 
cannot  but  hope  that  this  will  be  recog- 
nised in  some  time  to  come. 

With  regard  to  coloured  people,  who 
may  be  said,  shortly,  to  be  those  in  whom 
there  is  a  strain  of  white  blood,  they  have 
made  appeals  to  the  effect  that  the  terms 
of  Yereeniging  do  not  exclude  them.     I 

The  Earl  of  Elgin. 


have  seen  representatives  of  their  num- 
ber, men  of  intelligence  and  education, 
who  argued  their  case  moderately  and 
well.  TOiey  referred  with  great  emphasis 
to  a  letter  of  the  noble  Viscount  on  the 
Cross  Benches,  which  was  quoted  in  a 
London  newspaper.  I  can  only  say  that 
I  can  find  no  trace  in  the  official  corres- 
pondence of  any  suggestion  by  him  that 
the  terms  of  peace  did  not  definitely  con- 
fine the  franchise  to  white  British  sub j  ects. 
And  we  are  advised  that  public  opinion 
in  the  Colonies  is  definitely  and  strongly 
against  any  other  interpretation.  I  am 
afraid  therefore  that  we  do  not  see  our 
way  to  nxftking  the  modification  which 
these  gentlemen  ask,  and  I  am  not  quite 
clear  on  what  possible  principle  we  could 
have  found  a  definition  enabling  us  to  do 
so. 

What  we  propose  is  that  all  native 
territory  which  has  been  and  is  admin- 
istered by  the  High  Commissioner  should 
remain  under  his  control,  and  that 
Swaziland  should  also  be  placed  under  the 
administration  of  the  High  Commissioner. 
Shortly  put,  in  this  we  follow  the  prece- 
dent of  Basutoland  rather  than  of  Zulu- 
land.  We  also  propose  that  there  should 
be  in  the  Letters  Patent  the  customarv 
safeguards  for  native  rights,  which  gener- 
ally consist  of  prohibitions  of  the  aliena- 
tion of  lands  set  apart  for  native  loca- 
tions except  by  legislation,  and  which 
sometimes  provide  sums  of  money  to  be 
reserved  for  education  or  other  purposes, 
and  sometimes  make  the  Governor,  or 
some  other  officer,  paramount  chief  or 
protector.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  taken 
as  dealing  with  this  in  detail,  but  we 
recognise  in  full  our  duty  towards  the 
native  population. 

The  Letters  Patent  will  provide  for 
the  reservation  of  any  Bill  whereby 
persons  not  of  European  birth  or  descent 
may  be  subjected  to  any  disability  or 
restriction  to  which  persons  of  European 
birth  or  descent  are  not  also  subjected* 
and  no  Taw  sanctioning  any  condition 
of  service  or  residence  of  a  servile  char- 
acter will  be  absented  to.  It  will  abo 
be  necessary  for  us  in  the  Letters  Patent 
to  carry  out  the  pledge  in  regard  to  the 
Chinese  Labour  Ordinance  which  we 
gave  in  the  spring,  and  a  clause  ^ill 
be  introduced  to  in.sure  that  the  pre.eut 
Ordinance  will  not  be  inherited  by  the 
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new  Legislature,  but  that  the  new  Legis- 
lature shall  frame,  if  so  advised  a  new 
Ordinance  connected  with  this  purpose. 

I  have  endeavoured  to  avoid  the  war 
cries  of  any  controversy  and  to  speak  in 
language  of  moderation.  I  have  felt  it 
the  more  my  duty  to  do  so  because  in 
the  later  proceedings  in  regard  to  this 
matter,  as  I  am  glad  to  admit,  the  parties 
to  those  controversies  have  maintained 
great  self- restraint  and  not  a  little  of 
mutual  forbearance.  My  Lords,  why 
should  I  speak  of  British  supremacy  ? 
I  am  here  speaking  of  the  constitution 
of  a  British  colony.  But  I  will  say  this  for 
myself,  that  I  shall  not  be  satisfied 
with  my  share  in  this  work  if  British 
interests  in  their  widest  sense  are  not 
safe  in  the  Government  we  establish. 
I  am  fortified  in  my  confidence  in  this 
matter  not  so  much  because  the  Govern- 
ment have  given,  as  has  been  their  duty, 
the  most  careful  and  impartial  considera- 
tion to  all  the  circumstances  connected 
with  it,  but  because  I  have  behind  me 
the  concurrent  opinion  of  those  who  have 
investigated  the  matter  on  the  spot ;  not 
only  of  those  who  have  been  deputed 
by  us  to  do  so,  but  of  the  High  Com- 
missioner and  others,  who  are  servants 
of  the  Crown. 

It  is  no  small  thing  that  we  offer  to 
the  Transvaal.  In  my  humble  opinion 
there  is  no  position  that  exists,  or  ever 
has  existed,  which  combines  the  maxi- 
mum of  independence  and  of  security  as 
does  a  self-governing  British  colony. 
We  might  even  go  further,  if  we  look 
beside  the  circumstances  of  the  present 
moment  to  the  prospect  which  perhaps 
after  all  is  not  so  far  distant,  of  a  great 
South  African  Dominion  or  Common- 
wealth. The  workers  on  the  foundation 
must  not  hope  to  claim  the  glory  of  the 
superstructure ;  they  must  be  content 
with  a  humbler,  perhaps  even  an  obscure, 
position.  But  I  venture  to  submit  that 
in  this  case  the  foundation-stone  has 
been  well  and  truly  laid. 

Thb  Duke  op  MARLBOROUGH  :  My 
Loid9,  it  has  seldom  fallen  to  the  lot  of 
a  Secretary  of  State  to  make  a  pro- 
nouncement in  this  House  of  graver 
character  or  of  greater  importance  than 
the  statement  we  have  listened  to  this 
afternoon.    We  have  known  for  a  long 


time  past  that  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  determined  to  grant  respon- 
sible institutions  to  both  the  Transvaal 
and  the  Orange  River  Colony ;  and  we 
know  now,  from  the  statement  which  the 
noble  Earl  has  made,  the  method  by  which 
these  principles  will  be  carried  into 
effect  with  regard  to  the  Transvaal ; 
and  I  presume  that,  at  some  later  date, 
we  shall  have  the  proposals  with  regard  to 
the  Orange  River  Colony.  Let  me  say 
at  once  that  it  was  the  belief  of  the  late 
€k)vemment  that  it  was  essential,  for  the 
quiet  and  orderly  development  of  the 
political  affairs  of  the  Transvaal,  that  the 
establishment  of  elective  representative 
institutions  should  precede  the  grant  of 
self-government.  Those  principles  were 
laid  down  in  the  Treaty  of  Vereeaiging. 
The  people  |0f  the  Transvaal  themselves 
were  prepared  to  acquiesce  in  them,  'or 
they  realised  that  an  instalment  of  self- 
government  in  the  shape  of  represen- 
tative institutions  would  be  the  best 
means,  and,  indeed,  the  only  means,  of 
ensuring  the  permanent  security  of 
British  interests  in  the  Transvaal 

The  course  of  introducing  responsible 
government,  after  Crown  Colony  govern- 
ment, as  the  noble  Earl  proposes  to  do,  is 
entirely  contrary  to  all  colonial  precedent. 
Representative  institutions  preceded  re- 
sponsible government  in  the  cases  of 
Lower  and  Upper  Canada,  and  indeed 
after  the  union  of  those  two  colonies  in 
1840.  They  preceded  the  granting  of 
responsible  government  in  the  cases  of 
New  Zealand,  Australia,  Natal,  and  the 
Cape ;  and,  having  listened  carefully  to 
the  noble  Earl's  statement  in  favour  of 
granting  responsible  self-government,  I 
confess  that  to  my  mind  he  failed 
to  produce  a  single  good  I  argument 
to  justify  a  departure  from  jthese  un- 
broken precedents.  The  only  arguments 
he  ventured  to  put  forward  was  that  His 
Majesty's  Grovemment  were  obliged  to 
reconstruct  a  Government  which  once 
possessed  a  self-governing  character. 
But  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  in 
the  Transvaal  there  are  two  distinct 
races,  one  of  which  were  recently  our 
enemies  in  the  field  and  are  to-day 
politically  hostile  to  us.  Surely,  if 
there  was  one  instance  where  it  would 

be   wise   for   representative   institutions 

to    precede   responsible   government,    it 
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was  in  the  case  of  the  Transvaal  and 
Orange  River  Colonies. 

The  noble  Earl  and  His  Majesty's 
Grovemment  are  determined  to  grant 
responsible  government.  I  presume 
that  in  determining  on  this  course  their 
ideas  are  in  conformity  with  those  sub- 
mitted by  the  Ridgeway'  Committee. 
The  noble  Earl  waxed  eloquent  on  the 
great  work  which  this  Committee  had 
done.  I  have  no  doubt  he  was  per- 
fectly accurate ;  but  he  gave  no  infor- 
mation to  the  House  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  views  of  His  Majesty's  Government 
were  n  accordance  with  the  views  which 
had  been  submitted  to  them  by  that 
particular  Committee.  We  still  feel 
st  ongly  the  fact  that  not  even  a  poition 
of  the  Report  of  that  Committee,  which 
has  been  paid  for  by  the  taxpayers  of 
this  country,  has  been  .presented  to 
Parliament.  Noble  Lords  opposite  have 
often  told  us  that  we  ar^  woefully  in 
want  of  information,  and  lamentably 
ignorant  on  these  afEairs  ;  yet  once  they 
are  in  possession  of  the  material  required 
they  refuse  to  allow  even  a  portion  of  it 
to  be  published  to  Parliament,  so  that 
your  Lordships  and  the  Membeis  of  the 
othtr  House  could  learn  the  recommen- 
dttiion  upcn  which  the  Government 
have  based  their  policy. 

The  noble  Eal  said  that  we  did 
no  publish  any  Papers  when  we 
issued  our  Letters  Patent,  ^nd  he  de- 
clined to  draw  any  distinction  between 
representative  and  responsible  institu- 
tions. I  must  confess  I  thought  that  a 
very  remarkable  statement  emanating 
from  the  noble  Earl,  and  it  is  one 
which  I  really  need  not  pursue  any 
further,  because  it  is  perfectly  clear 
that  in  the  case  of  representative  in- 
stitutions the  results  are  pretty  accurately 
foretold, whereas,  in  the  case  of  responsible 
institutions,  it  is  impossible  to  foretell  the 
result.  His  Majesty's  Government  have 
removed  what  were  considered  the 
safeguards  for  preserving  British  supre- 
macy which  existed  under  the  Lyttelton 
Constitution ;  but  we  did  expect  that 
the  terms  upon  which  responsible  govern- 
ment was  to  be  granted  would  be  terms 
which  the  Britiih  could  accept  with 
the  feeling  that  their  interests  had 
been    safeguarded    and    protected,  and 

TJie  Luke  of  Marlborough, 


that  they  had  not  been  in  any  way  em- 
ployed as  a  pawn  in  the  final  settlement. 

I  do  not  quarrel  with  the  noble  Earl 
on  the  ground  that  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  going  to  grant  the  old  magisterial 
areas,  that  the  field-cometcy  boimdaries 
are  to  be  continued,  or  that  the 
election  of  the  Assembly  is  to  take 
place  every  five  years.  Nor  am  I 
concerned  to  discuss  with  him  tlie  fact 
that  he  has  granted  a  Second  Chamber, 
although  incidentally  I  may  say  that 
for  my  part  I  am  glad  that  a  Second 
Chamber  has  been  created.  I  only 
hope  it  may  be  of  value ;  but  I  rather 
fear  that  those  nominated  to  it  will  not 
be  the  most  distinguished  and  prominent 
citizens,  for  these  will  obviously  be 
elected  to  the  Lower  Assembly.  Conse- 
quently the  Members  of  the  Upper 
House,  although  no  doubt  in  every  way 
worthy  men,  will  carry  less  weight  and 
less  authority  than  the  members  do 
in  the  Second  Chamber  in  other  colonies, 
or,  indeed,  in  this  country.  Nor,  my 
Lords,  am  I  concerned  to  follow  the 
noble  Earl  in  his  views  with  regard  to 
the  Inter-Colonial  Council. 


>^. 


_  I  desire  to  refer  to  the  electoral  pro- 
posals upon  the  basis  of  the  voters'  roll 
and  manhood  suffrage.  The  late  Grovem- 
ment were  not  opposed  to  the  principle 
of  the  voters'  basis.  We  considered  that 
that  was  fair  and  reasonable  ;  but,  as  far 
as  1  can  understand,  you  have  not  granted 
this  to  the  Britishers  as  a  right  but  as  a 
kind  of  concession,  to  be  counter- balanced 
by  an  equal  concession  to  the  Dutch  in 
the  shape  of  manhood  suffrage.  Having 
asserted  the  principle  of  the  voters'  basis 
on  behalf  of  the  English,  you  render  that 
less  valuable  than  it  should  be  because 
you  apply  it,  not  to  the  voters'  roll  of 
the  year  1906,  but  to  the  census  of  1904. 
I  am  assured — and  the  authority  I  think 
is  a  pretty  good  one — that  there  are 
4,000  more  British  on  the  voters'  roll  of 
l^he  year  1906  than  there  are  on  the 
yoters'  roll  for  1904.  After  all,  this 
oters'  roll,  which  the  noble  Earl  some- 
what depreciated,  is  the  latest  source  of 
information  which  you  possess  as  to  those 
who  arv  entitled  to  vote  in  the  Transvaal, 
and  why  you  should  fail  to  accept  it  I 
cannot  understand,  The  voters'  basis 
which  I  claim  the  British  should  have  as 
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a  right  you  give  them  as  a  concession, 
and,  having  given  it  as  a  concession,  you 
render  it  partially  valueless  by  applying 
it  to  the  census  of  1904. 

In   order  to  balance   this  imaginary 
benefit  to  the  British  the  noble  Earl  and 
his   colleagues    have   decided    to   grant 
manhood    suffrage,    the    application    of 
which  can  benefit  only  one  class  of  the 
community — namely,  the  Dutch  in  the 
oountry   districts.    I   confess,    having 
listened  very  carefully  to  the  noble  Earl, 
that  I  was  not  particularly  impressed  by 
the    argiiments    which    he    adduced    tn 
favour  of  manhood  suffrage.    After  all, 
manhood  suffrage   is  unlaiown  ii;  any 
other  Colony  in  South  Africa.    It  is  un- 
precedented in  any  of  the  Colonies  in  the 
BriHsh  dominions  except  New  Zealand, 
and  New  South  Wales,  and  even  there  it 
was    never   granted    concurrently   with 
the  principles  of  responsible  Government. 
In  those  Colonies  where  manhood  suffrage 
exists  those  who  granted  it  had  not  to  deal, 
as  you  have  in  the  Transvaal,  with   a 
portion    of    the    population    poUtically 
hostile  to  them.    The  noble  Earl  did  not 
tell  us  whether,  in   granting  manhood 
suffrage    in     the    Transvaal,     he  first 
oonsulted  the  views  of  those  in  authority 
in  Natal ;  whether  he  asked  Dr.  Jameson 
at  the  Cape  what  his  opinion   was  with 
regard  to  the  advantages  of  manhood 
suffrage  in  the  Transvaal.    Tou  decided 
it,  I  presume,  without  any  reference  at  all 
to  the  views  and  opinions  of  the  other 
Colonies. 

I  have  dwelt  on  the  question  of  man- 
hood suffrage  because  it  bears  so 
peculiarly  on  the  rest  of  the  case — the 
number  of  seats  which  have  been  granted, 
and  the  relation  of  the  number  of  voters 
to  the  number  of  seats.  There  are  some 
44,903  voters  in  the  Witwatersrand  dis- 
trict, and  in  the  rest  of  the  country  there 
are  43,420  voters.  The  Colonial  Secre- 
tary and  his  colleagues  have  decided,  in 
a  somewhat  arbitrary  way,  to  grant  the 
Witwatersrand  area  a  number  of  seats 
amounting  to  thirty-four,  Pretoria  six, 
and  the  rest  of  the  country  twenty-nine. 
In  other  words,  the  population  of  the 
Witwatersrand,  composed  of  English  and 
those  who  are  loyal  and  comprising  the 


country  districts,  who  are  in  the  minority 
of  voters  and  who  are  politically  opposed 
td  us,  have  been  given  a  majority  of 
seats— namely,  thirty-five.     And  in  order 
to  make  quite  certain  that  in  the  country 
districts  the  English  representatives  who 
stand  at  the  next  election  shall  have  no 
chance  whatever  of  being  elected,  you 
have  introduced  manhood  suffrage,  know- 
ing full  well  that  thereby  you  will  place 
on  the  roll  of  voters  a  further  7,000  or 
9,000  Dutchmen  who,  by  their  increased 
vote,   will   prevent   any   English   repre- 
sentative being  returned,   certainly  for 
the  country  districts,  and  perhaps  even 
for   Pretoria  itself. 


I    contend    that    the    electoral    basis 
which  the  noble  Earl  has  adumbrated  is 
unfair,  arbitrary,  and  unusual.     It  is  un- 
fair, because  the  voters'  roll  of  1906  is  not 
taken ;     it    is    arbitrary    because    the 
majority  of  voters  in  the  Witwatersrand 
are  given  fewer  seats  than  the  minority 
of  voters  in  the  country  districts  and  in 
Pretoria ;    and  it  is  unusual  because    in 
order  to  poll  the  full  strength  of  Dutch 
opnion  you  have  resorted  to  manhood 
suffrage,  unprecedented  in  the  previous 
history  of  South  Africa.    We  are  asked 
to-day  to  accept  the  divisions  of  these 
constituencies,  not  because  they  are  fairly 
or   properly   divided    but    because    the 
Dutch,  according  to  the  opinion  of  His 
Majesty's   Government,    should   have   a 
greater  proportion  of  seats  in  the  areas 
where  they  Uve  than  the  British,  although 
they  are  in  the  minority  with  regard  to 
their  voting  strength.    We  are  asked  to 
accept  the  principle  of  manhood  suffrage,, 
not  because  it  is  right  but  because  by  so 
doing  the  number  of  seats  which  >ar& 
allotted  to  the  Dutch  are  bound  to  go  to 
them.    It  does  seem  to  me  to  be  a  matter 
of  grave  doubt  whether  the  first  appeal 
to  the  constituencies  can  possibly  result 
in  the  return  of  a  majority  pledged  to  the 
control  of  British  institutions.     Whether 
I  am  right  or  wrong  this  much  I  do  con- 
tend, that  in  so  grave  a  matter  where  the 
future  ascendancy  of  the  British  race  is 
involved  the  result  should  not  be  left  in 
doubt.     It  should  not  be  gambled  with, 
and  a  (Government  which,  by  its  policy, 
leaves  this  decision  in  doubt  is  unmindful 


majority  of  the  population,  have  been  of  the  great  trust  imposed  upon  them  and 
given  a  minority  of  seats,  namely,  thirty-  will  indeed  be  considered  by  some  to  have 
four ;    and  the  Dutch  who  Hve  in  the  |  betrayed  that  trust  altogether. 
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So  much  for  my  opinion.  But  what 
about  the  feeling  of  the  colonists  in  the 
Transvaal  ?  Do  you  think  they  will  draw 
such  moderate  conclusions  after  having 
read  the  proposals  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment ?  I  think  they  will  consider  that 
the  terms  of  this  Constitution  have  been 
largely  drawn  up  against  themselves. 
And  having  created  a  feeling  of  injustice 
in  the  minds  of  these  men  you  will 
alienate  their  sympathies  and  goodwill, 
and  by  so  doing  do  you  think  you  are 
likely  to  contribute  to  the  final  peaceable 
settlement  of  this  great  problem  ?  I  am 
inclined  to  quote  words  which  the  late 
Lord  Salisbury  uttered  several  years  ago 
on  this  particular  subject,  when  he  said 
that — 

"  The  distrust  engendered  by  any  betrayal  of 
our  fellow  British  subjects  would  endanfi^er  the 
future  of  our  dominion  in  South  Africa." 

I  indeed  fear,  having  listened  to  the 
terms  of  this  new  Constitution,  that  you 
will  engender  distrust  in  the  minds  of 
many  of  our  fellow  subjects  in  South 
Africa  and  lead  them  to  feel  that  they 
have  not  been  treated  with  proper  fair- 
ness, but,  indeed,  have  been  betrayed. 

This  is  the  picture  which  His  Majesty's 
Government  present  to  us  this  afternoon. 
By  their  Constitution  for  the  Transvaal 
we  know  that  probably  a  Dutch  Ministry 
will  come  into  office.  We  know  that 
when  responsible  Grovernment  is  granted 
to  the  Orange  River  Colony  it  will  be- 
come overwhelmingly  Dutch ;  and  we 
know  that  next  year  there  is  every  pro- 
spect of  a  Dutch  Ministry  coming  into 
power  in  Cape  Colony.  The  Dutch  have 
said  frankly  and  openly  that  once  they  get 
political  power  in  their  hands  the  Civil 
servants  shall  be  Dutch,  the  police  shall 
be  Dutch,  the  Constabulary,  which  to- 
day are  English,  shall  become  Dutch, 
the  Education  Department  shall  be 
controlled  on  Dutch  lines,  and  money 
shall  be  allocated  by  a  Dutch  Parliament 
to  indigent  Dutchmen  in  need  of  it. 
The  prospect  we  have  to  look  forward 
to  is  the  probable  Dutch  ascendancy 
throughout  the  whole  of  South  Africa, 
from  the  Cape  to  the  Zambesi. 

I  do  not  know  what  the  feeling  of 
noble  Lords  in  this  House  is,  but  this 
much  I  feel  sure  I  may  say,  that  we  did 
not  fight  the  late  war  in  order  to  have  this 
kind  of  picture  presented  to  us  now,  after 

The  Duke  of  Marlborough. 


having  spent  so  much  treasure  and 
sacrificed  so  many  lives,  and  after  having 
given  five  years  of  good,  resolute,  strong 
rule  in  the  Transvaal  under  the  adminis- 
tration of  two  such  great  Pro-Consuls  as 
Lord  Milner  and  Lord  Selborne.  All  the 
good  done  is  to  be  dissipated  in  six 
months  by  the  policy  of  His  Majesty's 
Government  and  by  the  terms  of  the 
settlement  which  has  been  explained  to 
us  this  afternoon.  We  fought  for  the 
ascendancy  of  British  institutions,  and  to 
secure  that  the  man  who  should  have  the 
last  word  in  the  settlement  of  these 
problems  should  be  the  Briton.  But  the 
ascendancy  of  British  ideals  is  likely  to  be 
impaired  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  South  Africa  by  the  Grovern- 
ment proposals,  and  I  am  therefore 
utterly  unable  to  give  any  meed  of  ap- 
proval to  them. 

*LoRD  SANDHURST  :  My  Lords,  as 
a  member  of  the  Committee  who  have 
just  returned  from  South  Africa,  perhaps 
you  will  allow  me  to  address  a  few  words 
to  you  on  this  subject.  I  know  well  how 
much  controversy  ranges  round  this 
subject,  but  I  do  not  propose  to  embark 
on  the  field  of  controversy.  One  of  my 
objects  in  rising  is  to  express  my  grateful 
thanks  to  both  Boer  and  Briton  for  the 
uniform  kindness  with  which  they  re- 
ceived us,  and  to  say  that  from  the  day 
we  landed  to  the  day  we  left  South 
Africa,  neither  from  Press  nor  platform 
did  we  ever  hear  the  slightest  insinua- 
tion as  to  our  being  subject  to  any 
political  bias. 

We  have  heard  from  the  Secretary 
of  State  that  the  High  Commissioner  has 
agreed  with  the  enumeration  of  the 
seats — thirty-four  for  the  Rand,  six  for 
Pretoria,  and  twenty-nine  for  the  rest  of 
the  Colony.  Of  course,  I  do  not  speak 
with  the  same  authority  as  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  but  I  am  pretty 
confident  that  what  I  say  is  correct,  that 
in  no  salient  point  does  the  High  Com- 
missioner, Lord  Selborne,  disagree  with 
our  Report ;  and  from  what  I  was  able 
to  learn  from  the  statement  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  his  proposals  follow  sub- 
stantially the  lines  of  our  Report.  We 
were  a  political  Committee,  but  we  en- 
deavoured, and  I  hope  with  success,  to 
bear  an  even  mind  in  the  various  matters 
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that  came  before  us.  It  was  eur  business 
iio  hold  a  great  many  interviews  with  all 
Parties  and  to  have  conEdential  com- 
munications with  a  great  number  of 
-people.  We  had  upwards  of  500  wit- 
nesses before  us  and  received  between 
seventy  and  eighty  deputations.  It 
is  difficult,  I  admit,  for  any  one  to 
^auge  correctly  the  situation  in  South 
Africa ;  but  when  the  noble  Duke  says 
iihe  Government  are  behaving  with 
unfairness  I  think  I  am  correct  in  saying 
-that  the  main  arrangements  which  have 
l)een  put  forward  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
Ihave  secured  the  agreement  of  the  political 
Party  known  as  the  Responsibles,  of  the 
political  Party  known  aa  Het  Volk,  of 
^he  Labour  Party,  and  also  of  a  great 
number  of  the  Progressives.  What  the 
opinion  of  the  Progressives  may  be 
to-day  I  cannot  say,  but  I  know  that 
l>efore  we  started  from  South  Africa 
these  figures  went  to  the  Progressive 
Association.  They  were  sent  out  to  the 
various  branches,  and,  although  I  have 
-no  figures  to  quote  from,  I  am  pretty 
confident  that  the  vast  majority  of 
^hose  branch  associations  were  in  favour 
of  a  settlement  on  the  lines  proposed. 

There  is  one  matter  I  wish  to  call 
attention  to  arising  out  of  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Duke — namely,  the  question 
of  the  Civil  servants.  I  am  not  in  the 
least  afraid  that  Civil  servants  will 
1>e  dealt  with  unfairly  owing  to  their 
nationality  or  their  political  opinions, 
if  they  have  any.  But  it  is  rumoured, 
with  what  truth  I  cannot  say,  that 
certain  departments  are  a  great  deal 
overstaffed,  and  in  the  Transvaal  there 
was  two  months  ago  a  Commission 
sitting  und^r  the  Presidency  of  one  of 
their  most  distinguished  Judges  of  the 
High  Court,  to  inquire  into  the  Civil 
Service.  If  it  should  so  happen  that, 
as  a  result  of  this  inquiry,  or  owing  to 
any  consequent  administrative  retrench- 
ment, it  is  necessary  to  turn  some  of 
these  men  out  of  their  employment,  I 
hope  their  cases  will  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration and  that  places  will,  if  pos- 
sible, be  found  for  them  in  other  Colonies, 
or  else  that  they  may  be  absorbed  in  the 
Civil   Service  at  home. 

In  regard  to  the  Second  Chamber,  I 
4un  aware  that  there  was,  and  is,  a  good 
•deal  of  opposition  to  it  among  certain 


Parties ;  but  I  agree  with  the  noble 
Earl  in  thinking  that  it  would  be  unwise 
to  depart  from  the  precedent  which  has 
ensured  a  Second  Chamber  to  all  the 
Colonies  having  responsible  Govern- 
ment. As  your  Lordships  are  well 
aware.  Cape  Colony  has  a  Second  Cham- 
ber which  is  elective,  and  Natal  has  a 
Second  Chamber  which  is  nominated  for 
ten  years.  The  Secretary  of  State  said 
that  the  principle  was  to  be  elective, 
but  that  at  any  rate  he  was  going  to 
nominate  it  for  the  first  Parliament. 
So  far  as  my  humble  opinion  goes,  I  would 
rather  have  seen  the  Second  Chamber 
on  the  principle  of  nomination  rather 
than  on  the  principle  of  election.  As 
to  the  grant  of  manhood  suffrage, 
I  would  ask  the  noble  Duke  and  your 
Lordships  whether  it  is  not  wiser  on  the 
part  of  His  Majesty's  Government  to 
endeavour  to  make  some  arrangement 
by  which  a  minimum  of  irritation  may 
ensue. 

We  had  a  great  many  interviews  with 
various  Parties,  and  also  a  great  many 
interviews  with  the  Boers,  and  I  always 
found  them  very  reasonable  in  their 
views.  They  anticipated  a  British  major- 
ity, and  were  perfectly  content  to  abide  by 
it.  My  noble  friend  (Viscount  Milner)  on 
the  Cross  Benches  smiles  at  that.  A  good 
deal  has  taken  place  in  South  Africa  since 
my  noble  friend  left  that  country,  where, 
if  I  may  venture  to  say  so,  he  left  a  great 
reputation  for  untiring  zeal,  ability, 
and  loyalty  to  his  post.  It  is,  I  think, 
worth  saying  that  the  Boers  have  realised 
that  there  was  at  any  rate  a  disposition 
on  the  part  of  the  Committee  to  be  con- 
siderate and  to  listen  to  all  they  had  to 
say,  and  I  cannot  but  think  that  our  en- 
deavours may  have  worked  some  slight 
good  in  that  direction. 

Doubt  has  been  thrown  on  the  possi- 
bility of  a  British  majority.  None  of  us 
can  look  into  the  ballot  boxes  of  the 
future.  Personally,  I  consider  there  will 
be  a  British  majority,  but  I  do  not  see 
how  anyone  can  expect  to  have  what  is 
known  as  a  Raud  majority.  Many  of 
the  witnesses  we  had  before  us  said — 

"  Give  as  a  British  majority  if  you  like,  but 
do  not  give  os  a  Rand  majonty.'* 

With  regard  to  the  Rand  magnates,  as 
they  are  called,  I  know  that  both  in  this 
country  and  in  South  Africa  there  is  a 
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considerable  feeling  hostile  to  them.  I 
consider  that  prejudice  unjuBtiflable.  I 
saw  a  good  deal  of  these  gentlemen  and 
I  am  far  Indeed  from  believing  the  state- 
ment which  we  have  seen  at  times  asserted 
that  the  measure  of  their  loyalty  and  the 
reason  of  it  is  their  dividends  or  the  price 
o(  their  Ht<x;k.  I  do  not  believe  that  for 
one  moment.  The  g[eat«t  part  of  them 
fought  in  the  late  war,  and  I  regret  that 
strong  terms,  and,  as  I  think,  misleading 
t«Tms,  should  be  applied  to  them.  But 
I  do  consider  that  their  apprehensions  are 
in  some  degree  esa^erated,  and  I  regret 
that  many  of  them  have  shown  so  much 
distrust  of  the  Boers. 

While,  as  I  have  said,  we  also  were 
favourably  impressed  with  the  Boers, 
between  the  Boeis  and  the  British 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  mutual  respect, 
and  I  hope  that  as  time  goes  on  the  racial 
feeling  and  bitterness  which  has  existed 
will  be  found  in  a  much  lees  degree.  I 
cannot  help  feeling  that  with  responsible 
government,  when  they  have  to  fight  out 
their  own  political  battles,  they  will  come 
to  realise  more  and  more  every  day  that 
they  are  Bubjects  of  the  same  Sovereign 
and  have  both  to  overcome  the  same 
problem.  I  was  very  fortunate  indeed 
in  the  colleagues  who  served  with  me  on 
the  Committee.  Sir  West  Ridgeway,  the 
Chairman,  has  had  a  very  varied  career 
and  is  a  man  of  vast  experience,  tact,  and 
energy  ;  whilst  in  Sir  Francis  Hopwood 
we  had  one  of  the  ablest  of  the  permanent 
Civil  servants,  and  in  Colonel  Johnston  a 
gentleman  whose  capacity  for  dealing  with 
figures  is  well  known.  I  would  say,  in 
conclusion,  that  if  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment follow  the  lines  of  the  Report  of  the 
Committee,  as  the  Secretary  of  State 
leads  me  to  believe  they  have,  and  if  we 
have  been  able  to  show  ttm  nnvBmtnpnh 
the  lines  on  which  th 
least  friction  all  round  i 
state  of  things  results 
of  the  Constitution,  tl 
Committoe  will  not  hai 


acquired  from  his  recent  travels  thei^ 
and  the  numerous  int«rviewB  he  hac 
had ;  but  in  the  course  of  ten  yean 
practical  business  connection  with  the 
Transvaal  it  is  inevitable  that  I  moat 
have  seen  man;^  men  and  heard  tiie 
views  of  politicians  of  all  shades  of 
opinion  there.  It  might  amuse  the 
noble  Lord  the  Colonial  Secretary  b> 
know  that  in  a  conversation  I  had  witii 
a  Boer,  a  person  ofaome  influence  in  the 
counsels  of  the  Boers,  the  suggestioa 
was  made  that  what  are  called  the  Band 
magnates  should  join  with  the  Boen  in 
opposition  to  His  Slajesty's  present 
Government. 

In  the  course  often  yeara  I  have  had 
opportunities  ot  considering  the  varied 
op'mions  as  to' the  best  sort  of  Govein- 
,ment  for  the  new  Colony,  and  I  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  repudiating,  so- 
I  far  as  I  can  speak  from  the  information 
,that  has  been  given  to  me,  the  idea  that 
the  Progressive  Party  accept  this  settle- 
Iment  as  a  Just  one.  I  underatood  Ui» 
;noble  Earl  to  say  that  he  was  under  the 
impression  that  these  figures  had  been 
circulated  to  the  various  branches  ot 
'the  Progressive  Association,  and  tliat 
jto  a  considerable  majority  these  pro- 
iposals  were  acceptable.  I  have  ne- 
I  hesitation  in  saying — and  my  infonna- 
tion  cornea  from  jiist  as  good  a  source 
as  the  noble  Lord's — that  if  the  Pro- 
gressive  Party  had  an  opportunity  ot 
expressing  their  opinion  on  these  pro* 
posals  they  would  absolutely  repudiate- 
them.  I  suppose  there  is  no  more 
important  ■perionnd  in  any  system  ol 
Government  than  the  Civil  seTT&nta. 
The  warning  of  the  noble  Lord  who  haa 
just  sat  down  will  be  regarded  as  a  very 
serious  one  by  many  Civil  servants  in  the 


•LoBD  HARRIS :  M 
not  have  ventured 
Lordships  to-night  had 
remark  by  my  noble  fi 
sat  down.  I  do  not  j 
intimate  knowledge  of ' 
of  the  Transvaal,  such, 
Lm-d  Sandhurst. 
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statements  to  your  Lordships  by  pro- 
minent Boers  in  which  they  say  that  the 
British  Civil  servants  have  got  to  go, 
and  are  to  be  replaced  by  Boer  Civil 
servants.  At  the  present  moment  there 
is  no  security,  as  far  as  I  know,  for  any 
Civil  servant  in  the  Transvaal.  I  do  not 
know  whether  they  are  entitled  even  to 
six  months  notice  ;  but  there  is  nothing 
t©  prevent  the  Civil  service  being 
•composed  almost  entirely  of  Boers. 

The  giving  of  permission  to  use  the 
Boer  language  in  the  Legislative  Assembly 
cannot  be  complained  of.  It  has  already 
been  given  to  Cape  Colony,  and  the 
granting  of  it  to  the  Transvaal  cannot 
be  opposed.  But  the  use  of  the  Tail 
will  follow  in  the  (Sovernment  offices 
■and  in  the  schools  and  will  permeate 
the  whole  population.  It  is  a  low, 
degraded  language,  conpired  to  the 
laiq^ag)  of  commerce,  the  English 
language.  This  eSete  language  will  agaia 
•become  prominent  in  your  most  recently- 
acquired  British  Colony  ;  and  there  is  a 
danger  underlying  that.  One  of  the 
£rst  thing  that  His  Majesty's  late  Gk)vern- 
iment  tried  to  do  was  to  encourage  an 
appreciation  of  the  commercial  value,  the 
educational  value,  the  literary  value  of 
the  BngVsh  language  as  compared  with 
Taal. 

It  is  said  that  at  the  first  election  there 
may  be  a  British  majority.  The  noble 
Lord  thinks  that  in  this  British  Colony, 
lor  which  this  country  has  sacrificed  so 
much,  there  may  be  a  British  majority. 
"What  if  there  is  not  ?  If  there  is  not  a 
British  majority  at  the  first  election  what 
chance  is  there  of  a  British  majority 
afterwards  ?  The  noble  Duke  has  warned 
His  Majesty's  Qovemment  that  the  effect 
of  manhood  suffrage  must  be  to  add, 
quinquennially  it  may  be,  but  at  every 
period  of  a  fresh  election,  some  5,000 
Boers  to  the  voters'  roll.  This  is 
'effected  by  mere  accretion  of  age.  The 
same  chance  does  not  accrue  to  the 
British  in  the  Transvaal — in  the  first 
place,  because  their  sons  are  very  much 
jrounger  and  would  not  therefore  come  up 
to  the  voting  age  in  such  numbers  ; 
secondly  y  there  is,  not  unnaturally,  a 
greater  tendency  to  send  them  home  to 
"be  educated,  and  in  a  great  majority  of 
cases  they  do  not  return. 


The  one  chance  for  British  supremacy 
in  the  Transvaal  is  that  the  commercial 
situation  may  improve  and  the  British 
be  encouraged  to  go  out  there.  Abnor- 
mal numbers  of  British  have  been  return- 
ing by  steamer  from  Cape  Town  during 
the  last  two  or  three  months,  and  all  in 
the  second  and  third  class.  There  is  an 
exodus  from  the  Transvaal  and  has  been 
ever  since  His  Majesty's  present  Govern- 
ment have  been  in  power.  If  that  is 
going  on  as  they  remain  in  office  I 
am  afraid  the  chance  for  British 
supremacy  in  the  Transvaal  is  not 
a  very  good  one.  If  not,  what  have  you 
done  ?  You  have  handed  back  a  British 
Colony  which  this  country  has  sacrificed 
much  to  gain,  and  which  it  was  com- 
pelled to  take  over.  The  noble  Earl  and 
his  colleagues  may  use  what  arguments 
they  like  as  to  the  origin  of  the  war,  but 
they  cannot  deny  that  British  territory 
was  invaded,  that  we  had  a  right  to  put 
the  invader  back,  and  that  we  were 
entitled  to  pursue  our  advantage.  That 
was  the  origin  of  the  war,  and  the  war 
having  been  carried  out  to  its  end  you 
are  now  doing  something  which  imperils 
British  supremacy  in  those  Colonies. 

The  scheme  of  representation  proposed 
by  His  Majesty's  Government  has  a  very 
plausible  appearance.  There  are  to  be 
thirty-four  seats  for  the  Witwatersrand, 
six  for  Pretoria,  and  twenty-nine  for  the 
rest  of  the  country.  Add  the  country 
and  Pretoria  together  and  you  get 
thirty-five  as  against  thirty-four  for  the 
Witwatersrand.  It  looks  fairly  well 
balanced,  and  His  Majesty's  Government 
are  no  doubt  hopeful  that  that  is  the 
way  it  will  be  looked  at.  But  they  know 
as  well  as  I  do  that  the  Witwatersrand  is 
not  nearly  so  united  as  are  the  country 
districts.  It  is  absurd  to  talk  of  the  mining 
magnates  being  unanimous.  I  have  had 
to  do  with  many  communities  in  my  life — 
commercial,  industrial,  sporting,  and 
official — ^and  I  never  came  across  a  body 
more  disposed  to  be  disunited  than  the  so- 
called  Rand  magnates.  The  noble  Barl 
the  Colonial  Secretary  has  already  taken 
advantage  of  their  disunion.  Only  the 
other  day  he  acknowledged  that  by  com- 
municating with  one  of  the  groups — 
the  Robinson  Group — ^he  had  succeeded 
in  causing  disunion  amongst  them.J|^It 
is  as  easy  as  possible. 
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There  are  many  other  interests  on 
the  Rand  besdes  that  of  the  Rand 
magnates.  There  is  the  Labour  Party  to 
be  considered,  and  there  are  various  other 
interests  which  are  by  no  means  in  unison 
with  the  Rand  magnates ;  and  to  sup- 
pose that  the  Witwatersrand  represents 
an  united  body  is  utterly  fallacious. 
The  noble  Lord  opposite,  Lord  Sand- 
hurst, made  use  of  another  very  curious 
expression.  He  said,  if  I  followed  him 
correctly — 

*'  If  the  Government  follows  on  the  line*  of 
our  Report " 

but  I  rather  gathered  from  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  that  they  were  not 
following  in  the  lines  of  the  Report.  I 
hope  I  have  not  misquoted  the  noble 
Lord.  That  was  a  very  curious  expres- 
sion. The  noble  Lord  knows  his  own 
Report  quite  as  well  as  the  Secretary 
of  State,  and  he  must  know  for  certain 
whether  the  noble  Earl  was  following 
on  the  lines  of  that  Report  or  not.  His 
remark  makes  me  extremely  suspicious 
that  there  was  something  in  what  the 
noble  Earl  said  which  led  him  to  believe 
that  he  was  not  following  on  the  lines 
of  that  Report  entirely.  If  such  an 
expression  can  be  used  by  the  noble 
Lord  who  knows  the  contents  of  the 
document  in  question,  you  can  understand 
clearly  what  extraordfinary  rumours  are 
getting  about  as  to  whether  His  Majesty's 
Government  have  or  have  not  followed 
on  the  lines  of  that  Report. 

Lord  SANDHURST :  I  am  very  sorry 
if  I  expressed  myself  clumsily,  but  I  heard 
the  noble  Earl's  statement,  and  I  dis- 
tinctly understood  him  to  follow  on  the 
lines  of  the  Report. 

♦Lord  HARRIS  :    The  whole  of  it  ? 
Lord  SANDHURST :    Yes. 

♦Lord  HARRIS:  Then  I  misunder- 
stood the  noble  Lord.  If  he  had  said 
so  distinctly,  without  using  the  word 
**  if "  in  the  first  instance,  I  am  sure 
I  should  not  have  made  the  mistake. 

I  will  not  detain  your  Lordships  any 
longer.  I  have  only  to  repeat  what 
I  have  already  said,  that  that  Party 
who  believe,  and  honestly  believe — 
and  I  am  sure  that  many  people  in  this 
country  believe  that  they  are  right  in 
that    supposition — that    they    are    the 

Lord  Harris. 


true  protectors,  of  British  interests  in 
the  Transvaal,  absolutely  repudiate  the 
idea  that  they  have  accepted  this  settle- 
ment as  a  just  settlement.  They  have 
not  accepted  any  of  these  attempts  at 
mediation  which  are  no  doubt  made  by 
the  direction  of  His  Majesty's  Grovem- 
ment.  They  have  made  a  plain  and  firm 
stand  upon  what  they  believe  to  be 
British  rights  There  is  such  and  such 
a  population  of  British  in  the  Transvaal ; 
there  is  such  and  such  a  population  of 
Boers  j  give  us  half  the  number  of  the 
Members  in  the  House.  That  is  our 
right  if  we  are  only  half  and  half,  but  as 
a  matter  of  fact  we  are  more  than  half. 
Give  us  our  proportion — more  than  half — 
which  is  our  just  right  as  British  subjects. 
You  have  not  done  that,  and  it  is  by  that 
that  you  will  be  judged  decades  hence. 
The  noble  Earl  said^  in  his  ooncluding 
remarks,  that  he  firmly  believed  the 
foundation  stone  of  this  building  of  Con- 
stitutional government  had  been  well  and 
truly  laid.  He  may  be  right.  It  is  Con- 
stitutional government ;  it  is  responsible 
government ;  I  admit  it,  and  the  founda- 
tion and  the  building  may  both  be  sound. 
But  what  is  the  flag  that  is  going  to  wave 
above  it  ten  or  twenty  years  hence  ?  Is 
it  going  to  be  the  Union  Jack,  or  is  it 
go'ng  to  be  the  flag  of  the  Transvaal 
Republic  ? 

♦Lord  COURTNEY  :  I  must  apologise 
to  your  Lordships  for  venturing  to  submit 
what  I  am  afraid  will  be  the  opinion  of  a 
single  man,  and  one  not  likelyto  command 
much  support  in  your  Assembly,  but 
under  the  circumstances,  I  cannot  refrain 
from  stating  the  conclusions  to  which  my 
best  study  of  the  question  compels  me  to 
come.  My  opinion  about  sundry  parts 
of  the  recent  history  and  recent  trans- 
actions in  South  Africa  are  pretty  well 
known.  Unlike  the  noble  Lord  who  has 
just  addressed  you,  I  do  not  desire  to  go 
back  upon  the  history  of  the  beginning 
cf  the  war.  I  desire  to  start  from  the 
conclusion  of  peace,  and  I  believe  that  we 
ought  to  do  our  best  to  promote  the 
bu'ld'ng  up  of  a  united  society  in  the 
Transvaal,  in  which  the  divisions  of  the 
past  shall  be  lost.  I,  therefore,  deprecate 
any  continuous  harping  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  British  interests,  and  all  rafer^ 
ences  to  anv  one  section^ 
of   the   Transvaal 
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hostile  to  us.  Starting  from  the  peace 
which  was  made  at  Vereeniging,  and 
accepting  the  incorporation  of  the  Trans- 
vaal in  the  British  Empire  as  something 
agreed  upon  by  all,  the  test  which  I  apply 
to  the  proposals  of  His  Majesty's  Grovem- 
ment  which  have  been  outlined  by 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  is 
this :  Do  they  tend  to  promote  the 
development  of  imity  of  feeling,  do  they 
give  us  any  promise  of  securing  in  the 
end  a  state  of  society  in  which  the  words 
"Boer"  and  "British"  may  be  of 
historical  interest  but  will  have  no 
present  political  importance  ?  Grave 
apprehension  has  been  expressed  as  to 
the  effect  of  having  a  Boer  Prime 
Minister  or  a  Boer  majority  in  the 
forthcoming  Legislature  of  the  Transvaal. 
May  we  not  address  our  attention  to 
another  part  of  His  Majesty's  dominions, 
and  realiise  what  has  been  secured  in  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  where  you  have  as 
Prime  Minister  a  French  Canadian, 
supported  in  power  by  voters  who  have 
given  him  a  large  accession  of  members 
from  the  French  province  of  Quebec  ? 
Does  anyone  now  doubt  the  loyalty  of 
Canada  as  part  of  the  British  Empire  ? 
The  noble  Lord  who  has  just  spoken, 
and  the  noble  Duke  who  spoke  from  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench,  would  be  agreed 
in  bearing  testimony  to  the  loyalty  of  the 
Dominion  in  the  late  war — a  loyalty  not 
confined  to  Britons,  but  a  loyalty  which 
the  French  also  manifested — not,  I  admit, 
to  the  same  extent  in  the  way  of  going 
to  the  war,  but  still  a  loyalty  which  was 
manifested  by  French  as  well  as  by 
British.  In  the  Dominion  the  distinction 
8o  far  as  regards  the  British  connection 
between  those  of  French  origin  and  those 
of  British  origin  is  lost.  Ought  we  not 
to  endeavour  to  do  something,  in  laying 
the  foundation  stone  of  this  Constitution, 
which  will  promote  the  end  which  we  are 
all  seeking,  of  losing  in  future  the  dis- 
tinction between  Boer  and  Briton  except 
as  mere  historical  differences  of  origin  ? 
The  apprehension  which  I  have  in  respect 
of  the  scheme  of  His  Majesty's  Grovern- 
ment  is  that  it  will  tend  to  maintain  these 
differences.  The  adoption  of  the  system 
of  single-member  constituencies  may  even 
prevent  these  differences  from  dying 
away.    The  Government  may  have  had 

no  other  co*  rse  open  to  them,  but  by 

adopting  that  system  they  will  in  every 


political  fight,  and  in  every  contest 
for  seats  in  the  new  Legislature,  have 
a  competition  between  the  representa- 
tives of  two  Parties  and  two  Parties 
only,  and  my  great  fear  is  that  that 
competition  will  be  a  racial  competition 
and  will  maintain  instead  of  dissipating 
existing  differences. 

I  will  not  go  into  this  subject  at 
any  length ;  I  am  always  tempted 
to  do  so,  but  on  this  occasion  I  will 
restrain  myself.  I  desire  your  Lordships 
to  realise  the  difference  of  political 
effect  if  you  have  in  the  Transvaal 
an  area  which  is  going  to  be  divided 
into  five  single-member  constituencies 
instead  of  having  one  constituency  re- 
turning five  Members  representing  the 
different  opinions  which  may  prevail 
amongst  the  inhabitants  of  the  area. 
In  the  first  place,  in.  dividing  the  area 
into  single-member  constituencies,  each 
area  will  bring  forward  two  competitors 
for  every  seat ;  the  division  between 
the  two  Parties  will  be  on  racial  lines, 
and  you  will  have  a  division  of  the  Legis- 
lature also  on  racial  lines.  This  is  the 
justification  of  those  calculations  which 
Lord  F  arris  and  the  noble  Duke  opposite 
have  indulged  in,  as  to^  the  possible 
position  of  the  two  Parties  in  the  forth- 
coming Legislature.  If,  on  the  contrary, 
you  had  the  system  of  having  five  Mem- 
bers representing  one  constituency,  you 
would  have  them  representing  different 
sections  of  the  population.  You  might 
have  one  Member  representing  the  mag- 
nates to  whom  reference  has  been  made  ; 
one  representing  the  traders  and  mer- 
chants, who  are  apart  from  the  magnates  ; 
a  third  representing  the  actual  workers ; 
a  fourth  representing  the  Boers  who  are 
disposed  to  be  friendly  with  us,  and  the 
men  of  moderate  opinions ;  and  a  fifth 
representing  the  stubborn  Dopper  class 
whose  hostihty  is  always  paraded  before 
us.  You  would  get  a  picture,  in  the 
representation  of  the  constituency,  tend- 
ing to  make  itself  a  reproduction  of  the 
commimity,  and  tending,  in  the  Legis- 
lature itself,  to  reproduce  the  co-operative 
life  of  the  community. 

I  regret  that  the  opportunity  for 
achieving  this  end  has  been  lost. 
We  have,  on  the  contrary,  this  scheme 
of    sixty-nine    Members    returned     by 
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single-member    constituencies  —  thirty- 
four    by    the    Witwatersrand,    six     by 
Pretoria,  and    twenty-nine  by  the   rest 
of  the  colony.    They  are  to  be  elected 
after  contests  of  the  kind  to  which  I  have 
referred.     All  sorts  of  calculations  have 
been  made  as  to  how  these  sixty-nine 
Members  will  be   divided.     I  have  the 
greatest  distrust  of  them  all.    I  doubt 
whether  any  person  can  say  what  will  be 
the  result  of  the  elections  of  these  sixty- 
nine  Members.    You  are  laimching  into 
what  I  believe  to  be  a  somewhat  im- 
known  future,  which  depends  very  much 
upon  the  way  in  which  you  cut  up  your 
constituencies  so  as  to   get  the   single 
Members    for    the    different    divisions. 
Lord   Harris   stated   quite   properly,   if 
I  may  venture  to  say  so,  that  in  the 
Witwatersrand     the     people     are      not 
unanimous,    and    that    the    thirty-four 
Members  who  will  be  elected  cannot  be 
relied  upon  to  be  of  entirely  the  same 
•complexion.     Then  there   is   a   part   of 
the  Rand  which  is  largely  occupied  by 
the  Dutch.     It  depends  upon  the  way 
in  which  you  cut  up  the  areas  whether 
these  Dutch  will  get  their  proportionate 
share  or  whether  they  will  be  lost,   or 
almost  entirely  lost,  in  the  representation 
of  their  British  neighbours,  and  get  no 
share  at  all.     In  Pretoria  the  six  Mem- 
bers will  probably  be  four  British  and 
two  Boers ;     the   division  of  the  repre- 
sentation of  Pretoria  depends  upon  the 
way  in  which  Pretoria  is  cut  up.     The 
temptation    to     gerrymander     and     to 
manoeuvre  and  to    adjust  the  different 
seats  will  be  immense,   and  will  always 
be    recurring.     You    have,    after    all,  a 
scheme  before  you  which  is  something 
like  a  puzzle  map  made  by  children — a 
scheme    having    no    stability    in    itself 
and  giving  no  promise  of  strength  in  the 
future,   but   something   which   is   likely 
to   go   on   developing   more    gerryman- 
dering, so  that  you  have  before  you  a 
prospect  of  division  instead  of  a  pros- 
pect of  reunion  such  as  I  would  gladly 
have  seen. 

As  I  have  already  said,  the  alter- 
native was  rejected  by  His  Majesty's 
Oovemment  on  the  Report  made  by 
the  Commissioners,  because  they  found 
that  the  scheme  of  proportional  repre- 
sentation to  which  I  have  been  referring 
found  little  or  no  favour  in  the  Transvaal. 

Lord  Courtney, 


The  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State — 
and  I  thank  him  for  it-— desired  the 
Commissioners  to  inquire  into  the 
matter ;  they  did  inquire,  and  made 
this  Report.  I  believe  there  has  not 
been  in  the  past,  and  there  is  not  at 
present,  a  great  desire  in  the  Transvaal 
for  the  principle  to  which  I  have  referred; 
but  there  is  a  growing  desire  for  it.  I 
venture  to  think  that  what  we  find  often 
depends  upon  what  we  look  for,  and  I 
am  not  quite  sure  that  on  the  part  of 
His  Majesty's  Government,  although 
there  [may  have  been  a  realisation 
of  the  importance  of  the  question, 
there  was  any  very  earnest  desire  to 
promote  or  develop  in  the  Transvaal 
any  tendency  towards  the  true  method 
of  representation  which  I  advocate. 

In  passing,  let  me  refer  to  the  principle 
of  one  vote  one  value  to  which  the  noble 
Duke  referred  as  being  of  immense  im- 
portance. What  is  the  meaning  of  the 
value  of  a  vote  ?  Surely  the  value  of  a 
vote  depends  upon  the  effect  which  the 
voter  has  in  sending  a  representative  to 
the  Legislative  Chamber.  If  all  the 
voters  in  a  particular  district  have  the 
same  fractional  effect  in  sending  a  repre- 
sentative to  the  elected  Chamber,  they 
have  votes  which  are  of  the  same  value. 
But  that  is  not  so  if  the  country  is  so 
divided  that  the  minorities  everywhere 
fail  in  getting  election,  because  in  that 
case  the  value  of  their  votes  is  reduced 
to  nothing.  I  might  refer  to  the  example 
of  Wales  in  the  recent  Greneral  Election, 
when  not  a  single  Unionist  was  returned 
for  the  whole  of  the  Principality. 
What,  in  such  a  case,  is  the  value  of  a 
Unionist  vote  in  Wales  ?  It  is  no  use 
cutting  Wales  up  into  equal  electoral 
areas ;  that  is  roughly  done  at  present ; 
the  value  of  the  Unionist  vote  in  Wales  is 
nothing.  And  so  the  idea  of  one  vote 
one  value,  for  which  the  people  of  the 
Transvaal  cried  out,  will  not  be  realised 
in  the  scheme  which  they  are  going  to 
have;  but  a  little  effort  might,  I  tlunk, 
have  induced  some  of  them  to  discover 
the  true  way  of  getting  what  they  desire. 

Under  such  a  system  you  would  have 
a  representation  proportional  to  the 
divisions  of  the  total  electorate.  If  the 
British  electorate  were  in  a  majority, 
their  representation  would  in  the  result 
be  in  a  majority.     Thus  you  would  get 
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one  vote  one  value,  and  obtain  what  the 
noble  Lord  says  cannot  thoroughly  be 
relied   upon  in  the  present  case.     The 
<lifficulty  was  that  the   people   of   the 
Transvaal  were  not  educated  to  entertain 
the  proposition.    The  idea  found  favour 
"with  some  of  the  magnates,  and  with  the 
labourers'  party,  but  it  did  not  recom- 
mend itself  to  the  Boers;  it  did  recom- 
mend itself  to  sundry  elements  of  society 
in  the  Transvaal,  and  I  think  that  in  the 
future  it  will  come  to  be   appreciated. 
But  for  the  moment  it  has  been  rejected, 
though  not,  I  think,  on  account  of  the  diffi- 
culty of  the  syistem,  but  on  account  of  the 
fact  that  it  had  not  been  properly  looked 
At  by  the  people.     I  say  that  it  was  not 
on  account  of  the  difficulty,  because  the 
principle  of  proportional  representation 
lias   been  adopted   now   amongst  com- 
munities  which   certainly   cannot   rival 
the  white  community  of  the  Transvaal 
or  exceed  them  in  political  intelligence. 
It  has  been  adopted  most  successfully 
in  Belgium,  and  I  have  in  my  hands  the 
Constitution  of  Finland,  in  which  it  is 
incorporated ;    it  has  also  been  adopted 
in  our  own  Colonies — in  Tasmania  for 
•example — and  what  can  be  worked,  and 
work^   with   efEect  and  without  error, 
there,  can  surely  be  worked  in  the  Trans- 
vaal.   I  have  detained  your   Lordships 
too  long  on  what  is  after  all  an  academic 
question,  since  I  am  ready  to  admit  that 
for  the  moment  the  system  comld  not  be 
forced   upon   a   colony   which   did   not 
■desire    it.     But   I   am  thinking  of  the 
future,  and  I  have  in  mind  what  I  believe 
will  be  the  certain  failure  of  this  method 
of  constructing  the  Constitution  of  the 
"Transvaal  to  realise  the  ideas  of  those 
who  have  framed  it.     When  that  happens, 
they  may  turn  to  what  I  believe  to  be 
better  counsels  in  working  out  the  future 
of  the  country.     On  that  groimd,  and  on 
that  ground  only,  I  have  ventured  to  offer 
these  remarks. 

Then  I  would  say  one  word  as  to  the 
proposed  constitution  of  the  Second 
Chamber.  In  this  Assembly  one  would 
not  speak  in  any  way  depreciatorily  of  a 
Second  Chamber ;  but  I  may  remind  the 
noble  Duke  opposite  who  spoke  of  the 
Second  Chamber  as  provided  in  all  our 
Colonies,  that  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
the  Second  Chamber  has  been  dropped  by 
province  after  province,  and  will  soon  be 


non-existent  in  the  Provincial  Legis- 
latures. In  the  Dominion  of  Canada  the 
Senate  is  admitted  to  be  a  failure,  and  a 
distinguished  senator  the  other  day  made 
a  speech  advocating  its  entire  recon- 
struction. I  refer  to  this  question  of  the 
Second  Chamber  in  the  Transvaal  for  this 
reason :  it  is  to  be  nominative.  I  can 
hardly  conceive  how  that  nomination  is 
to  be  effected.  It  is  a  very  difficult 
think  to  nominate  a  Second  Chamber 
there  which  shall  be  so  composed  as  not 
to  be  regarded  as  hostile  by  one  or  the 
other  Party.  But  that  nomination  is 
to  prevail  only  during  the  first  Parlia- 
ment. After  that,  it  is  to  be  elected,  and 
if  I  understand  the  noble  Earl  aright  it  is 
to  be  elected  after  the  pattern  of  the 
Second  Chamber  in  Cape  Colony.  But 
in  Cape  Colony  the  Second  Chamber  is 
elected  upon  a  system  of  proportional 
representation — I  admit  a  very  rough 
system — by  the  operation  of  the  cumula- 
tive vote,  just  as  the  Legislature  in 
Illinois  is  elected  by  the  operation  of  the 
cumulative  vote.  The  system  works 
extremely  well,  and  I  believe  that  even 
that  rough  method  would  have  been 
preferable  for  the  election  of  the  First 
Chamber,  because  it  would  have  given 
more  security  for  the  presence  of  men  of 
moderate  views — men  who  are  ready  to 
co-operate  with  their  fellow-men,  who 
are  hoping  to  build  up  society,  and  whose 
efforts  are  directed  towards  establishing 
that  union  in  the  place  of  disunion  which 
is  the  great  want  of  South  Africa.  It  is 
because  of  the  absence  of  any  prospect  of 
realising  that  ideal,  and  because  a  plan 
has  been  adopted  which  I  deplore,  that  I 
have  ventured  to  address  your  Lordships, 
and  I  thank  you  for  having  listened  to  me. 

♦Viscount  MILNEB  :  My  Lords,  I 
think  it  very  likely  that  there  are  no  two 
Members  in  this  House  who  differ  more 
profoundly  in  their  general  view  of  the 
South  African  situation  than  the  noble 
Lord  who  has  just  addressed  you  and 
myself.  It  is  pleasant  occasionally  to 
find  points  of  cordial  agreement  with 
one's  political  opponents,  and  I  can  only 
say  that  in  the  very  forcible  and,  as 
seems  to  me,  convincing  argument  which 
he  has  addressed  to  your  Lordship  in 
favour  of  the  system  of  proportional 
representation,  which  I  believe  would 
be  advantageous  everywhere,  and  which 
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I    believe    is    particularly    suitable    to 
the  conditions   of  South   Africa,   I   en- 
tirely concur.      I    did    in    my   humble 
way   Attempt    while    I    was   in   South 
Africa    to    bring    other   people  to  take 
the  same  view  on  that  subject,  and  I 
often  used  arguments,  not  certainly  so 
eloquent  or  so  forcible,  but  yet  bearing  a 
very  strong  family  resemblance  to  those 
which  have  Deen  now  addressed  to  you. 
But  I  regret  to  say — I  do  not  know  what 
efEect  the  noble  Lord  might  have  produced 
— that  all  my  efiorts  met  with  total  failure. 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  there  was  absolutely 
nobody  who  agreed  with  me,  but  certainly 
the  number  of  those,  of  whatever  race  or 
class,  who  were  willing  to  give  any  hearing 
to  a  proposal  for  proportional  representa- 
tion was  so  small  that  I  fully  understand 
why   His    Majesty's    Government   have 
found  it  impossible  to  base  their  new 
system  upon  that  principle.     I  regret  it, 
and  I  hope,  with  the  noble  Lord,  that 
when  the  time  for  making  the  Second 
Chamber  elective  comes,  this  matter  may 
be  reconsidered;  for  it  is  certainly  very 
remarkable  how  much  more  fairly  the 
system    of    proportional    representation 
works  out  in  the  Cape  Colony  than  the 
system,  not  in  that  case  of  single  member, 
but  of  double-member  constituencies  with- 
out any  provision  for  minorities.     In  the 
Cape  Colony,  taking  the  bulk  of  the  coun- 
try districts,  you  have,  roughly  speaking, 
about  two  Boers  to  every  white  man  who 
is  not  a  Boer.     Under  the  system  which 
prevails  for  the  Lower  House  the   repre- 
sentation of  those  districts  is  exclusively 
Boer ;  one-third    of    the  .  population    is 
absolutely  excluded  from  any  representa- 
tion   whatsoever.    Under      the    system 
which  pre ve  ils  for  the  election  of  the  Upper 
House,  as  nearly  as  possible  one- third  of 
the   representatives     of     those  districts 
are  British.     Inversely  in  the  case  of  the 
Cape  Peninsula,  where  there  is  an  enor- 
mously preponderant  British  population, 
but  still  a  considerable  Dutch  population 
also,    you  get  in  the  Lower  House  no 
single   Dutch    representative  ;    whereas, 
in  the  Upper  House  out  of  three  repre- 
sentatives,   one   represents    the    Dutch 
section  of  the  community.     You  could 
not  have  a  more  curious  illustration  of 
the  great  difference  in  fairness  between 
the   two   principles   as   apphed   to    the 
conditions  of  South  Africa.     And  1  can- 
not help  hoping  that  between  this  time 
Viscount  MUner. 


and  the  time  when  the  constitutioit 
of  the  projected  Upper  House  comeff 
to  be  decided,  there  may  be  such  a 
development  of  opinion  as  will  enable 
the  Grovernment  of  that  day  to  adopt 
and  justify  them  in  adopting  the  &r 
sounder  principle  for  the  elections  of 
the  Upper  Chamber.  That,  no  doubt,  is- 
a  by-point,  but  I  do  not  consider  it  a 
point  of  small  importance.  It  may  not  be 
of  burning  interest  to-day,  but  it  certainly 
has  a  greater  bearing  than  is  commonly 
supposed  upon  the  development  of  a 
better  feeling  between  the  two  great 
races  of  South  Africa  whom  we  are  alt 
agreed  in  desiring  to  see  ultim.ately 
amalgamated  and  fused.  And  for  that 
reason,  even  at  this  moment,  when  matters 
of  more  urgent  importance  are  engaging 
your  Lordships'  attention,  I  hope  I  may 
be  pardoned  if  I  have  spent  some  time 
in  paying  my  tribute  to  the  principle. 

I  am  not  going,  especially  at  this  late 
hour,   to   attempt   to   cover   the   whole 
ground  of  the  noble  Earl's  statement. 
Your  Lordships  were  kind  enough  to  listen 
to  me  at  enormous  length  on  the  subject 
of  South  Africa  at  an  earlier  stage  of  the 
session,  and   I   do   not  wish   to    repeat 
anything     I    said    then.     But    I    may 
be    allowed    to    express    my    confirmed 
conviction,     which    nothing     that     has- 
happened  since  has  in  the  least  shaken — 
but  which  a  great  deal  that   has  hap- 
pened [strongly  confirms — ^my  convictiott 
that  a  great  and  capital  error  was  made 
when  His  Majesty's  Government  reversed 
in  certain  material  respects  the  policy 
which  had  been  followed  by  their  pre- 
decessors.    I  say,  probably  for  the  last 
time  in  your  Lordships'    House,  for  I 
do   not   wish   always  to   harp   on   this 
string,  that  I  believe  nothing  but  a  little 
patience  and  persistence  in  that  policy 
was  needed  in  order  to  lead  us  gradually 
to  a  satisfactory  result.     From  my  point 
of  view  there  were  two  prime  fundamen- 
tal principles  of  a  wise  policy  in  South 
Africa.     The  first  was  to  go  on  steadily^ 
but  at  the  same  time  cautiously  and 
circumspectly,  in  the  matter  of  consti- 
tutional   development,    and    the    other 
was  to  use  every  effort  to  press  forwajd 
the  material  recuperation  and  develop- 
ment  of  the  country.     From  my  point 
of  view.  His  Majesty's  Government  have 
departed    from    both    those    principles* 


649 


The  Transvaal 


{31  July  1906} 


Constitutian, 


650^ 


They  have  rushed,  as  it  seems  to  me, 
with  precipitate  speed,  into  the  granting 
of  complete  responsible  government,  and 
at  the  same  time  they  have  taken  a  course 
which  imperils  the  material  prosperity  of 
the  country  by  threatening  that  which 
is  the  fundamental  condition  of  the  pros- 
perity of  every  industry  within  it — 
namely,  an  ample  labour  supply. 

My  Lords,  it  is  my  conviction  that 
mischief  has  been  done  which  can  never 
be  retrieved.  I  dismiss  that.  There  is 
nothing  more  to  be  said  about  it.  The 
problem  before  us  now  is  how  far  that 
mischief  may  be  mitigated  by  any 
arrangements   which   we   make   at   the 

E resent  t  ime.  I  desire  to  be  absolutely 
iir  to  the  proposals  which  we  have 
heard  outlined  to-day.  I  feel  naturally 
at  a  very  great  disadvantage  in  dis- 
cussing them  without  having  more  time 
to  examine  them  carefully.  But, 
as  I  have  said,  I  desire  to  be 
fair,  and  I  will  try  to  err  on  the 
side  of  approval  rather  than  of 
criticism  in  regard  to  any  points  on 
which  I  may  be  in  doubt.  There  are  a 
certain  number  of  points  to  which  I 
do  not  wish  to  refer,  because  so  much 
has  already  been  said  about  them;  but 
there  are  others  well  worthy  of  con- 
sideration which  have  not  been  touched 
upon.  If  your  Lordships  will  allow  me 
I  will  dwell  briefly  upon  those  points 
which  seem  to  me  to  have  been  omitted. 
And  in  the  first  place,  I  hope  I  may  be 
allowed  to  say  that  I  did  not  wish  or 
intend  to  give  ofEence  to  the  noble  Lord 
the  member  of  the  Commission  by 
smiling  at  an3rthing  he  said ;  but  it  was 
a  little  difficult  not  to  smile  when  I  heard 
that  he  was  relying  to  some  extent  for  a 
British  majority  upon  the  fact  that  the 
Boers  who,  we  are  pleased  to  know, 
have  given  their  approval  to  the  proposals 
of  His  Majesty's  Government,  assured  him 
that  under  those  proposals  there  would 
be  a  British  majority.  I  cannot,  however, 
be  surprised  that  the  fact  that  the 
Boers  gave  that  assurance  is  not  altogether 
satisfactory  to  their  political  opponents. 
I  firmly  believe  that  what  Lord  Harris 
said  is  true,  that  though  these  proposals 
may  have  the  approval  of  the  Boer 
community,  they  have  not  the  approval 

of  the  vast  majority  of  the  British  com- 
munity, and  quite  naturally  so.     How 


could  it  be  otherwise  ?  Look  at  the 
facts.  The  Government  make  a  great 
point  of  the  fact  that  they  have  accepted 
the  voter  basis.  That  is  commonly 
I  regarded  as  a  great  triumph  for  thos& 
who  are  desirous  to  see  a  Party  in  power 
in  the  Transvaal  which  will  steer 
the  country  during  the  next  few  critical 
years  more  or  less  on  the  lines  hitherto* 
followed  in  the  direction  of  the  consolidar 
tion  of  British  institutions.  But  I  aslr 
how,  given  the  voter  basis,  it  is 
possible  that  the  Boers  should  not 
be  satisfied  or  that  the  British  should  not 
be  dissatisfied  with  this  result  ?  What 
is  the  result  ?  It  is  that  in  the  distribu- 
tion of  seats  there  are  nominally  thirty- 
four  for  the  Rand — there  are  not  really 
thirty-four,  as  I  will  explain  in  a  moment 
—  six  for  Pretoria,  and  twenty -nine 
for  the  rest  of  the  country.  But 
this  is  really  our  old  friend  "thirty- 
three,  six,  thirty  *'  under  another 
name,  because  the  thirty- four  for  the 
Rand  include  Krugersdorp  rural,  which, 
although  by  a  geographical  accident 
it  is  included  in  the  Witwatersrand 
area,  is  thoroughly  Boer,  and,  if  I  may 
say  so,  is  as  purely  a  back  veldt  constitu- 
ency as  almost  any  in  the  TransvaaL 
That  being  so,  I  must  really  be  allowed 
to  retransfer  that  seat  to  the  side  to- 
which  it  belongs. 

♦The   Earl  of  ELGIN:    It    makes 
no  difference  to  my  argument. 

Viscount  MILNER  :    It  is  material 
to  my    point.     The    position    is    this : 
We    have    thirty-three    seats   for     the- 
Rand,  six     for    Pretoria,     and     thirty 
for  the  rest  of    the  country.    What  is 
the      effect    of     that?       I     deprecate 
as  strongly  as  the  noble  Lord  who  has 
just  spoken  all  nice  calculations  as  to 
how  this  distribution  will  exactly  result. 
I  think  it  is  absolutely  wrong  to  let  the- 
whole  future  of  the  country  depend  upon 
chance  to  the  extent  to  which  we  are- 
leaving  it  in  these  arrangements.     But 
circumstances  being  what  they  are,  I  am 
forced  to  consider  what  is  likely  to  be  the- 
result  of  this  particular  distribution  of 
seats.     I   think    I   will   have  the  nobl^- 
Lord    who  was  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mission, and  everybody  who  knows  any- 
thing at  all  about  it,  with  me,  in  saying, 
that  the  result  of  this  distribution  majr 
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1)6  to  give  a  small  British  majority,  or  it 
may  be  to  give  a  small  Boer  majority; 
B)ut  no  self-respecting  man  who  knows 
anything  about  the  facts  can  say  con- 
Ifidently  that  it  will  produce  the  one  re- 
sult or  the  other.  That  is  the  position ; 
lire  have  a  distribution  of  seats  and  of 
political  power  by  which  the  future  Execu- 
tive of  the  Transvaal — for,  mind  you,  the 
most  important  function  of  this  New 
Assembly  will  be  to  determine  who  are 
to  be  the  depositaries  of  executive  power — 
4ind  the  composition  of  the  Legisla- 
iture  upon  which  that  Executive  depends 
is  left  in  absolute  uncertainty — a  matter 
K)f  doubt.  From  my  point  of  view 
it  is  unwise,  it  is  absolutely  wrong  in 
tthe  present  circumstances  to  follow  a 
<cour8e  which  may  result  within  one  year 
in  the  handing  over  the  government  of  the 
Transvaal  to  Mr.  Botha  and  Mr.  Smuts. 
It  is  no  use  blinking  matters.  That  is  the 
result  which  may  follow  from  the  steps 
you  are  taking.  No  man  who  knows 
the  circumstances  can  deny  that  that 
lesult  may  follow;  and  it  is  sufficient 
ior  me,  and  I  believe  it  is  sufficient  for 
the  majority  of  people  in  this  country, 
to  know  that  that  is  a  possible  result  of 
the  arrangements  now  being  made,  to 
lead  them  to  condemn  the  scheme.  I 
•say  that,  however  anxious  we  may  be  to 
"treat  our  new  fellow-subjects  with  abso- 
lute fairness,  however  deeply  we  may 
desire  that  they,  British  and  Boer, 
•should  live  together  in  friendship  and 
amity,  it  is  too  soon  after  the  events  of  the 
last  few  years  to  run  the  risk  of  seeing  the 
whole  executive  power  in  the  colony 
transferred  to  the  hands  of  men  who 
must  at  present  be  totally  out  of 
sympathy  with  the  British  institu- 
tions which  they  ^ill  nevertheless  be 
•called  upon  to  work.  That  is  what 
jou  have  to  face  ;  let  there  be  no  illusion 
on  the  subject.  From  our  point  of  view, 
from  the  Imperial  point  of  view,  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  peaceful  develop- 
ment of  South  Africa,  it  is  a  dangerous 
prospect. 

But  what  I  want  particularly  to  call 
attention  to  is  what  must  be  the  feeling 
'Of  the  British  population  when  they  are 
j^ked  to  accept  this  as  a  (air  result  of 
the  voters*  basis.  The  best  they  oan 
Jiope  for  is  a  small  majority,  but  they 
may  be  in  a  minority,     Wliat  are  the 

ViscourU  MilMr. 


numbers  on  the  voters'  basis?  To  the 
best  of  my  recollection — I  do  not  know 
what  may  have  happened  since  I  left 
South  Africa — the  numbers  of  adult 
males  included  in  the  censas  were 
something  like  38,000  or  39,000  cm 
the  Boer  side,  and  something  like  50,000 
or  51,000  on  the  British  side.  The 
British,  therefore,  are  in  a  majority  of 
something  more  than  five  to  four  on 
the  voters'  basis  which  the  Govern- 
ment say  they  are  adopting.  Can 
you  expect  those,  who  on  the  voters* 
basis  are  in  that  majority,  to  be 
satisfied  with  a  distribution  of  seats  and 
with  electoral  arrangements  generally 
which  make  it  doubtful  whether  they 
will  have  any  majority  at  all  in  tlM 
Legislature  ?  No  wonder  that  the 
Boers  are  satisfied  with  the  arrange 
ment.  Whatever  their  anticipations 
as  to  how  it  may  work  out,  it  is 
perfectly  natural  that  they  should 
welcome  a  distribution  of  seats  so 
advantageous  to  them. 

That,  I  say  at  once,  is  the  one 
great  objection  by  the  side  of  whioh 
everything  else  is  of  minor  impor- 
tance. We  say  it  is  too  soon  after 
recent  events  to  risk  the  chance  of  a 
Boer  Executive  in  the  Transvaal.  We 
maintain  that  as  a  matter  of  practical 
policy.  But  if  you  press  us  on  the  ground 
of  abstract  justice,  we  say  further  that 
though  you  have  adopted  the  voters'  basis 
your  arrangements  will  work  out  in  such  a 
way  as  to  stultify  that  basis,  because  they 
give  to  a  great  majority  of  voters  a 
doubtful  majority  of  seats,  or  no  majority 
at  all. 

Passing  to  other  points,  I  may  say  I 
welcome    the    creation    of    a     Second 
Chamber.    But,  though  it  will  have  its 
advantages,  it   seems   to   me   that   the 
amount  of  protection  it  will  afEocd  wiU 
be  comparatively  small,  for,  after  all,  that 
I  which  we  look  forward  to  with  most  alarm 
is  the  possibility  of  the  executive  power 
falling  into  hands  where  we  do  not  desire 
to  see  it.    Against  the  danger  of  adminis- 
trative action  on  the  part  of  an  anti- 
'  British  Executive,  against  that  which  is 
■  the  most    serious    danger,    an    Upper 
Chamber  is  hardly  any  protection — ^I  had 
I  almost  said  no  protection  whatever.    The 
I  protection  which  an  Upper  Chamber  can 
I  aflord  is  confined  to  le^blation  action — 
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an  important  protection,   I   admit,   but  I 
one  which  does  not   touch    the    most 
vital  point  of  all,  namely,  the  question 
into  whose  hands  the  executive  power  of 
the  new  Colonies  is  likely  to  pass. 

A  far  more  important  concession — ^if 
I  am  justified  in  so  calling  it — on* the  part 
of  the  (Government  to  its  critics,  is  the 
postponement  of  the  establishment  of 
responsible  government  in  the  Orange 
River  Colony.  Upon  this  point,  how- 
ever, I  desire  to  ask  whether  the  postpone- 
ment is  due  to  an  appreciation  by  the 
Government  of  the  extreme  gravity  of  the 
ntuation  impending  in  South  Africa,  or 
whether  the  postponement  is  merely  for 
reasons  of  administrative  convenience  and 
because  it  is  at  this  moment  impossible 
for  them  to  get  through  the  work  of  fram- 
ing a  new  constitution  for  the  Orange 
River  Colony.  I  sincerely  trust  that  the 
postponement  of  the  grant  of  fuU  re- 
sponsible government  to  the  people 
of  the  Orange  River  Colony  is  due  to  a 
recognition  of  the  fact  that  we  cannot 
afford  to  run  too  many  risks  at  once  in  a 
situation  of  such  great  delicacy  as  is  pre- 
sented in  South  Africa  to-day. 

Before  I  sit  down  I  should  like  t6  refer 
briefly  to  what  the  noble  Earl  has  said 
with  reference  to  land  settlement. 
When  I  heard  his  first  sentence  on  this 
subject  I  was  in  great  hope  that  he  was 
going  to  propose  a  measure  which  would 
not  only  afford  the  one  possible  really 
sure  safeguard  to  existing  settlers  but 
would  at  the  same  time  ensure  the 
continuance  of  what  he  himself  [  admits 
to  be  a  valuable  experiment  of  ^  land 
settlement  in  the  new  colonies. V  But 
I  am  sorry  to  say  my  hopes  ^ were 
soon  dashed  when  he  proceeded  to  say 
that  the  introduction  of  this  system 
of  putting  the  settlers  and  the  work  of 
land  settlement  under  a  separate  board, 
nominated,  I  presume,  by  the  Imperial 
Gknremment,  must  depend  on  the  con- 
currence of  a  majority  in  the  respective 
colonies.  Now,  my  Lords,  if  it  is  to 
depend  on  the  concurrence  of  the  majority 
in  the  Orange  River  Colony  whether 
the  experiment  of  British  settlement 
is  to  continue,  it  would  be  simpler  and 
more  straightforward  to  tear  up  the 
whole  thing  at  once.  It  is  perfectly  out 
of  the  question  that  any  elected  majority 
in  the  Orange  River  Colony  would  consent, 


if  it  were  left  to  it  to  decide^  in  favour  of  a. 
continuance  of  British  settlement.    I  had 
rather  hoped  that  the  intention  of  Hi» 
Majesty's  Government  on  this  subject^ 
might  have  been  more  favourable  than 
I  gather  from  the  noble  Barl  that  it  really 
is.    But  on  the  remote  chance  of  my  view 
still  be  adopted,  I    would  once  more 
urgCj  not  only  the  justice  and  the  extreme- 
simplicity,  but  the  imm^ise  future  ad- 
vantages that    may    be    derived    fronb 
keeping  the  system  of  land   settlement 
under  a   board  responsible  not  to    the 
local  but  to  the    Imperial  authorities. 
I  would  further  point  out  what  is  often 
overlooked,  that  there  is  really  no  reason 
whatever  why  this  should  not  be  done- 
without  any  interference  whatever  with 
responsible     government      when      that 
is  granted.    Why  should  the  people  and 
Government     of     Great     Britain      not 
own    and     administer     lands    in      tho 
new    colonies,    when    any    number    of 
British  companies  own  and  administer 
land  there  ?    It  is  not  my  suggestion 
that  the  Land  Settlement  Board  should! 
interfere  in  any  way  or  involv'  any  inter- 
fernce  whatever  with  the  ordinary  law 
or  the  ordinary  administration  of  the 
new  colonies.    It  would  administer  the 
land  as  the  property  of  the  people  of  this 
country,  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  of 
this  country,    and    indirectly   also    for 
the  benefit  of  the  people  of  South  Africa,, 
but  under    the  ordinary  law  of  South 
Africa.     But  the  fact  that  the  administra- 
tion was  in  the  hands  of  a  British  Board 
nominated    by     the    Imperial    Govern- 
ment would   not  only  be  a  security  for 
existing    settlers — I  venture    to     think 
it  is  the  only  security  they  can  have — 
but  it  would  also  ensure  the  continuance 
of  the  permanent  application  of  the  land 
settlement    fund,    as  it  was    paid  back 
by    the   present   settler^    to    the  pur- 
pose   for   which   it   was    originally    in- 
tended.   This  may  be  the  last  oppor^ 
timity  I  may  have,  and  I  venture  most 
strongly  to  urge  on  the  Grovemment  the- 
adoption    of   some  such   plan    as  this, 
because  there  is  nothing  they  or  any^ 
British  (Jovemment  can  do  which  would 
more  conduce  to  the  drawing  together 
and    the     improvement     of     the      re- 
lations of  the  two  races  about  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  spoken,    and  which  he* 
representing  one  pole  of  opinion,  ^d   I 
perhaps  representing  the  other,    are   in 
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cordial  agreement  in  regarding  as  the 
ultimate  object  of  our  South  African 
policy. 

Now,  my  Lords,  one  word  as  to  the 
•question    of     the     franchise     for     the 
coloured   population.     It  is  not  of  im- 
mediate  practical    importance,    but    a 
direct   appeal    has    been  I  made    to   me 
by    the    Colonial    Secretary    which    it 
would  not  be  fair  to  evade.     He  seemed 
to  doubt    whether  it    could    be    fairly 
i  argued   and    he    appeared  to    question 
how  I  could  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
•Clause  8  of  the  Treaty  of  Vereeniging, 
which  provides  that  natives  shall  not  be 
given  the  vote  until  after  the  introduction 
of  representative   institutions,    did   not 
apply    to    coloured    people.     I    cannot 
remember  that  during  the  discussions  at 
Tereeniging    this     point    was     raised; 
though  my  impression  is  that  if  it  had 
been  raised  I  should  most  undoubtedly 
have  objected   to  its  application  to  the 
coloured    people.      But  I   do  not  care 
for  these  hypothetical  arguments.    The 
matter  was  to  the  best  of  my  belief  not 
raised,  and    the    question    has    to    be 
decided  by  the  actual  text  of  the  treaty. 
The  text  of   the  treaty  says  **  natives  " 
and    does  not  say  "coloured  people." 
I  think  I  am  right  in   sajdng  that  the 
Dutch    word    "naturellen"  was    used* 
I   venture  to  say  that  nobody  familiar 
with    the    common    use    of     language 
in     South     Africa    would    hold    either 
that      "  natives "      included      coloured 
people,  some  of  whom  very  much  more 
resemble  whites  than  natives,   or  that 
-**  naturellen  "     included    **  kleurlingen  " 
which  is  the  uiiiversally  accepted  word  in 
South  Africa   for  coloured    psople.      I 
fully   admit  with  the  noble    Earl   that 
South  African  feeling  would  be   against 
giving    any  franchise    rights    even    to 
<joloured   people.     I    regret  it.     I  have 
fought  that  battle  over  and  over  again. 
But  I  am  bound  to  admit  that  in  this 
matter   as   in  the   question  of  propor- 
tional    representation     mine   has   been 
almost  a  solitary  voice.     At  the  same 
time  I  maintain  that  I  am  justified  in 
upholding  the   position   that,  whatever 
may  be  the  necessity  arising  from  South 
African  feeling  on  tlus  subject,  the  Terms 
of    Vereeniging    did    not    preclude  the 
granting  of    the    franchise  to  coloured 
people ;  and  I  must  say  that  the  case 

Viscount  Milner, 


for  the  civilised  coloured  man  is  extra 
ordinarily  strong. 

Two  things  more  I  have  to  say  and 
then  I  have  done.  The  first  is  with  regard 
to  the  Civil  Service.  I  gather  from  the 
noble  Earl  that  provisions  are  going  to 
be  made  for  the  protection  of  the  Civil 
servants  who  may  be  discharged. 

*The  Earl  of  ELGIN:  I  did  not 
say  so.  What  I  said  was  that  I  was 
not  going  to  discuss  it  to-day. 

♦Viscount  MILNER :  I  can  only 
regret  that  what  seems  to  me  an  abso- 
lutely vital  and  necessary  provision  in 
this  matter  has  been  omitted  or  is  being 
omitted  from  the  Letters  Patent. 

♦The  Earl  op  ELGIN :  I  did  not  say 
it  was  omitted,  either.  I  only  said 
I  was  not  going  to  discuss  it  to-day. 

♦Viscount  MILNER :  I  do  not  wish, 
then,  to  do  more  than  to  urge  upon  the 
noble  Earl  and  his  colleagues  that  this 
is  a  serious  and  vital  matter.  I  was  not 
at  all  convinced  by  what  was  said  by  the 
noble  Lord,  the  member  of  the  Committee, 
on  this  subject.  No  doubt  at  this  stage 
we  can  hardly  expect  those  in  the  new 
colonies  who  are  hostile  to  the  existing 
Civil  Service,  with  the  prospect  of  their 
being  put  into  power  hanging  in  the 
balance,  to  adopt  a  threatening  tone, 
you  would  naturally  think  they  would  in 
these  circumstances  be  most  careful  to 
avoid  threats,  but  even  now  one  of  the 
leaders  of  what  I  may  call  the  Transvaal 
Opposition  has  gone  the  length  of  pointing 
out  that,  although  some  of  the  British 
Civil  servants  may  be  good,  many  of  them 
are  superfluous  luxuries,  and  that  one  of 
the  duties  of  a  Boer  administration  would 
be  to  find  places  for  the  dispossessetl 
Boer  officials.  How  are  they  to  find 
them  places,  especially  if  at  the  same  time 
they  are  practising  economy,  except  by 
causing  vacancies  in  the  berths  at  present 
filled  by  British  Civil  servants  ?  It  is  a 
clear  danger.  It  is  not  a  danger  against 
which  His  Majesty's  Government  can,  I 
think,  in  honour,  hesitate  to  provide. 

My  last  point  is  this:  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  possible  for  the  noble  Earl 
to  give  us  a  little  more  enlightment  as  to 
what  is  going  to  happen  with  regard  to 
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^he  important  question  of  labour  in  the 
period  between  the  granting  of  the  Letters 
Patent  and  the  time  when  the  elected 
Liegislature  of  the  Transvaal  may  be  able 
to  deal  with  that  ques  t  ion.    What  I  under- 
>etand  is  proposed  is  that  the  moment  a  new 
Legislature  is  elected  in  the  Transvaal 
the  existing  statute  will  lapse.     In  that 
'Case  we  shall  have  an  interval — ^it  may  be 
a    considerable    interval—Kluring    which 
there  will  be  no  law  at  all  providing  for  the 
regulation  of  the  relations  between  the 
imported    foreign    labourers    and    their 
masters.    This   is   a   very   serious   and 
grave  addition  to  the  doubts  and  un- 
•certainties    already    resting    upon    the 
principal   industry    of    the    Transvaal, 
uncertainties  which  more  than  an3rthing 
•else    are    responsible    for    the    extreme 
depression  wluch  at  present  exists  in  that 
country.    There  is  one  other  question  in 
that  respect  on  which  I  should  like  the 
views    of    his    Majesty's    Governments 
When   the   Transvaal   Legislature    does 
deal  with  this  question  of  imported  labour, 
which  is  of  such  fundamental  importance 
to  that  country  and  the  whole  of  South 
Africa,  is  it  going  to  be  left  free  to  deal 
with  it  ?    Is  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment to-day  the  policy  with  which  they 
.-started — ^the  poUcy  of  leaving  it  to  a 
responsible  Government  in  the  Transvaal 
to   decide    that    question,  or  is  it  the 
policy  which  they  subsequently  adopted 
under  pressure  from  a   certain  section 
•of  their  own  followers,  of  leaving  it  to 
the  Trinsvaal  Legislature  to  decide  only 
within  certcdn  indefinite  limits  which  are 
to  be  imposed  by  the  British  Govern- 
ment's '*  moral  sense  "  ?    The  question 
ds  one  absolutely  vital ;  and  I  may  say  this 
— that  if  there  is  one  thing  which  would 
reconcile  those  of  us  who  look  upon  the 
establishment  of  responsible  government 
in  the  Transvaal  with  the  greatest  alarm, 
it  would   be  the    feeling  that  on  this 
most  essential  question   the  people    of 
the    colony    were    to     be    allowed    to 
work    out    their    own  salvation.     That 
is,    to    my    mind,    the    one,   the    only 
strong  argument  in  favour  of  granting 
responsible  government  at  the  present 
moment.    But  if  at  the  same  moment 
that  we  grant  responsible  government  and 
take  all  the  risks  of  granting  responsible 
government — risks  which,  in  my  opinion, 

are  greater  than  we  ought  to  take — we  are 

Xo  deprive  the  colony,  to  which  we  profess 


to  be  giving  full  freedom,  of  the  right  of 
deciding  the  most  urgent  and  vital  of  all 
the  questions  afEecting  its  immediate 
existence,  the  one  solitary  argument  in 
favour  of  responsible  government  is 
knocked  away,  and  in  the  balance  of 
considerations  there  is  nothing  to  set 
against  the  evil  of  the  propose  I  settle- 
ment. It  is  in  every  respect  a  settlement 
as  disadvantageous  to  the  colony  as  it  is 
calculated  to  endanger  the  relations  of 
the  colony  and  the  mother  country. 

*The  Marquess  op  LANSDOWNE  : 
My  Lords,  I  do  not  intend  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  for  more  than  a  very 
few  moments.  Personally,  I  should  be 
glad  to  leave  the  question  where  it  has 
been  left  by  the  noble  \i8count  who  has 
just  addressed  the  House  with  so  much 
effect.  I  feel,  moreover,  that  I  am  ap- 
proaching the  question  at  a  great 
disadvantage,  because,  like  most  of  your 
Lordships,  I  am  called  upon  to  discuss 
proposals  which  have  indeed  been  un- 
folded to  us  in  a  very  clear  speech  by  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  but  proposals  which  have  not 
yet  been  put  in  writing,  and  which  we 
have  had  no  opportunity  of  considering 
as  they  deserve  to  be  considered.  I  feel 
that  here  again  we  are  suffering  from  a 
tendency  which  I  detect  in  so  many  pro- 
ceedings of  his  Majesty's  Government — 
a  tendency  to  do  things  in  a  tremendous 
hurry.  I  remember  the  time  when  Mr. 
Gladstone  was  irreverently  described  by  a 
young  Conservative  statesman  as  '*an 
old  man  in  a  hurry."  I  think  this 
Government  may  be  described  as  a 
young  Government  in  a  hurry.  In  this 
case  they  have  forced  the  pace  at  a 
very  furious  rate.  I  have  heard  since 
coming  into  the  House  this  evening  a 
report  that  appeared  to  be  something 
more  than  an  idle  rumour — ^that  the 
report  of  Sir  West  Ridgeway's  Committee 
was  not  actually  signed  until  to-day. 
That  may  be  a  mare's  nest.  If  so  I  shall  be 
glad  if  the  noble  Marquess  will  correct  me. 

Why  is  it  that  it  is  so  urgently 
necessary  that  the  Transvaal,  if  it 
is  to  receive  responsible  government, 
should  be  given  that  responsible  govern- 
ment at  once  and  per  solium  ?  Is  it 
not  the  case  that  other  British  colonies 

have  had  to  wait  and  go  through  a  period 
of  transition  during  which  they  were  given 
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Tepresentative  institutions,  but  were  not 
given  responsible  government  in  full 
measure  ?  Is  that  not  true  of  some  of  the 
Canadian  colonies,  of  the  colony  of  Natal 
and  of  the  Cape  Colony  1  And  if  in  these 
cases  it  was  thought  desirable  and  fair  to 
the  colonies  themselves  that  they  should 
pass  through  this  period  of  probation, 
surely  there  could  not  be  a  stronger  case 
than  that  of  the  Transvaal  for  allowing  a 
colony  which  has  just  passed  through  the 
throes  of  a  great  war  to  be  denied  for  a 
reasonable  time  at  all  events  the  immense 
privileges  which  His  Majesty^s  (Jovern- 
ment  are  going  to  heap  upon  them.  His 
Majesty's  (Jovemment  have  themselves 
admitted  that  they  were  without  the  full 
measure  of  knowledge  necessary  to  form 
an  opinion  upon  this  point.  They  ad- 
mitted it  when  they  sent  out  the  Ridge- 
way  Committee  to  South  Africa.  They 
admitted  it  when  they  said  they  were  in 
deplorable  ignorance  (I  think  "deplor- 
able "  was  the  word  they  used)  in  regard 
to  the  actual  facts  of  the  case.  Then, 
my  Lords,  why  is  it  that  we  are  refused 
information  with  regard  to  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  ?  I  am  told  that  in 
another  place  hopes  have  been  held  out 
that  portions,  at  any  rate,  of  the  Report 
will  be  made  public ;  I  should  be  glad  to 
know  whether  that  is  the  case  or  not  ? 
But  I  protest  against  the  suppression  of 
the  Report  when  at  the  same  time  it  is 
being  quoted,  or  virtually  quoted,  as  it 
has  been  during  the  course  of  this  dis- 
cussion. The  noble  Earl  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  protested  against 
the  habit  of  debating  these  questions  in 
ignorance  of  the  facts  ;  but  why  are  the 
facts  not  given  us;?  Why  are  we  com- 
pelled to  debate  these  proposals  in  ignor- 
ance of  the  document  which  forms  their 
basis  and  foundation  ?  Then  it  is  sug- 
gested that  the  members  of  the  Committee 
deserve  our  applause  for  the  manner  in 
which  they  performed  their  work.  I 
have  no  doubt  they  do ;  but  I  want  to 
know  a  little  more  as  to  the  output  of 
their  work.;^ 

As  I  listened  to  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  it  certainly  seemed  to  me 
that  he  was  able  to  make  some  points 
which  showed  that  both  the  Committee 
and  His  Majesty's  Government  had 
approached  these  questions  with  a  desire 
to  deal  fairly  with  those  most  affected. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne, 


The  statement  that  the  oase  of  the 
Orange  River  Colony  was  not  to  be- 
dealt  with  for  the  present  showed  & 
laudable  amount  of  caution,  which, 
perhaps  is  not  equally  manifested  ia 
all  the  other  proposals  of  His  Majesty'^ 
Government.  I  also  observe  the  an- 
nouncement that  there  was  to  be  an 
arrangement  for  a  paid  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  that  there  was  to 
be  a  Second  Chamber ;  but,  like  the  noble 
Viscount  on  the  Cross  Benches,  I  feel 
some  doubt  as  to  the  value  of  that 
Chamber  as  a  corrective  of  what  may  be 
the  action  of  the  other  House. 

Upon  another  subject  I  thought  the 
noble  Earl  spoke  with  much  feeling 
and  common-sense — I  mean  when  he 
referred  to  his  desire  that  the  rights  of 
the  native  population  should  receive 
ample  recognition  and  protection.  I  did 
not  follow  with  the  same  approval, 
perhaps,  because  I  did  not  perfectly 
apprehend  them,  his  observations  on 
the  question  of  the  native  franchises,  but 
I  am  glad  to  know  that  the  native 
territories  are  to  remain  in  the  hands  of 
the  High  Commissioner,  and  that  pre- 
cautions will  be  taken  to  guard  this 
indigenous  population  from  the  hard- 
I  ship  which  often  attends  the  first  contact 
of  civilisation  with  barbarism. 

But,  my  Lords,  after  all,  the  real 
I  question  which  evidently  most  interests 
your  Lordships  this  afternoon  is  the 
question  of  the  franchise.  That  question 
is  one  of  an  extremely  technical 
character.  I  do  not  profess  to  have  any 
expert  knowledge  of  it,  and  I  should, 
therefore,  much  prefer  to  remain  content 
with  the  criticisms  of  the  noble  Duke 
behind  me  and  the  noble  Viscount,  both 
of  whom  have  studied  the  question  more 
closely  than  I  have.  But  the  explana- 
tions which  have  been  given  to  us  cer- 
tainly have  left  upon  our  minds  a  general 
impression  that  the  new  franchise  will  be 
founded  on  a  basis  which  seems  to  us 
thoroughly  inequitable.  I  should  like  to 
ask  in  particular  whether  it  is  not  the  case 
that  in  other  South  African  colonies  it 
has  been  found  advisable  to  attach  to  the 
franchise  a  property  qualification  and 
other  limitations  which  it  is  not  proposed 
to  insist  upon  in  this  instance  ?  I  attach 
importance  to  that  because  it  seems  to  me 
to  have  a  material  bearing  on  the  great 
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question  of  colonial  federation.  The 
noble  Earl,  in  the  course  of  his  speech, 
looked  forward  to  the  moment  when 
-such  federation  might  become  possible ; 
but  will  it  not  be  a  formidable  obstacle 
to  federation  if  the  franchise  in  the  Trans- 
vaal Colony  is  accompanied  by  qualifica- 
tions different  from  those  attaching  to  the 
franchise  as  you  find  it  in  the  other  South 
African  colonies  ? 

As  to  the  effect  of  these  arrangements 
on  the  prospects  of  a  British  majority, 
be  it  smaller  or  greater,  all  I  will  venture 
to  say  is  this,  that  it  seems  to  me  almost 
tragical  that  at  this  moment  we  should 
really  be  considering  whether  the  alloca- 
tion of  half  a  dozen  votes  on  one  side 
«r  the  other  of  a  certain  geographical 
lineiwill  or  will  not  have  the  effect  of 
putting  an  end  to  British  preponderance 
in  these  colonies — for  that  is  what  it 
comes  to.  We  ask  ourselves,  in  whose 
interest  is  it  that  we  are  called  upon  to 
make  these  immense  concessions  ?  I 
would  not  say  a  hard  word  of  the  Boers. 
I  respect  them  as  men  who  fought 
gallantly  against  us  in  the  field ;  but 
il  they  were  gallant  adversaries  they 
were  also  implacable  adversaries,  and  I 
«m  afraid  if  we  look  things  fairly  in  the 
face  we  must  admit  that  nothing 
but  the  effluxion  of  time  will  heal 
the  breach  created  by  the  war  be- 
tween the  two  races  in  South  Africa,  and 
that  any  anticipation  that  in  the  imme- 
diate future  the  conduct  and  demeanour 
of  the  Boer  population  is  likely  to  be 
different  from  what  we  have  known  it 
to  be  is  certainly  destined  to  be  dis- 
appointed. Let  us  not  forget  that  these 
Boer  statesmen  have  made  no  secret 
whatever  of  their  intention  and  of  the 
action  they  are  likely  to  take  when  they 
have  obtained  the  preponderance  which 
we  believe  you  are  going  to  give  them. 
We  piave  had  speeches  made  by  the  men 
of  the^  Boer  race  in  which  they  have 
announced  openly  that  it  is  their  inten- 
tion to  reinstate  the  Dutch  officials,  that 
they  mean  to  arm  the  population,  that 
they  intend  that  the  Dutch  language 
shall  prevail  over  the  British,  and  last, 
but  not  least,  they  have  told  us  pretty 
clearly  what  their  ideas  on  the  fiscal 
relations  which  will  subsist  between  the 
South  African  colonies  are  likely  to  be. 
«Can]we  be  surprised  if  we  «re  told,  particu- 

VOL.  CLXn.    [Fourth  Seribs.] 


larly  by  our  friends  in  South  Africa,  that  we 
are  throwing  away  the  sacrifices  to  which 
we  submitted  at  the  time  of  the  South 
African  War  ?  My  Lords,  what  we  are 
doing  will,  I  am  afraid,  be  a  shock  not  only 
to  British  opinion  but  to  the  best  colonial 
opinion  in  South  Africa.  Feeling  that 
very  strongly,  we,  at  any,  rate,  are  bound 
to  tell  you  that  if  these  boons  are  to  be 
given  to  the  people  of  the  Transvaal,  they 
must  be  regarded  as  given  by  His 
Majesty's  Government,  and  that  we,  at 
any  rate,  take  no  responsibility  for  the 
course  you  are  about  to  pursue. 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (The 
Marquess  of  Ripon)  :  My  Lords,  I 
fully  expected  that  the  speech  of  my 
noble  friend  would  be  couched  in  differ- 
ent terms  from  those  which  were  em- 
ployed by  the  noble  Duke  earUer  in  the 
discussion,  and  I  am  very  glad  to  observe 
the  moderation  of  the  language  used  by 
my  noble  friend.  He  began  his  re- 
marks by  saying  that  we  were  in  a  very 
great  hurry,  and  he  referred  to  a  famous 
saying  of  the  late  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill  about  "  an  old  man  in  a  hurry." 
I  confess  I  cannot  think  that  the  course 
which  His  Majesty's  (Government  have 
taken  in  this  matter  has  been  the  result 
of  anything  like  hurry.  On  the  con- 
trary, although  we  have  thought  that  a 
settlement  of  the  question  of  the  future 
Oovernment  of  the  Transvaal  was  a 
matter  of  very  urgent  importance,  we 
have  all  along  taken  the  utmost  care 
that  we  should  not  proceed  without  full 
information  and  consideration,  and 
therefore  it  was  that,  although  we  knew 
that  to  keep  this  matter  open  and  un- 
settled was  in  itself  a  great  disadvantage, 
we  took  the  step  of  sending  out  the 
Ridgeway  Committee  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  the  detailed  information  * 
which  alone  we  felt  would  enable  us  to 
form  a  satisfactory  conclusion  upon  the 
matters  at  issue. 

I  have  been  very  much  struck,  in  the 
course  of  the  whole  of  this  discussion, 
with  the  fact  that  a  telegram  from 
Lord  Selbome,  which  was  read  by  my 
noble  friend  the  Colonial  Secretary,  has 
not  received  the  slightest  notice  from 
any  of  the  noble  Lords  who  have  spoken. 
We  have  heard  a  great  deal  at  time^ 
from  noble  Lords  opposite  about   '*the  > 
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man  on  the  spot."  We  have  given  you 
to-night,  upon  some  of  the  leading 
points  in  this  matter,  the  opinion  of  the 
man  on  the  spot,  but  you  have  con- 
tented yourselves  with  simply  passing 
by  the  opinion  of  Lord  Selborne  in 
absolute  and  very  discreet  silence.  I 
have  here  the  telegram  and  I  will  just 
read  to  you  in  regard  to  this  question  of 
the  **  young  Government  in  a  hurry," 
what  Lord  Selborne  says  with  reference 
to  the  urgent  importance  of  getting  this 
matter  settled.  In  giving  his  approval 
to  the  proposed  distribution  of  seats, 
and  authorising  it  to  be  stated,  he  gives, 
as  one  of  the  reasons  for  agreeing  to 
those  proposab,  that  he  attaches  great 
importance  to  the  early  settlement, 
"  as  I  fear  that  the  Transvaal  is  suffering 
grievously  from  the  suspense."  We 
have  felt  all  along,  and  we  have  recog- 
nised, the  great  importance  of  the  settle- 
ment, and  we  have  done  out  utmost  to 
bring  it  about.  We  have  not  been  at  all 
in  an  unnatural  hurry  ;  on  the  contrary, 
if  we  are  to  be  blamed  at  all,  itiafor 
taking  too  much  time  in  deciding  the 
question  and  bringing  it  to  a  final  issue. 

We  have  heard  a  good  deal  to-night, 
from  the  different  speeches  to  which  we 
have  listened,  of  complaint  because  we 
set  aside  the  Ljrttelton  Constitution,  as  it 
is  called.  That  was  a  Constitution  offer- 
ing what  is  called  representative  govern- 
ment with  a  nominated  Executive.  The 
opinion  has  been  put  forward  that  that 
sort  of  government  is  very  valuable  as  a 
transition  to  responsible  government. 
During  a  long  course  of  life,  in  which  I 
have  given  not  inconsiderable  attention 
to  Colonial  matters,  I  certainly  have 
never  entertained  that  opinion.  I  have 
always  believed  that  the  system  of  repre- 
'  sentative  Government  mixed  with  a 
nominated  Executive  was  the  wor^t 
system  of  Colonial  administration  that 
could  be  devised.  That  is  a  very  ancient 
opinion  of  Colonial  authorities.  I  will 
quote  just  one.  Many  noble  Lords  in 
this  House,  will  recollect  our  friend  Lord 
Norton,  who  was  so  recently,  to  our  great 
regret,  taken  from  us.  Lord  Norton, 
when  he  was  in  the  Houee  of  Commons 
as  Sir  Charles  Adderley,  was  a  great 
authority  upon  Colonial  questions.  He 
had  studied  them  closely,  and  he  spoke 
upon  them  with  great  weight.  What 
The  Marquess  of  Riyon^ 


did  he  say  upon  this  particular  sy^teni. 
of  representative  Government  with  a 
nominated  Executive  ?  He  took  the  ex- 
ample of  Natal,  and  in  a  book  which  he^ 
published  many  years  ago  upon  the 
Colonial  policy  of.  Lord  John  Russell's  Ad- 
'ministration,  he  used  these  words  in^ 
speaking  of  the  then  Constitution  of 
Natal,,  which  was  of  the  character  so* 
much  admired  by  noble  Lords  opposite. 
His   words  were — 

**  The  hyhiid  Const itutioD  of  transitibn* 
times,  which  was  conceived  only  in  the  idea  of 
training  Colonists  to  self-governiuent,  Crowo 
Govern  men  t  with  embryo-reprerentative  insti- 
tutions in  the  womb,  here,  as  everywhere  else,, 
fails  to  satisfy  or  to  control  people.  It  excite» 
an  appetite  without  even  preparing  for  ita 
satisfaction,  and  provokes  opposition  without  a- 
vent  for  its  action  short  of  revolution." 

Those  were  the  principles  in  which  many 
years  ago  I  was  brought  up  in  reference 
to  these  matters.  I  only  mention  that 
matter  now  to  show  to  your  Lordships 
that  this  panacea  for  all  possible  evils 
is  not  the  perfect  system  which  noble 
Lords  seem  to  believe.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  believe  that  it  would  have  been 
much  better  to  have  kept  the  TransvaaU 
or  any  other  Colony,  imder  the  regular 
system  of  Crown  Colony  government 
until  the  day  when  you  could  have 
given  responsible  Government.  In  my" 
opinion,  it  is  not  a  system  for  trainings 
up  men  for  responsible  government,  but 
is  rather  calculated  to  make  responsible 
government,  when  it  is  granted,  less- 
successful. 

One  objection  was  taken  by  my  noble- 
friend  who  has  just  sat  down  to  the 
manhood  suffrage  in  the  Transvaal,  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  make  it  more 
difficult  to  bring  about  federation.  I 
entirely  agree  with  my  noble  friend,  and 
I  think  I  heard  the  noble  Visconnt  on 
the  Cross  Benchess  indicate  the  same- 
opinion,  that  the  ultimate  aim  of  all  our 
South  African  policy  ought  to  be  federa- 
tion. I  may  be  wrong,  but  if  my 
memory  serves  me  aright  I  do  not  thint 
that  the  franchise  in  the  Cape  Colony  is 
the  same  as  the  franchise  in  Natal. 
Therefore  you  have  already  two  fran- 
chises, and  if  that  be  a  difficulty  in  the 
way  of  federation,  I  do  not  believe  ttiat 
the  difficulty  will  be  increased  by  the 
granting  of  manhood  suffrage,  under* 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  Colony,  to* 
the  Transvaal. 
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But,  my  Lords,  as  I  have  said 
before,  I  rest  my  defence  of  the 
distribution  of  seats  that  we  propose 
upon  the  fact  that  it  has  received,  under 
all  the  circimistances  of  the  case,  the 
concurrence  of  Lord  Selborne.  That  is 
a  very  important  fact,  and  one  that 
satisfies  me  that  in  that  respect  EUs 
Majesty's  €h>vemment  have  been  wise. 
We  believe  that  under  the  franchise 
which  we  propose  there  will  be  a  British 
majority  in  the  new  Parliament.  I 
always  feel,  as  I  believe  my  noble  friend 
opposite  feels,  a  certain  dislike  of  this 
sort  of  gerrymandering  arrangements. 
They  are  not  nice.  But,  my  Lords, 
at  the  same  time  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  I  believe  that  for  the  interests 
of  the  Colony  as  well  as  for  the  interests 
of  this  country,  it  is  desirable  that  there 
should  be  a  British  majority  in  the  Trans- 
vaal. But  what  I  am  not  inclined  to 
give  is  a  Rand  majority.  Noble  Lords 
in  this  discussion  seem  to  have  given 
very  little  consideration  to  those  other 
British  people  who  do  not  belong  to  the 
associations  of  the  Rand.  But  they 
are  entitled,  just  as  much  as  any  of  the 
Rand  representatives,  to  take  their 
place  as  British  subjects,  and  to  be 
counted  among  the  British  majority 
if  it  is  to  be  gained.  As  has  been 
said  by  more  than  one  speaker  in 
this  d^nssion,  although  it  may  be 
rash  to  make  prophecies  in  regard  to 
the  results  of  a  general  election,  yet  I 
venture  to  say  that  there  has  seldom 
been  a  case  in  which  more  careful  and 
imxMirtial  consideration  has  been  given  to 
the  matter  than  has  been  given  in  this 
instance  by  His  Majesty's  Qovemment 
and  by  those  whom  they  have  employed 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  facts. 
I  believe  that  the  proposals  that  have 
been  laid  before  your  Lordships  by  my 
noble  friend  this  afternoon  in  bis 
singularly  careful  and  moderate  speech  are 
proposals  which,  as  far  as  it  is  humanly 
possible  in  the  afEairs  of  this  world  to 
meet  such  things,  meet  the  many  and  the 
great  complications  and  difficulties  which 
beset  this  question — which  complications 
and  difficulties,  if  noble  Lords  will  forgive 
me  for  saying  so,  will  not  have  been 
diminished  by  the  discussion  of  to-night. 

The    noble    Viscount    on    the    Cross 
Benches  asked  when  we  were  going  to  I 


settle  the  Constitution  of  the  Orange 
River  Colony.  That  is  a  very  different 
question  from  the  question  of  the  Trans- 
vaal, and  it  is  a  question  of  greater 
difficulty.  Though,  according  to  our 
critics,  we  are  in  such  a  desperate  hurry 
to  rush  to  conclusions,  we  have  not  yet 
come  to  a  conclusion  upon  this  subject ; 
therefore  I  cannot  answer  the  noble 
Viscoimt's  question,  and  I  do  not  think 
he  will  condemn  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment if  we  take  time  to  consider  the 
matter. 

As  regards  land  settlement,  I  have 
nothing  to  add  to  what  fell  from  my 
noble  friend.  It  was  only  an  indica- 
tion of  what  was  intended,  but  I  am  sorry 
it  did  not  commend  itself  to  the  noble 
Viscount. 

Then  the  noble  Viscount  said  he  did 
not  believe  that  the  words  of  the  Treaty 
of  Vereeniging  covered  the  question  of  the 
coloured  people.  His  authority  upon 
the  subject  is  doubtless  very  great, 
but  the  obligation  is  one  contained  in  the 
convention  by  which  peace  was  brought 
about,  and  nothing  would  be  more  un- 
fortunate than  that  any  doubt  should  be 
cast  upon  the  intentions  of  the  Qovem- 
ment to  adhere  absolutely  to  the  meaning 
of  the  Convention.  I  have  no  doubt  my- 
self that  if  we  were  to  interpret  it  in 
favour  of  a  distinction  between  coloured 
people  and  natives,  strictly  so-called,  we 
should  be  incurring — ^I  was  going  to  say 
the  terrible  accusation — ^and  I  think  it 
would  be  a  terrible  accusation— of 
having  gone  away  from  our  pledged 
word.  I  would  rather  give  the  larger 
interpretation  in  order  to  make  it  clear 
that  we  adhered  to  the  arrangement 
which  we  made  than  attempt  to  put 
any  strict  legal  interpretation  upon  the 
language  used. 

But,  because  I  say  that,  it  must  not  be 
thought  that  His  Majesty's  Government 
are  the  least  wanting  in  interest,  either 
in  the  native  population  or  in  the  coloured 
people.  We  desire  honestly  to  ad- 
here to  the  letter,  aye,  and  beyond 
the  letter,  if  it  may  be  so,  of  the  Treaty 
of  Vereeniging,  but  subject  to  our 
obligations  on  that  point,  as  my 
noble  friend  has  told  you  already, 
we  shall    take  every   precaution     that 
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representative  institutions,  but  were  not 
given  responsible  government  in  full 
measure  1  Is  that  not  true  of  some  of  the 
Canadian  colonies,  of  the  colony  of  Natal 
and  of  the  Cape  Colony  ?  And  if  in  these 
cases  it  was  thought  desirable  and  fair  to 
the  colonies  themselves  that  they  should 
pass  through  this  period  of  probation, 
surely  there  could  not  be  a  stronger  case 
than  that  of  the  Transvaal  for  allowing  a 
colony  which  has  just  passed  through  the 
throes  of  a  great  war  to  be  denied  for  a 
reasonable  time  at  all  events  the  immense 
privileges  which  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  going  to  heap  upon  them.  His 
Majesty's  Government  have  themselves 
admitted  that  they  were  without  the  full 
measure  of  knowledge  necessary  to  form 
an  opinion  upon  this  point.  They  ad- 
mitted it  when  they  sent  out  the  Ridge- 
way  Committee  to  South  Africa.  They 
admitted  it  when  they  said  they  were  in 
deplorable  ignorance  (I  think  "deplor- 
able "  was  the  word  they  used)  in  regard 
to  the  actual  facts  of  the  case.  Then, 
my  Lords,  why  is  it  that  we  are  refused 
information  with  regard  to  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  ?  I  am  told  that  in 
another  place  hopes  have  been  held  out 
that  portions,  at  any  rate,  of  the  Report 
will  be  made  pubUc ;  I  should  be  glad  to 
know  whether  that  is  the  case  or  not  ? 
But  I  protest  against  the  suppression  of 
the  Report  when  at  the  same  time  it  is 
being  quoted,  or  virtually  quoted,  as  it 
has  been  during  the  course  of  this  dis- 
cussion. The  noble  Earl  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  protested  against 
the  habit  of  debating  these  questions  in 
ignorance  of  the  facts  ;  but  why  are  the 
facts  not  given  us;?  Why  are  we  com- 
pelled to  debate  these  proposals  in  ignor- 
ance of  the  document  which  forms  their 
basis  and  foundation  1  Then  it  is  sug- 
gested that  the  members  of  the  Committee 
deserve  our  applause  for  the  manner  in 
which  they  performed  their  work.  I 
have  no  doubt  they  do ;  but  I  want  to 
know  a  little  more  as  to  the  output  of 
their  work.|^ 

As  I  listened  to  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  it  certainly  seemed  to  me 
that  he  was  able  to  make  some  points 
which  showed  that  both  the  Committee 
and  His  Majesty's  Government  had 
approached  these  questions  with  a  desire 
to  deal  fairly  with  those  most  affected. 

The  Marquess  of  La/nsduvme, 


The  statement  that  the  oase  of  the 
Orange  River  Colony  was  not  to  be 
dealt  with  for  the  present  showed  & 
laudable  amount  of  caution,  which 
perhaps  is  not  equally  manifested  in 
all  the  other  proposals  of  His  Majesty's- 
Government.  I  also  observe  the  an- 
nouncement that  there  was  to  be  an 
arrangement  for  a  paid  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  that  there  was  to 
be  a  Second  Chamber ;  but,  like  the  noble 
Viscount  on  the  Cross  Benches,  I  fed 
some  doubt  as  to  the  value  of  that 
Chamber  as  a  corrective  of  what  may  be 
the  action  of  the  other  House. 

Upon  another  subject  I  thought  the 
noble  Earl  spoke  with  much  feeling 
and  common-sense — I  mean  when  he 
referred  to  his  desire  that  the  rights  of 
the  native  population  should  receive 
ample  recognition  and  protection.  I  did 
not  follow  with  the  same  approval, 
perhaps,  because  I  did  not  perfectly 
apprehend  them,  his  observations  on 
the  question  of  the  native  franchises,  but 
I  am  glad  to  know  that  the  native 
territories  are  to  remain  in  the  hands  of 
the  High  Commissioner,  and  that  pre- 
cautions will  be  taken  to  guard  this 
indigenous  population  from  the  hard- 
ship which  often  attends  the  first  contact 
of  civilisation  with  barbarism. 

But,  my  Lords,  after  all,  the  real 
question  which  evidently  most  interests 
your  Lordships  this  afternoon  is  ^e 
question  of  the  franchise.  That  questdoo 
is  one  of  an  extremely  technical 
character.  I  do  not  profess  to  have  any 
expert  knowledge  of  it,  and  I  should, 
therefore,  much  prefer  to  remain  content 
with  the  criticisms  of  the  noble  Duke 
behind  me  and  the  noble  Viscount,  both 
of  whom  have  studied  the  question  more 
closely  than  I  have.  But  the  explana- 
tions which  have  been  given  to  us  cer- 
tainly have  left  upon  our  minds  a  genexal 
impression  that  the  new  franchise  will  be 
founded  on  a  basis  which  seems  to  us 
thoroughly  inequitable.  I  ^ould  like  to 
ask  in  particular  whether  it  is  not  the  case 
that  in  other  South  African  colonies  it 
has  been  found  advisable  to  attach  to  the 
franchise  a  property  qualification  and 
other  limitations  which  it  is  not  proposed 
to  insist  upon  in  this  instance?  I  attach 
importance  to  that  because  it  seems  to  me 
to  have  a  material  bearing  on  the  great 
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queBtion  of  colonial  federation.  The 
noble  Earl,  in  the  course  of  his  speech, 
looked  forward  to  the  moment  when 
^uch  federation  might  become  possible ; 
but  will  it  not  be  a  formidable  obstacle 
to  federation  if  the  franchise  in  the  Trans- 
Tual  Colony  is  accompanied  by  qualifica- 
tions difEerent  from  those  attaching  to  the 
franchise  as  you  find  it  in  the  other  South 
African  colonies  ? 

As  to  the  effect  of  these  arrangements 
on  the  prospects  of  a  British  majority, 
be  it  smaller  or  greater,  all  I  will  venture 
to  say  is  this,  that  it  seems  to  me  almost 
tragical  that  at  this  moment  we  should 
really  be  considering  whether  the  alloca- 
tion of  half  a  dozen  votes  on  one  side 
or  the  other  of  a  certain  geographical 
Imeiwill  or  will  not  have  the  effect  of 
putting  an  end  to  British  preponderance 
in,  these  colonies — ^for  that  is  what  it 
comeB  to.  We  ask  ourselves,  in  whose 
interest  is  it  that  we  are  called  upon  to 
make  these  inunense  concessions  ?  I 
would  not  say  a  hard  word  of  the  Boers. 
I  respect  them  as  men  who  fought 
gallantly  against  us  in  the  field ;  but 
if  they  were  gallant  adversaries  they 
were  also  implacable  adversaries,  and  I 
am  afraid  if  we  look  things  fairly  in  the 
^tce  we  must  admit  that  nothing 
but  the  effluxion  of  time  will  heal 
the  breach  created  by  the  war  be- 
tween the  two  races  in  South  Africa,  and 
that  any  anticipation  that  in  the  imme- 
diate future  the  conduct  and  demeanour 
of  the  Boer  population  is  likely  to  be 
different  from  what  we  have  known  it 
to  be  is  certainly  destined  to  be  dis- 
appointed. Let  us  no  b  forget  that  these 
Boer  statesmen  have  made  no  secret 
whatever  of  their  intention  and  of  the 
action  they  are  likely  to  take  when  they 
bave  obtained  the  preponderance  which 
we  believe  you  are  going  to  give  them. 
Wepiave  had  speeches  made  by  the  men 
of  the'  Boer  race  in  which  they  have 
announced  openly  that  it  is  their  inten- 
tion to  reinstate  the  Dutch  officials,  that 
they  mean  to  arm  the  population,  that 
they  intend  that  the  Dutch  language 
shall  prevail  over  the  British,  and  last, 
but  not  least,  they  have  told  us  pretty 
clearly  what  their  ideas  on  the  fiscal 
relations  which  will  subsist  between  the 
^uth  African  colonies  are  likely  to  be. 
<7an]we  be  surprised  if  we  «re  told,  particu- 
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larly  by  our  friends  in  South  Africa,  that  we 
are  throwing  away  the  sacrifices  to  which 
we  submitted  at  the  time  of  the  South 
African  War  ?  My  Lords,  what  we  are 
doing  will,  I  am  afraid,  be  a  shock  not  only 
to  British  opinion  but  to  the  best  colonial 
opinion  in  South  Africa.  Feeling  that 
very  strongly,  we,  at  any,  rate,  are  bound 
to  tell  you  that  if  these  boons  are  to  be 
given  to  the  people  of  the  Transvaal,  they 
must  be  regarded  as  given  by  His 
Majesty's  Government,  and  that  we,  at 
any  rate,  take  no  responsibility  for  the 
course  you  are  about  to  pursue. 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (The 
Marquess  of  Ripon)  :  My  Lords,  I 
fully  expected  that  the  speech  of  my 
noble  friend  would  be  couched  in  differ- 
ent terms  from  those  which  were  em- 
ployed by  the  noble  Duke  earlier  in  the 
discussion,  and  I  am  very  glad  to  observe 
the  moderation  of  the  language  used  by 
my  noble  friend.  He  began  his  re- 
marks by  saying  that  we  were  in  a  very 
great  hurry,  and  he  referred  to  a  famous 
saying  of  the  late  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill  about  "  an  old  man  in  a  hurry.'* 
I  confess  I  cannot  think  that  the  course 
which  His  Majestjr's  Government  have 
taken  in  this  matter  has  been  the  result 
of  anything  like  hurry.  On  the  con- 
trary, although  we  have  thought  that  a 
settlement  of  the  question  of  the  future 
Qovernment  of  the  Transvaal  was  a 
matter  of  very  urgent  importance,  we 
have  all  along  taken  the  utmost  care 
that  we  should  not  proceed  without  full 
information  and  consideration,  and 
therefore  it  was  that,  although  we  knew 
that  to  keep  this  matter  open  and  un- 
settled was  in  itself  a  great  disadvantage, 
we  took  the  step  of  sending  out  the 
Ridgeway  Committee  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  the  detailed  information  * 
which  alone  we  felt  would  enable  us  to 
form  a  satisfactory  conclusion  upon  the 
matters  at  issue. 

I  have  been  very  much  struck,  in  the 
course  of  the  whole  of  this  discussion, 
with  the  fact  that  a  telegram  from 
Lord  Selbome,  which  was  read  by  my 
noble  friend  the  Colonial  Secrettury,  has 
not  received  the  slightest  notice  from 
any  of  the  noble  Lords  who  have  spoken. 
We  have  heard  a  great  deal  at  times 
from  noble  Lords  opposite  about   "  the  - 
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man  on  the  spot."  We  have  given  you 
to-night,  upon  some  of  the  leading 
points  in  this  matter,  the  opinion  of  the 
man  on  the  spot,  but  you  have  con- 
tented yourselves  with  simply  passing 
by  the  opinion  of  Lord  Selborne  in 
absolute  and  very  discreet  silence.  I 
have  here  the  telegram  and  I  will  just 
read  to  you  in  regard  to  this  question  of 
the  "  young  Government  in  a  hurry," 
what  Lord  Selborne  says  with  reference 
to  the  urgent  importance  of  getting  this 
matter  settled.  In  giving  his  approval 
to  the  proposed  distribution  of  seats, 
and  authorising  it  to  be  stated,  he  gives, 
as  one  of  the  reasons  for  agreeing  to 
those  proposals,  that  he  attaches  great 
importance  to  the  early  settlement, 
"  as  I  fear  that  the  Transvaal  is  sufiering 
grievously  from  the  suspense."  We 
have  felt  all  along,  and  we  have  recog- 
nised, the  great  importance  of  the  settle- 
ment, and  we  have  done  out  utmost  to 
bring  it  about.  We  have  not  been  at  all 
in  an  imnatural  hurry ;  on  the  contrary, 
if  we  are  to  be  blamed  at  all,  it  is  for 
taking  too  much  time  in  deciding  the 
question  and  bringing  it  to  a  final  issue. 

We  have  heard  a  good  deal  to-night, 
from  the  different  speeches  to  which  we 
have  listened,  of  complaint  because  we 
set  aside  the  Lyttelton  Constitution,  as  it 
is  called.  That  was  a  Constitution  offer- 
ing what  is  called  representative  govern- 
ment with  a  nominated  Executive.  The 
opinion  has  been  put  forward  that  that 
sort  of  government  is  very  valuable  as  a 
transition  to  responsible  government. 
During  a  long  course  of  life,  in  which  I 
have  given  not  inconsiderable  attention 
to  Colonial  matters,  I  certainly  have 
never  entertained  that  opinion.  I  have 
always  believed  that  the  system  of  repre- 
'  sentative  Government  mixed  with  a 
nominated  Executive  was  the  woret 
system  of  Colonial  administration  that 
could  be  devised.  That  is  a  very  ancient 
opinion  of  Colonial  authorities.  I  will 
quote  just  one.  Many  noble  Lords  in 
this  House,  will  recollect  our  friend  Lord 
Norton,  who  was  so  recently,  to  our  great 
regret,  taken  from  us.  Lord  Norton, 
when  he  was  in  the  HouFe  of  Commons 
as  Sir  Charles  Adder  ley,  was  a  great 
authority  upon  Colonial  quoHtions.    He 

had  studied  them  closely,  and  he  spoke 
upon   them   with    great   weight.    What 
The  Marquess  of  Itipon^ 


did  he  say  upon  this  particular  system 
of  representative  Government  with  a 
nominated  Executive  ?  He  took  the  ex- 
ample of  Natal,  and  in  a  book  which  h» 
published  many  years  ago  upon  the 
Colonial  policy  oLLord  John  Russell's  Ad- 
ministration, he  used  these  words  in 
speaking  of  the  then  Constitution  of 
NataV  which  was  of  the  oharacter  so- 
much  admired  by  noble  Lords  opposite. 
His   words  were — 

**  The  hybrid  ConstitutioD  of  tranaitioii' 
times,  which  was  conceived  only  in  the  idea  of 
training  Colonists  to  8elf-gov«rniuent,  Crown 
Govern  men  t  with  embryo-reprepentatiye  insti- 
tutions in  the  womb,  here,  as  everywhere  elae^ 
fails  to  satisfy  or  to  control  people.  It  excites 
an  appetite  without  even  preparing  for  it» 
satisfaction,  and  provokes  opposition  without  a- 
vent  for  its  action  short  of  revolution." 

Those  were  the  principles  in  which  many^ 
years  ago  I  was  brought  up  in  reference- 
to  these  matters.  T  only  mention  that 
matter  now  to  show  to  your  Lordshipa 
that  this  panacea  for  all  possible  evils 
is  not  the  perfect  system  which  noble 
Lords  seem  to  beUeve.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  believe  that  it  would  have  been 
much  better  to  have  kept  the  Transvaal, 
or  any  other  Colony,  under  the  regular 
system  of  Crown  Colony  government 
imtil  the  day  when  you  could  have 
given  responsible  Government.  In  mr 
opinion,  it  is  not  a  system  for  training 
up  men  for  responsible  government,  but 
is  rather  calculated  to  make  responsible 
government,  when  it  is  granted,  less^ 
successful. 

One  objection  was  taken  by  my  noble 
friend  who  has  just  sat  down  to  the 
manhood  sufirage  in  the  Transvaal,  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  make  it  more 
difficult  to  bring  about  federation.  I 
entirely  agree  with  my  noble  friend,  and 
I  think  I  heard  the  noble  Viscount  on 
the  Cross  Benchess  indicate  the  same* 
opinion,  that  the  ultimate  aim  of  all  our 
South  African  policy  ought  to  be  federa- 
tion. I  may  be  wrong,  but  if  my^ 
memory  serves  me  aright  I  do  not  think- 
that  the  franchise  in  the  Cape  Colcmy  is 
the  same  as  the  franchise  in  Natal. 
Therefore  you  have  already  two  fran- 
chises, and  if  that  be  a  difficulty  in  the 
way  of  federation,  I  do  not  believe  tnat 
the  difficulty  will  be  increased  by  the 
granting  of  manhood  suffrage,  under- 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  Col<my,  to* 
the  Transvaal. 
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But,  my  Lords,  as  I  have  said 
before,  I  rest  my  defence  of  the 
distribution  of  seats  that  we  propose 
upon  the  fact  that  it  has  received,  under 
all  the  circiunstances  of  the  case,  the 
concurrence  of  Lord  Selborne.  That  is 
a  very  important  fact,  and  one  that 
satisfies  me  that  in  that  respect  His 
Majesty's  Gk)vemment  have  been  wise. 
We  believe  that  under  the  franchise 
which  we  propose  there  will  be  a  British 
majority  in  the  new  Parliament.  I 
always  feel,  as  I  believe  my  noble  friend 
opposite  feels,  a  certain  dislike  of  this 
sort  of  gerrymandering  arrangements. 
They  are  not  nice.  But,  my  Lords, 
at  the  same  time  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  I  believe  that  for  the  interests 
of  the  Colony  as  well  as  for  the  interests 
of  this  country,  it  is  desirable  that  there 
should  be  a  British  majority  in  the  Trans- 
vaal. But  what  I  am  not  inclined  to 
give  is  a  Rand  majority.  Noble  Lords 
in  this  discussion  seem  to  have  given 
very  little  consideration  to  those  other 
British  people  who  do  not  belong  to  the 
associations  of  the  Band.  But  they 
are  entitled,  just  as  much  as  any  of  the 
Rand  representatives,  to  take  their 
place  as  British  subjects,  and  to  be 
counted  among  the  British  majority 
if  it  is  to  be  gained.  As  has  been 
said  by  more  than  one  speaker  in 
this  discussion,  although  it  may  be 
rash  to  make  prophecies  in  regard  to 
the  results  of  a  general  election,  yet  I 
venture  to  say  that  there  has  seldom 
been  a  case  in  which  more  careful  and 
impartial  consideration  has  been  given  to 
the  matter  than  has  been  given  in  this 
instance  by  His  Majesty's  Qovemment 
and  by  those  whom  they  have  employed 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  facts. 
I  believe  that  the  proposals  that  have 
been  laid  before  your  Lordships  by  my 
noble  friend  this  afternoon  in  his 
singularly  careful  and  moderate  speech  are 
proposals  which,  as  far  as  it  is  humanly 
possible  in  the  affairs  of  this  world  to 
meet  such  things,  meet  the  many  and  the 
great  complications  and  difficulties  which 
beset  this  question — ^which  complications 
and  difficulties,  if  noble  Lords  will  forgive 
me  for  saying  so,  will  not  have  been 
diminished  by  the  discussion  of  to-night. 

The    noble    Viscount    on    the    Cross 
Benches  adced  when  we  were  going  to 


settle  the  Constitution  of  the  Orange 
River  Colony.  That  is  a  very  different 
question  from  the  question  of  the  Trans- 
vaal, and  it  is  a  question  of  greater 
difficulty.  Though,  according  to  our 
critics,  we  are  in  such  a  desperate  hurry 
to  rush  to  conclusions,  we  have  not  yet 
come  to  a  conclusion  upon  this  subject ; 
therefore  I  cannot  answer  the  noble 
Viscoimt's  question,  and  I  do  not  think 
he  will  condemn  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment if  we  take  time  to  consider  the 
matter. 

As  regards  land  settlement,  I  have 
nothing  to  add  to  what  fell  from  my 
noble  friend.  It  was  only  an  indica- 
tion of  what  was  intended,  but  I  am  sorry 
it  did  not  commend  itself  to  the  noble 
Viscount. 

Then  the  noble  Viscount  said  he  did 
not  believe  that  the  words  of  the  Treaty 
of  Vereeniging  covered  the  question  of  the 
coloured  people.  His  authority  upon 
the  subject  is  doubtless  very  great, 
but  the  obligation  is  one  contained  in  the 
convention  by  which  peace  was  brought 
about,  and  nothing  would  be  more  un- 
fortunate than  that  any  doubt  should  be 
cast  upon  the  intentions  of  the  Qovem- 
ment to  adhere  absolutely  to  the  meaning 
of  the  Convention.  I  have  no  doubt  my- 
self that  if  we  were  to  interpret  it  in 
favour  of  a  distinction  between  coloured 
people  and  natives,  strictly  so-called,  we 
should  be  incurring — ^I  was  going  to  say 
the  terrible  accusation — and  I  think  it 
would  be  a  terrible  accusation — of 
having  gone  away  from  our  pledged 
word.  I  would  rather  give  the  larger 
interpretation  in  order  to  make  it  clear 
that  we  adhered  to  the  arrangement 
which  we  made  than  attempt  to  put 
any  strict  legal  interpretation  upon  the 
language  used. 

But,  because  I  say  that,  it  must  not  be 
thought  that  His  Majesty's  Government 
are  the  least  wanting  in  interest,  either 
in  the  native  population  or  in  the  coloured 
people.  We  desire  honestly  to  ad- 
here to  the  letter,  aye,  and  beyond 
the  letter,  if  it  may  be  so,  of  the  Treaty 
of  Vereeniging,  but  subject  to  our 
obligations  on  that  point,  as  my 
noble  friend  has  told  you  already, 
we  shall    take  every   precaution     that 
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Hartley ;   Leek  Wooton  (two) ;   Leigh  ;  '  POST  OFFICE. 

Llangyfelach     (two) ;      Loose ;     Severn       Copy  presented,  of  Fifty-second  Repoit 


Stoke  (two) ;   Shelsley ;  and  Wolphanp- 
cote  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

INFANT  LIFE  PROTECTION. 

Petitions  for  alteration  of  Law  ;  From 
Chapel-en- le-Frith  ;  and  Headington;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

LAND  TENURE  (SCOTLAND)  BILL, 

Petition  of  the  Incorporated  Society  of 
Law  Agents  in  Scotland,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


CRIMINAL  AND  JUDICIAL  STATISTICS 

(IRELAND). 

Copy  presented,  of  Criminal  and 
Judicial  Statistics  of  Ireland  for  the  year 
19U5.  Part  I.  Criminal  Statistics  [by 
Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table, 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION. 

Copy  presented  of  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners for  the  period  from  1st  April, 
1905  to  31st  March,  1906  [by  Command] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MOROCCO  (No.  1,  1906). 

Copy  presented,  of  Despatches  from 
the  British  Delegate  at  the  International 
Conference  at  Algeciras,  forwarding  the 
General  Act  of  the  Conference,  signed 
7th  April,  1906,  and  other  documents 
relating  to  the  Affairs  of  Morroco  [by 
Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

INCLOSURE,  &c.,  EXPENSES  ACT,  1868. 

Copy  presented,  of  Fees  to  be  taken  in 
respect  of  transactions  under  the  Tithe 
Acts,  1836  to  1891,  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  The  Inclosure,  &c.. 
Expenses  Act,  1868,  in  lieu  of  the  Fees 
heretofore  authorised  for  such  business 
[by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

UNIVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  ACT,  1889 
(ORDINANCE). 

Copy  presented,  of  University  Court 
Ordinance  No.  XVII.  (St.  Andrews, 
No.  3)  (Institution  of  Degrees  in  Agricul- 
ture and  relative  Regulations)  [by  Act] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  294.] 


of   the    Postmaster-General     [by   Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SHIPPING  CASUALTIES  (1904-5). 

Copy  presented,  of  Abstract  of  the 
Returns  of  Shipping  CasualtieB  which 
occurred  on  or  near  the  Coasts  or  in 
Rivers  and  Harbours  of  the  United 
Kingdom  from  the  1st  July,  1904  to  30th 
June,  1905,  and  of  the  Returns  of  Ship- 
ping Casualties  to  British  Vessels  ete- 
where  than  on  the  Coasts  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  to  Foreign  Vessels  on  or 
near  the  Coasts,  or  in  Rivers  and  Har- 
bours, of  British  Possessions  abroad,  &c., 
with  Charts  and  Appendices  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

IMPERIAL  INSTITUTR 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  on  the  work  of  the 
Imperial  Institute  at  South  Kensington 
during  the  year  1905  [by  Command] ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

NAVY  (DOCKYARDS). 

Copy  presented,  of  Memorandum  ex- 
planatory of  recent  and  forthcoming 
changes  in  the  administration  of  His 
Majesty's  Dockyards  in  the  United 
Kingdom  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

WEST  INDIAN  ISLANDS  (EXPORTS). 

Return  ordered,  "of  the  average 
annual  Exports  to  the  United  Kingdom 
and  the  United  States  of  America  during 
each  quinquennium  ending  1904,  1899, 
1894,  and  1889  from  the  British  West 
Indian  Islands ;  how  much  of  such 
Exports  were  of  sugar  and  molasses ;  how 
much  were  of  fruit  (fresh  and  dried), 
coffee,  cocoa  and  tobacco;  and  the  pro- 
portions for  each  such  period  going  to 
the  United  States  of  America  and  the 
United  Kingdom,  respectively." — {Mr. 
Essex.) 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 


Cost  of  Battleships—WageB  and 
Material. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  (Hampshire, 
Fareham) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  if  he  can  state  approximately 
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what  proportion  of  the  Jtotal  cost  of  a 
^first-class  battleship,  of  the  "Dread- 
nought" or  "King  Edward"  classes,  is 
-represented  by  wages  paid  to  workmen 
•employed  in  the  building  operations  and 
in  producing  the  necessary  material. 

(Ansivered  hy  Mr.  Edmwnd  Robertson.) 
INo  accurate  calculation  is  possible,  but  as 
J  have  already  stated  in  reply  to  a 
'Question  asked  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
King's  Lynn  on  March  7th,  there  is 
J^eason  to  believe  that  the  projwrtion  of 
the  total  cost  of  a  battleship  which 
xepresents  wages  is  well  over  70  per  cent. 

Bepayment  to  Civil  Oontingencies  Fond. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  To 
iwk  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  he 
"will  state  the  name  of  the  clergyman 
xesident  abroad  in  respect  of  whom  a 
^um  of  £10  is  to  be  repaid  to  the  Civil 
Ck>ntingencies  fund  for  stamp  duties  on 
I^ttora  Patent  conferring  on  him  a  de- 
^ee ;  and  will  be  Btato  the  character  of 
^e  degree. 

i{Anstoered  hy  Mr.  McKenna.)  The  name 
is  the  Beverend  Herbert  Udny  Weit- 
brecht,  the  degree  that  of  Doctor  in 
Divinity. 

Bepajment  of  Stamp  Datiea  on  Letters 
I^iitent  OonDarring  Kniglithoods. 

Mr.  weir  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  seeing  that  a  sum  of 
J^67  4s.  is  placed  on  the  Civil  Service 
Supplementary  Estimates  under  Class  7 
4is  repajrments  to  the  Civil  Contingencies 
Puna  in  respect  of  stamp  duties  payable 
•on  Letters  Patent  conferring  knighthood 
on  twelve  persons  resident  abroad,  will 
he  state  whether  these  gentlemen  are 
British  subjects ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  ex- 
.plain  why  they  are  not  required  to  pay 
tbeir  respective  portions  of  the  stamp 
<luties. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  MtKenna.)  All  the 
persons  in  question  are  believed  to  be 
^British  subjects.  If  they  had  been 
resident  in  the  United  Kiingdom  they 
would  have  receiveA  knighthood 
j>ersoDaUy  at  the  hands  of  the  Sovereign, 
and  Letters  Patent  would  not  have  been 
necessary.  In  these  circumstances  they 
-were  relieved  from  the  duties  on  the 
Letters  Patent  according  to  the  usual 
juracticOiin  such  ^aees. 


Erection  of  Barracks  at  Norwich. 

Mr.  FELL  (Great  Yarmouth) :  To  ask 
the  Secretarv  of  State  for  War  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  saving  that  will  be 
effected  by  the  reduction  of  the  forces 
decided  upon,  he  will  now  have  sufficient 
funds  to  enable  him  to  proceed  with  the 
erection  of  the  new  barracks  at  Norwich. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane.) 
Will  the  hon.  Member  kindly  refer  to 
my  reply  to  a  Question  on  this  subject 
put  by  the  noble  Lord  the  hon.  Member 
tor  Maidstone  on  Monday,  30th  instant  It 

Barrack  Bepairs  Oontracts— Fair  Wages 

Besolntion. 

Mr.  CLYNES  (Manchester,  N.E.)  : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  number  of  the 
firms  which  recently  tendered  for  the 
painting,  &c.,  of  various  barracks  in 
northern  districts  are  regarded  by  the 
organisations  of  workmen  as  firms  which 
do  not  conform  to  the  established  con- 
ditions of  work  and  wages  in  the  trade ; 
and  whether  he  takes  any  steps  to  ensure 
that  firms  doing  work  for  his  department 
do  not  repudiate  the  accredited  repre- 
sentatives of  the  workmen  and  recognise 
the  trade  customs  and  wages  obtaining 
in  the  particular  trade  and  district. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane.) 
Such  contracts  contain  the  usual  pro- 
vision that  the  wages  paid  in  executing 
them  shall  be  those  generally  accepted  as 
current  in  each  trade  for  competent  work- 
men in  the  district  where  the  work  is 
carried  out.  Any  specific  representation 
that  this  clause  is  being  infringed  will  be 
duly  inquired  into. 

Batificatlon  and  Publication  of  the  Tibet 

Convention. 

Sir  H.  cotton  (Nottingham,  E.) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  the  Tibet  Convention 
between  His  Majesty's  Government  and 
the  Government  of  China,  which  was 
signed  at  Pekin  on  April  27th,  has  been 
ratified,  and  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
before  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

{Ansfjoered  by  Secretary  Sir  Edvxird 
Grey.)  The  Convention  was  ratified  on 
the  23rd  instant,  and  will  be  laid  before 
the  House  almost  immediatelv 
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The  Porttmiese  Minister's  Motor 
Car  Accident. 

Mr,  SIMON  (Essex,  Walthamstow) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  collision  which  occurred  in 
Gk)lden  Lane,  E.G.,  on  May  Ist,  1906, 
between  a  motor  car  belonging  to  the 
Marquis  de  Jacome  Correa,  of  the  Portu- 
guese Legation,  and  driven  by  the 
Marquis*  chauffeur,  Emile  Brouard,  and 
a  bicycle  belonging  to  and  ridden  by  Mr. 
F.  Broomiield,  of  8,  Boundary  Boad,  Wal- 
thamstow, whereby  Mr.  Broomfield  was 
seriously  injured  and  his  bicycle  damaged 
by  the  negligent  driving,  as  Mr.  Broom- 
field  alleges,  of  the  Marquis'  motor  car ; 
and  whether,  inasmuch  as  both  the 
Marquis  and  his  chauffeur  are  protected 
by  their  diplomatic  immunity  from  pro- 
ceedings being  taken  against  them  in 
the  English  courts,  but  it  is  com- 
petent to  the  Marquis  to  waive  this  im- 
munity as  regards  his  chauffeur,  the 
Secretary  of  State  will  represent  to  the 
Portuguese  Legation  the  propriety  of 
waiving  this  immunity  to  this  extent,  so 
as  to  enable  Mr.  Broomfield  to  sue  the 
chauffeur  for  damages  for  negligence. 

(Answered  by  Secretary  Sir  Edward  Grey.) 
The  facts  stated  in  the  Question  are  being 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Portuguese 
Minister.  But  as  the  matter  is  one  of 
diplomatic  privilege  recognised  both  here 
and  abroad,  no  other  action  can  be  taken 
by  His  Majesty's  Government. 

Allowance  to  Officers  in  Northern 
Nigeria. 

Mr.  O'NEILL  (Antrim,  Mid.) :  To  ask 
the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  why  the  allowances  to  o£Scers  in 
Northern  Nigeria  have  been  reduced  from 
5s.  per  diem  to  4s.,  although  it  is  stated 
in  a  G.  S.  0.  that  an  allowance  of  5s.  per 
diem  would  be  temporarily  issued  until 
permanent  buildings  were  made,  and  these 
buildings  have  not  yet  been  erected. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Churchill.)  The 
system  of  giving  a  daily  allowance,  in 
addition  to  salary,  to  civil  and  military 
officers  was  adopted  in  1900  on  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  Protectorate  of  Northern 
Nigeria,  and  was  an  extension  to  civilians 

of   the    arrangement    under   which    the 

officers  of  the  military  force  previously  in 

occupation    of    the    country    had    been 


regarded  as  on  service  *'  in  the  field," 
and  had  been  allowed  5s.  a  day  as  "  field 
allowance."  The  conditions  of  the  grant 
were  laid  down  as  follows. — Permanent 
houses  have  not  yet  been  built  in  Northera 
Nigeria  for  the  accommodation  of  Grovem- 
ment  officers,  who  will  at  first  have  to 
live  in  temporary  wooden  houses  sent  ont- 
from  this  country;  and,  in  view  of  the 
inconvenience  to  which  they  will  thus  be^ 
exposed,  and  of  the  comparatively  high 
cost  of  living  under  the  existing  condi- 
tions in  Northern  Nigeria,  a  *' local 
allowance"  of  5s.  a  day  will  for  the- 
present  be  paid  to  officers  for  each  day  of 
residential  service,  but  this  arrangement 
will  be  subject  to  revision  when  the 
present  conditions  in  these  respects  are 
improved,  and  officei-s  are  provided  with 
permanent  quarters.  Large  sums  have- 
been  expended  in  successive  years  on  the 
building  of  houses  for  the  European  sta£^ 
and  the  sending  out  of  temporary  wooden 
houses  has  been  discontinued.  As  regards 
Lokoja  and  Zungeru,  the  two  chief  centrea 
of  administration.  Sir  Frederick  Logaid 
considered  no  further  houses  necessary- 
last  year,  and  in  the  current  year  haia 
asked  for  and  obtained  sanction  to  only 
one  building  of  importance.  In  the  more 
distant  stations  the  erection  of  permanent 
quarters  is  making  steady  progress.  The 
allowance  of  5s.  a  day  has  alwayB  been 
understood  to  be  temporary,  and  the  con- 
ditions quoted  above  are  taken  from  the 
"  genersJ  conditions  of  service,"  which  are 
liable  to  alteration  from  time  to  time  aa 
circumstances  require.  It  has  been  felt 
for  some  time  that  the  circumstances  of 
Northern  Nigeria  were  now  such  as  to 
admit  of  officers  working  there  being 
treated  less  as  though  they  were  on  service 
"  in  the  field,"  and  more  like  officers  hold* 
ing  similar  positions  in  the  other  West 
African  Colonies,  and  it  has  accordingly 
been  decided  to  take  steps  for  the  gradual 
abolition  of  the  allowance  in  question.. 

Dismissal  of  Mr.  Oecil  Biaset. 

Mr,  THOMASSON  (Leicester):  T<> 
ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  will  cause  Mr.  CecO 
Bisset  to  be  informed  of  the  grounds  on 
which  he  was  dismissed  from  Krocmstad^ 
of  the  reasons  for  the  refusal  of  has  ap* 
plication  for  compensation ;  and  also»« 
whether  Mr.  Bisset's  affidavits  referred  txh 
in  the  letter  addressed  to  him  by  Mr.  C« 
Grant,    RM.,    from    the    office    of    the 
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Resident  Magistrate,  Kroonstad,  O.R.C., 
on  May  19th,  1903,  have  yet  been  found. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Churchill)  With 
regard  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question, 
I  hare  nothing  to  add  to  my  Answer  of 
June  28th,t  which  Mr.  Bisset  has  no  doubt 
seen.  With  regard  to  the  affidavits, 
inquiry  shall  be  made. 

Beport  on  OoTomment  Farms  at  Nairobi 

and  Naivach. 

Sir  C.  hill  (Shrewsbury) :  To  ask 
the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  will  obtain  and  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  Reports  on 
the  Gk)vemment  farms  at  Nairobi  and 
Naivach  in  the  East  Africa  Protectorate, 
in  continuation  of  Africa,  No.  4,  1905. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Churchill.)  An  expert 
is  proceeding  to  the  Protectorate  at  the 
beginning  of  September  to  inquire  into 
and  report  on  agricultural  matters  gener- 
ally, and,  in  the  circumstances,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  does  not  consider  it 
necessary  to  call  for  separate  Reports  on 
the  Government  farms  at  Nairobi  and 
Naivasha. 

Orange  Biyer  Oolony  Oonstitutioii. 

Mr.  BRIDGEMAN  (Shropshire, 
Oswestry) :  To  ask  the  Under-Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  His 
Majesty's  Government  have  received  any 
representations  from  the  Governments  of 
any  self-governing  Colony  relative  to  the 
question  of  grantmg  a  constitution  to  the 
Orange  River  Colony  ;  and  whether  any 
suggestion  has  been  received  from  any 
Gdonial  Government  that  the  question 
should  not  be  determined  except  after 
discussion  by  a  colonial  conference. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Chuixhill.)  The 
answer  to  both  Questions  is  in  the  nega- 
tive ;  but  if  it  be  the  pleasure  of  the 
House  I  will  make  a  statement  upon  the 
ooDStitutional  questions  in  South  Africa 
to  the  Supply  Committee  after  Question 
time. 

BritiBh  SuljectB  in  the  TransvaaL 

Mr.  HERBERT  (Buckinghamshire, 
Wycombe) :  To  ask  the  Under-Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  what  is  the  total 
number  of  white  adult  males  in  the 
Transvaal;  of  the  total  number  how 
many  are  British  subjects,  and  how  many 
are  not  British   subjects :  of  the  total 


number  of  British  subjects  how  many  are 
of  British  birth,  and  not  of  British  birth* 
respectively;  and  of  the  total  of  those 
not  of  British  birth,  though  British  sub- 
jects, how  many  are  Boers,  and  how" 
many  belong  to  other  races. 

(Ansioered  by  Mr.  Churchill.)  There  is  no 
reliable  estimate  for  bringing  the  figures, 
of  the  Census  of  April,  1904,  up  to  date. 
The  total  number  of  adult  male  British 
subjects  at  that  date  is  given  as  91,484.. 
The  Census  does  not  provide  the  meana 
of  answering  the  other  points  raised  in. 
the  Question. 

Tnllamore  and  Killeigh  Telegraphic 

Service. 

Mr.  DELANY  (Queen's  County; 
Os'^ory) :  To  ask  the  Postmaster-General 
whether  the  required  guarantee  has  been: 
given  by  the  Tullamore  (No.  1)  Rural 
District  Council  in  connection  with  the^ 
proposed  telegraphic  service  between 
Tullamore  and  Killeigh,  King's  County  ;. 
and  can  he  say  what  steps  are  beinfi:  taken 
to  carry  out  the  work.  ^  * 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.y 
The  deed  of  guarantee  is  being  prepared 
for  execution.  The  work  will  be  carried 
out  as  soon  as  possible  when  the  deedl 
is  executed. 

Appointment  of  Bel£Ekst  Learners  to^ 
Central  Telegraph  Office  —  Lodging: 
Allowances. 

Mr.  JAMES  OCONNOR  (Wicklow,. 
W.) :  To  ask  the  Postmaster-General 
whether,  in  connection  with  the  offer  of 
appointments  in  the  Central  Telegraphs 
Office  to  female  learners  at  Belfast,  it 
is  proposed  to  give,  on  the  acceptance  of 
such  appointments,  an  immediate  increase 
in  pay  to  compensate  for  the  cost  o£ 
living  in  lodgings  in  London,  as  compared 
with  living  at  nome  in  Belfast ;  and,  if 
so,  what  would  be  the  amount  of  sucb 
increase. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.)  No^ 
Sir ;  it  would  not  be  practicable  to  grant- 
such  an  allowance. 

Feeding  of  School  Ohildren. 
Dr.  MACNAMARA  (Camberwell,  N.):: 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Grovemment  Board  whether  he  can  now 
give  any  information  as  to  the  working 
of  the  Local  Government.  Board  Order  o£ 
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money  prizes  are  given  for  the  chance 
finding  of  a  number  or  numbers  on  tickets 
or  otherwise  is  illegal. 

* 

(Answered  hy  Mr.  Secretary  Gladstone.) 
A  case  has  been  stated  for  the  opinion  of 
the  High  Court  in  connection  ^ith  a 
matter  which  legally  stands  on  a  similar 
footing,  but  it  is  very  doubtful  whether 
this  case  will  be  heard  during  the  present 
sittings  of  the  Courts. 

National  Debt  Commission  Securities  for 
Post  Office  Savings  Bank  Liabilities. 

Mr.  CHIOZZA  MONEY  (Paddington, 
N.) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
with  reference  to  the  Return  of  the 
nature  and  amount  of  the  securities  held 
by  the  National  Debt  Commissioners  to 
meet  the  liabilities  of  the  Post  Office 
Savings  Bank,  if  he  will  state  the  actual 
cost  and  the  present  market  value  of  the 
securities. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  McKenna.)  The 
Ketum  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
is  prepared  in  accordance  with  the  require- 
ments of  Section  9  (2)  of  the  Savings 
Banks  Act,  1904,  and  purposely  excludes 
a  valuation  of  the  securities  held  in 
respect  of  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank 
which  was  held  by  the  Select  Committee 
of  1902  to  be  misleading.  To  state  the 
actual  cost  and  present  market  value  of 
the  securities  would  therefore  tend  to 
defeat  the  intention  of  the  statute  in 
question. 

Mr.  CHIOZZA  MONEY :  To  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  with  reference 
to  Section  6  of  the  Savings  Bank  Act, 
1861,  whether  the  funds  in  the  possession 
of  the  National  Debt  Commissioners, 
being  the  sums  invested  by  them  in 
trustee  securities  under  that  Act,  are  at 
the  present  time  sufficient  to  meet  the 
lawful  claims  of  the  depositors ;  if  not, 
what  is  the  amount  of  the  deficiency ; 
and,  if  a  deficiency  exists,  whether,  in 
accordance  with  the  Act  referred  to,  it 
will  be  certified  to  Parliament. 

{Answfred  hy  Mr.  McKenna,)  The 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks  Fund  does 
suffice,  and  always  has  sufficed,  to  meet 
the  actual  claims  of  the  depositors.  In 
the  event  of  any  deficiency  having  to  be 
made  good  by  an  issue  out  of  the  Con- 
sobdated    Fund,    the    amount    of    such 


deficiency   would  be  duly    certified   to 
Parliament  as  the  Act  requires. 

Licensed  Houses  on  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners'  Estates  in  Lancashire 

Mr.  CROSSLEY  (Cheshire,  Altrin- 
cham) :  To  ask  the  hon-  Member  for 
Fast  Bristol,  as  Church  Estates  Com- 
missioner, how  many  of  the  fifty-seven 
licensed  houses  on  the  estates  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissionersin  Lancashire 
were  either  leased  for  the  first  time  or 
by  way  of  renewal  during  the  past  t«i 
years ;  where  such  houses  are  situate ; 
and  what  inquiries,  if  any,  were  made  by 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  as  to 
the  needs  of  the  neighbourhoods  before 
granting  or  regranting  the  lease  or 
leases  concerned. 

(Answered  hy  Mr.  Hobhause.)  The 
number  is  two,  and  both  were  renewals. 
The  Commissioners  were  satisfied  from 
their  acquaintance  with  the  circumstanoea 
of  the  estates  and  the  districts  that  in 
neither  case  was  there  sufficient  ground 
for  refusing  a  renewal. 

Trustees  of  Mr.  Boorke  Cochxan's  Oift  t» 

Sligo. 

Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.) :  To  ask  Mr.  Attorney- 
General  for  Ireland  whether  he  can  state 
who  are  the  trustees  of  the  fund  of 
£  1 0,000  given  by  Mr.  Bourke  Cochran 
for  the  benefit  of  Sligo,  his  native  place  ; 
whether  the  trust  being  for  a  public 
object  is  one  which,  as  Attomey-CkoieraU 
it  would  come  within  his  duty  to  super- 
vise ;  and  whether,  as  it  appears  that  the 
entire  trust  fund  has  been  lost,  he  will 
take  any  steps  to  have  an  investigation 
of  the  application  of  the  money  by  tha 
trustees. 

(Answered  hy  Mr,  Cherry.)  I  am  not. 
aware  that  there  are,  or  ever  were,  any 
trustees  of  the  sum  mentioned  in  the 
Question,  or  that  a  deed  of  trust  of  any 
land  was  executed  by  Mr.  Bourke 
Cochran,  who  appears  merely  to  have 
invested  the  sum  of  £10,000  in  an  industry 
connected  with  the  town  of  Sligo,  with  the 
laudable  object  of  benefiting  his  native 
place.  It  is  no  part  of  my  duty  to 
supervise  that  gentleman's  investments^ 
nor  have  I  any  right  lo  inquire  into  them 
with  a  view  to  ascertaining  whether 
they  have  been  remunerative  or  not. 


€85 


Quesiiona, 


{31  July  1906) 


Que4ions. 


686 


Sheep  Scab  in  Qloacestenhire. 

Mr.  ESSEX  (Gloucestershire,  Ciren- 
cester) :  To  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
^>outh  Somerset,  as  representing  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
^nrhether  he  will  state  the  number  of  cases 
of  sheep  scab  notified  in  the  county  of 
Oloucester  during  the  twelve  months 
ending  February  Ist,  1906. 

{Answered  by  Sir  Edtoard  Strachey,) 
Four  outbreaks  of  sheep  scab  have  been 
reported  in  the  county  of  Gloucester 
during  the  period  named. 

Pot-8till  Whisky. 

Mr.  DELANY  ^Queen's  County, 
Ossorv) :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  case  in  which  a 
Belfast  merchant  has  been  fined  £200 
for  blending,  at  his  own  premises,  patent 
spirit  with  pot-still  whisky;  whether  a 
similar  practice  is  regularly  carried  on 
in  the  bonded  warehouses  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
officials,  and  the  mixture  so  compounded 
retailed  to  consumers  as  pot-still  whisky ; 
and  can  he  say  what  steps  he  proposes 
taking  to  prevent  such  fraud  upon  the 
public. 

(Anstoered  by  Mr,  Asqmth.)  I  can  only 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  reply  I 
gave  to  a  similar  Question  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wicklow  yesterday.t 

Irish  Resident  Magistrates— Oar  Fares 
Allowances,  etc. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  will 
state,  for  the  financial  year  1905-6,  the 
amount  of  car  fares  and  subsistence 
allowances  specially  charged  by  resident 
magistrates  in  Ireland  for  special  con- 
ierences  with  district  inspectors  of  police 
regarding  cases  in  which  the  latter  are 
prosecuting  on  behalf  of  the  Crown  and 
the  former  adjudicating  thereon ;  and 
what  steps  he  proposes  to  take  in  this 
matter. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce,)  The  resident 
magistrates'  accounts  for  the  year  1905-6 
are  at  present  at  the  Audit  Office  for 
examination.  I  am,  however,  informed 
that  practically  no  expense  is  incurred  by 
resident  magistrates  upon  conferences 
■^th  district  inspectors.  In  the  few 
caries,  if  any,  in  which  such  conferences 

t  See  Col.  413. 


may  occur,  the  usual  course  would  be  for 
the  district  inspector  to  wait  on  the 
resident  magistrate  and  not  vice  versa.. 

Mr,  FIELD  :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  will  state  the  amount  of 
subsistence  allowance  for  1905-6  charged 
while  at  Bangor  by  the  resident 
magistrate  of  Portadown;  and,  seeing 
that  many  of  the  places  at  which  this 
resident  magistrate  presided,  while  stay- 
ing at  Bangor,  were  as  easy  of  access 
from  Portadown  as  from  Bangor,  whether 
he  will  give  instructions  thac  in  future 
subsistence  allowance  is  to  be  disallowed 
in  such  cases  and  in  all  similar  caaes 
throughout  Ireland. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Bryce.)  As  the 
resident  magistrates'  accounts  for  the 
year  1905-6  are  at  present  at  the  Audit 
Office  for  audit  I  am  unable  to  give  the 
information  asked  for  in  the  first  part  of 
the  Question.  The  hon.  Member  may, 
however,  rely  upon  the  fact  that  these 
accounts  are  closely  scrutinised,  not  only 
by  the  Financial  Department  of  the 
Chief  Secretary's  Office,  but  also  by  the 
Controller  and  Auditor-General. 

Bevising  Barristers'  Expenses. 

Mb.  field  :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  will  state  the  amount  of  car- 
hire  for  1905-6  paid  to  the  revising 
barrister  who  sat  at  Newry,  for  journeys 
to  and  from  Warrenpoint ;  and  whether, 
seeing  that  there  is  good  hotel  accom- 
modation in  Newry,  and  that  no  official 
business  was  to  be  transacted  at  Warren- 
point, he  will  give  instructions  that  in 
future  such  charges  are  to  be  disallowed, 
and  also  similar  charges  throughout 
Ireland. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  McKenna.)  The  amount 
paid  in  1905-6  was  JB6  5s.  The  revising 
barrister  explains  that  he  did  not 
consider  that  any  extra  expense  was 
entailed  by  working  the  district  from 
Warrenpoint,  as  compared  with  the  cost 
of  changing  his  quarters  from  place  to 
place.  Similar  charges  will  not  be 
allowed  in  future  unless  under  very 
exceptional  circumstances. 

Tubercnlosis  in  Ireland— American  Bacon. 

Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Irish 
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Government  has  directed  its  attention  to 
the  circumstance  that  the  increase  of 
tuberculosis  in  Ireland  has  followed  on 
the  increased  use  of  low- class  American 
^bacon,  believed  by  many  people  to  be  the 
flesh  of  tuberculous  swine ;  whether, 
as  there  is  no  Government  inspection 
of  possibly  tuberculous  meat  at  the  ports 
of  entry,  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  issuing  a  circular  to  the  various  public 
health  authorities  in  Ireland,  calling  their 
attention  to  the  danger  to  health  arising 
from  the  consumption  of  meat  infected 
with  the  bacilli  of  tuberculosis  and  the 
necessity  for  vigilance  of  their  inspectors 
in  preventing  unsound  meat  from  being 
exposed  for  sale. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  The  entire 
question  of  the  importation  of  food,  which 
affects  the  Unitea  Kingdom  generally, 
has  been  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government,  and  my  right  hon.  friend 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  has  introduced  a  Bill  dealing  with 
the  matter.  I  refer  to  the  Public 
Health  (Regulations  as  to  Food)  Bill, 
which  is  down  for  Second  Reading  on 
October  23rd. 

Suggested  Goyemment  Hatchery  on  the 

Biver  Erne. 

Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  he  will  represent  to 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  etc.,  the 
desirability  of  maintaining  a  hatchery  on 
the  river  Erne  under  the  control  of  the 
Department  instead  of  subsidising  a 
private  hatchery,  the  sufficiency  and 
management  of  which  is  much  doubted 
by  many  persons  interested  in  the  river 
and  Lough  Erne. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  The  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  are  satisfied  that  the 
hatchery  referred  to  is  very  well  managed. 
They  are,  however,  prepared  to  enter 
into  an  agreement,  upon  the  usual 
conditions,  to  enlarge  the  hatchery,  but 
are  not  prepared  to  establish  another 
hatchery  in  the  river  under  their  own 
control. 

Lough  Erne  Fisheries. 

Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  any 
arrangement  has  yet  been  come  to  with 
the  conservators  in  the  Erne  district  as 


to  contribution  by  the  Crown,  as  owner 
of  Lough  Erne,  towards  the  preservatioa 
of  the  fishing  and  enforcement  of  th& 
laws  against  illegal  netting  and  the^ 
destruction  of  spawning  fish ;  and,  if 
not,  will  he  give  the  matter  his  early 
attention,  with  a  view  to  more  careful 
protection  of  salmon  trout  and  other  fish 
for  the  benefit  of  many  poor  fiaherm^k 
to  whom  Lough  Erne  is  a  principal  source 
of  the  means  of  earning  a  living. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  The  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  are  informed  that 
no  application  has  yet  been  made  by  the 
Board  of  Conservators  to  the  Comnii»- 
sioners  of  Woods  with  regard  to  the 
proposed  co-operation  in  the  protecticm 
of  the  fisheries  of  Lough  Eme^  The 
Department  understand  that  the  matter 
will  be  considered  by  the  Conservators 
at  their  next  meeting. 

Beinstatement  of  Samuel  Maxwell  on 
the  De  Vesci  Estate. 

Mr.  DELANY:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  the  Report  of  the 
inspector  who  some  time  since  visited 
the  De  Vesci  estate,  Abbeyleix,  Queen's- 
County,  has  yet  been  received  by  the 
Estates  Commissioners ;  and,  if  so,  can 
he  state  what  steps  are  being  taken  ti» 
reinstate  or  otherwise  provide  for  Samuel 
Maxwell,  an  evicted  tenant,  on  the 
property. 

(Answeied  by  Mr.  Bryce,)  The  Estates. 
Commissioners  have  not  yet  received 
their  inspector's  Report  on  Samuel 
Maxwell's  application. 

Chairs  in  Phosniz  Park,  Dublin- 

Mr.  DELANY:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  chairs- 
have  been  placed  in  the  Phoenix  Park^ 
Dublin,  for  the  occupancy  of  whicb 
visitors  have  to  pay ;  can  he  say  by 
whose  orders  and  upon  what  authority 
those  seats  have  been  introduced  and 
the  charges  to  the  public  permitted ;  who 
collects  and  receives  the  funds;  and 
whether  the  seats  are  Irish  or  Foreign 
manufacture. 

(Aiiswered  by  Mr.  McKenna.)  For  the 
convenience  of  the  public  attending  band 
performances,  cricket  ^nd  polo  matches, 
etc.,  the  Boards  following  tne  analogous 
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arrangement  in  the  public  parks  ander 
the  control  of  the  Office  of  Works  i?i 
London,  have  licensed  experimentally 
the  placing  of  chairs  in  the  Phoenix  Park, 
for  which  an  authorised  charge  of  one 

Gnny  per  diem  is  made  and  ed- 
ited by  the  agents  of  the  licensee. 
The  Ck>mmi88ioners  have  no  knowledge 
as  to  where  the  chairs  were  manufactured. 
The  chairs  supplied  by  the  licensee  are, 
of  course,  in  addition  to,  and  not  in 
substitution  for,  the  numerous  seats  and 
chairs  already  provided  in  the  park  by 
the  Board  for  which  no  charge  is  made. 

Tithe  Bent  Charges  on  Irish  Estates. 

Mr.  DOLAN  (Leitrim,  N.) :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  in  cases  where  the  rental  of  an 
estate  has  been  diminished  charges 
payable  to  the  church  property  branch  of 
the  Irish  Land  Commission  have  remained 
unaltered  ;  will  he  state  the  basis  on 
which  these  charges  are  assessed  ;  and 
will  he  have  inquiry  made  into  this 
matter,  with  a  view  to  having  tithe  rent 
charges  and  similar  charges  diminished 
in  the  same  proportion  as  the  rental. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce,)  The  hon. 
Member  appears  to  be  under  a  misappre- 
hension. Under  the  Tithe  Rent  Charge 
(Ireland)  Act,  1900,  Sections  2  and  3,  the 
tithe  rent  charge  in  any  county  is  varied 
proportionately  to  the  variation  between 
the  former  rents  and  the  rents  fixed  by 
the  Land  Court  in  the  county.  Under 
Section  90  of  the  Irish  Land  Act,  1903, 
perpetuity  rents  payable  to  the  church 
property  branch  of  the  Irish  Land  Com- 
mission are  similarly  varied. 

Oraiiiij^  Bights  of  Tenants  on  the 
Montgomery  Estate. 

Mr.  DOLAN  :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord -Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  several  tenants 
on  the  Montgomery  Estate,  which  was 
sold  about  two  years  ago  in  the  Land 
Judge's  Court,  have  been  prevented  from 
purchasing  their  holdings ;  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  these  tenants  have  always 
enjoyed  grazing  rights  on  an  adjoining 
mountain,  without  which  it  would  be 
impossible  for  them  to  exist  on  their 
farms,  and  that  the  agent  on  the  estate 
1^  informed  the  tenants  that  they 
^^  n6t  be  allowed  to  purchase  their 
holdings  unless  they  consent  to  abandon 


these  rights,  will  the  Chief  Secretary- 
inquire  mto  the  case  with  a  view  to 
expediting  the  sale  to  these  tenants. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Bryce.)  The  Regis^ 
trar  of  the  Land  Judge's  Court  informs- 
me  that  he  is  unable  to  identify  thei 
estate  referred  to,  as  there  are  several 
estates  before  the  court  in  which  the 
owner's  name  is  Montgomery.  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  give  particulars  which 
will  enable  the  estate  to  be  identified, 
the  Registrar  will  make  further  inquiries*. 

Dismissal  of  Irish  School  Teachers. 

Mr.  DOLAN  :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland' 
whether,  in  view  of  the  recent  public 
pronouncements  of  Dr.  Traill  on  com- 
pulsory retirement  of  teachers  for  enforced' 
inefficiency,  he  will  cause  a  pubUc  inquiry 
to  be  made  into  the  injustice  allegecl  to 
be  done  to  teachers  under  the  National 
Board. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Bryce.)     The  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education  inform 
me  that  there  is  no  reason  whatever  for- 
a  public  inquiry  into  this  matter.     The 
dismissal  of  teachers  for  inefficiency  since 
1900  has,  the  Commissioners  inform  me, 
not  been  due  to  the  abolition  of  the  results 
system  which  was  effected  in  that  year.. 
In    the    great    majority    of    cases    the 
teachers  so  dismissed  had  been  censured 
for    inefficiency    prior    to    1900.    The* 
Commissionei-s    are    having    a     Return 
prepared  showing  the    record   prior  to 
1900  of  each  teacher  dismissed  during 
the  past  five  years. 

Beinstatement  of  Patrick  Fiely ,  of 
Gk)rtinar,  Ooonty  Leitrim. 

Mr.  DOLAN:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners have  received  from  Patrick  Fiely 
an  application  to  be  reinstated  on  his 
farm  in  Gortinar,  near  Manorhamilton, 
county  Leitrim,  on  the  estate  of  Owen 
Wynne,  Hazlewood,  from  which  he  was 
evicted,  although  offering  to  pay  all 
arrears ;  and  whether  the  Estates 
Commissioners  are  taking  action  in  this 
matter. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Bryce.)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  have  received  Patrick 
Fiely's    application,    and    will    have    it- 
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inquired  into  by  an  inspector    in    due 
•course. 

,-^ 
Oatdoor  Belief  in  the  Listowel  Union. 

Captain  CRAIG  (Down,  E.) :  To  ask 
"the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  amount  of  outdoor  relief  paid  in 
the  Poor  Law  union  of  Listowel  in  the 
jrear  1880  was  £8,  whereas  for  1905  it 
was  ^£3,063  Us.  4d.,  and  for  1906 
£3,078  ITs.  4d, ;  whether  he  can  explain 
this  increase;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  statement  of  the  auditor  in  his  last 
Report  as  to  the  burden  which  this 
-amount  is  on  the  ratepayers^  he  will 
appoint  a  Commission  to  mquire  into  this 
increase  in  outdoor  relief  in  the  interests 
•of  the  ratepayers. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Bryce,)      I  am  in- 
formed that  the  figures  set  out  in  the 
Question  are  substantially  correct.     The 
Local  Government  Board  have  called  the 
attention  of  the  board  of  guardians  to  the 
great  increase  in  the  expenditure  on  out- 
'door  relief  in  order  that  the  guardians 
may    exercise   greater  economy  in  the 
matter.    The  Board  have  also  referred 
^he  observations  of  their  auditor  on  the 
subject  to  the  guardians  for  their  con- 
sideration.    It  is,  however,  to  be  remem- 
bered that  it  is  within  the  discretion  of 
the  board  of  guardians  to  administer  out- 
door relief  to  certain  classes  of  persons. 
The  appointment  of  a  Commission  to  in- 
quire into  the  matter  does  not  appear 
to  be  necessary,  especially  as  the  sphere 
-of  the  present  Royal  Commission  extends 
to  Ireland. 

Separate  Tents  for  Yeomanry  Officers. 

Mr.  GIBBS  (Bristol,  W.) :  To  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
while  in  camp  during  their  annual 
trainings,  the  sole  use  of  one  tent  is 
granted  to  each  officer  of  Militia  and 
Volunteers ;  and,  if  so,  whether  seeing 
that  in  the  Yeomanry,  officers  below 
the  rank  of  field  officer  are  only  allowed 
one  teat  between  two,  orders  will  be 
issued  to  place  the  Yeomanry  officer  on 
the  same  footing  as  the  Militia  and  Volun- 
teer officer. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  ffaldane,) 
The  Yeomanry  officer  is  on  the  same  foot- 
ing as  an  officer  of  the  Regular  Forces. 
The  Militia  have  been  treated  exception- 


ally owing  to  the  length  of  their  can^w ; 
but  the  question  of  treating  all  forces  oo 
the  same  lines  as  the  Regular  Forces  is 
now  receiving  considerauon. 

Post  Office  Savinn  Bank  Funds  aad 
Erection  of  Model  Dweilings. 

Mr.  CHIOZZA  MONEY:  To  ask  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
over  £150,000,000  has  now  been  de- 
posited by  the  working  classes  in  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Bank,  whether  he  can  see 
his  way  to  introduce  legislation  to  enable  i 
proportion  of  the  sum,  say  one-third,  to 
be  devoted  to  the  erection  of  model  free- 
hold dwelling  houses  for  the  working 
classes,  thus  helping  the  poor  with  their 
own  capital. 

(Answered  by  Sir  II,  Campbell-Banner- 
man,)  I  am  not  prepared  to  introduce 
legislation  for  this  purpose.  I  do  not 
think  that  working-class  dwellings  are 
the  most  appropriate  form  of  security  in 
which  to  invest  Savings  Bank  deposita. 
But  it  may  interest  my  hon.  friend  to 
know  that  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
Savings  Bank  Funds  is  already  applied, 
through  the  Local  Loans  Fund,  in  pro- 
viding advances  to  local  authorities  for 
their  expenditure  on  housing  and  other 
purposes.  On  the  31st  December  last  the 
assets  of  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank 
Fund  included  Local  Loans  Stock  to  the 
amount  of  ^£19,292,969. 

Proceedings  of  Irish  Intermediate  Board. 

Mr.  THOMAS  O'DONNELL  (Kerry, 
W.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  when  he  in- 
tends publishing  the  Minutes  of  meetings 
of  the  Intermediate  Board,  and  corre- 
spondence dealing  with  the  Resolution  of 
this  House  of  21st  May,  proposing  to  altw 
their  rules  of  1907. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce,)  The  Inter- 
mediate Board  have  been  asked  by  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  to  send  him  the  Minutes 
of  their  proceedings  for  publication,  bat 
have  refused  to  do  so,  stating  that  in 
their  opinion  no  good  purpose  would  be 
attained  by  the  publication  of  their 
Minutes  which  have  always  been  re- 
garded as  private  and  confidentiaL  It 
was  hoped  that  the  correspondence 
between  the  Irish  Government  and  the 
Board  might  have  been  before  now 
published,    but    it    has    not    yet    been 
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brought  to  a  close.  I  trust,  however, 
that  it  will  within  a  few  days  be  con- 
cluded, and  as  soon  as  that  happens  it 
shall  be  published. 

Orange  Disturbances  in  Ulster. 

CaftaIxV  CRAIG:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretarjf  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  will  furnish  particulars 
of  the  one  serious  breach  of  the  peace 
reported  by  the  inspector-general  of 
constabulary  as  occurring  with  the  recent 
Orange  demonstration  in  Ulster. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  The  case 
in  question  is  one  in  which  a  young 
woman  named  Lucinda  Koche  was  shot 
and  seriously  injured  near  Armagh.  As 
a  man  is  awaiting  trial  for  the  offence, 
it  would  be  contrary  to  practice  and 
undesirable  that  I  should  enter  into  the 
details  of  the  case. 

Bestoration  of  Evicted  Tenants— Oase  of 

Mrs.  Golfer. 

Mr.  FFRENCH  (Wexford,  S.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  application  has  been  made  to  the 
Estates  Commissioners  to  restore  Mrs. 
Colfer,  of  Langnageer,  to  her  holding  on 
the  Leigh  estate  from  which  she  was 
evicted;  and  whether  this  case  comes 
under  the  evicted  tenants  clauses  of  tho 
Land  Act  of  1 903 ;  and,  if  so,  can  he 
state  why  the  Estates  Commissioners 
have  taken  no  steps  to  restore  Mrs.  Colfer 
to  her  home. 

(Answered  hy  Mr,  Bryce,)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  have  received  from  Mary 
and  Patrick  Colfer  an  application  for 
reinstatement,  and  will  have  the  case 
duly  inquired  into.  The  Commissioners 
are  unable  to  say,  until  they  receive  their 
inspector's  report,  whether  the  case  is  one 
which  comes  within  the  terms  of  Section 
2  of  the  Act  of  1903. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


Naval  Discipline. 

Mr.  BRAMSDON  (Portsmouth):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
sentences  that  have  been    inflicted    by 
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courtsjmartial,  in  some  cases  of  a  trivial 
character,  on  men  in  the  Navy  for  striking 
non-commissioned  ofiicers,  and  to  the  fact 
that,  with  few  exceptions,  those  sentences 
were  of  imprisonment  with  hard  labour 
for  terms  ranging  from  six  to  eighteen 
calendar  months;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  in  many  instances  those  offences 
arose  whilst  the  men  were  under  the 
influence  of  drink,  or  were  young  to  the 
service  and  had  lost  their  tempers,  and 
afterwards  appeared  to  express  genuine 
regret  for  their  wrong  doing  ;  and  will 
he  say  whether  any  such  sentences  were 
afterwards  reduced  by  the  Admiralty, 
and,  if  so,  in  how  many  cases. 

The  CIVIL  LORD  of  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr.  Lambert,  Devonshire,  South 
Molton) :  I  assume  that  the  term  '*  non- 
commissioned officers "  is  intended  to 
include  all  '*  superior  officers ''  of  a  rank 
below  that  of  a  commissioned  officer. 
The  Admiralty  are  unable  to  regard  the 
striking  by  a  subordinate  of  a  superior 
officer  in  the  execution  of  his  duty  as  an 
offence  of  a  trivial  character,  but  courts 
martial  have  full  opportunity  of  taking 
into  account  all  such  circumstances  as 
those  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member. 
As  regards  the  last  part  of  the  Question, 
there  have  been  four  cases  in  which  the 
sentences  have  been  annulled  or  modified 
during  the  year  1905. 

Mr.  BRAMSDON :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether  the 
offence  of  striking  a  supenor  officer  in 
the  Royal  Navy  is  regulated  by  the  16th 
section  of  the  Naval  Discipline  Act,  1866, 
which  provides  that  every  person  subject 
to  the  Act  who  shall  strike,  or  with  any 
weapon  attempt  to  strike,  or  draw  or  lift 
up  any  weapon  against  his  superior 
officer,  bein^  in  the  execution  of  his 
office,  shall  oe  punished  with  death  or 
such  other  punishment  as  is  thereinafter 
mentioned ;  and  whether,  seeing  that  by 
Section  86  of  the  same  Act  the  words 
superior  officer  include  all  officers,  includ- 
ing petty  and  non-commissioned  officers, 
and  by  the  Admiralty  Instructions  also 
include  acting  petty  and  acting  non-com- 
missioned officers,  lance-sergeants,  and 
lance-corporals  borne  on  the  books  of  one 
of  His  Majesty's  ships,  the  Lords  of  the 
Admiralty  will  consider  the  advisability  of 
recommending  that  some  statutory  modi- 
cation  of  Section  16  referred  to,  shall  be 
made  in  order  that,  in  time  of  peace  at 
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least,  the  maximum  punishment  should 
be  reduced  to  that  more  in  consonance 
with  modem  practice. 

Mr.  LAMBEET  :  The  Answer  to  the 
first  part  of  the  Question  is  in  the  affirma- 
tive. As  regards  the  second  part,  the 
Admiralty  do  not  consider  it  desirable  to 
make  any  statutory  modification  of  the 
Naval  Discipline  Act  intended  only  to 
apply  in  time  of  peace. 

Naval  ConrtB  Martial  Sentences. 

Mr.  BEIAMSDON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether  their 
Lordships  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  appointing  a  Committee  to  examine 
into  and  report  upon  the  whole  question 
of  the  procedure,  powers,  and  sentences 
of  naval  courts  martial. 

• 

Mr.  LAMBERT  :  A  Committee  has 
been  appointed,  and  is  now  sitting,  which 
has  under  review  the  whole  procedure  of 
naval  courts  martial.  The  powers  and 
sentences  of  courts  martial  are  clearly 
defined  by  the  Naval  Discipline  Act,  and 
the  Admiralty  see  no  reason  for  any 
reference  to  a  Committee  on  these  points. 

Greenwich  Observatory. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  ^Lancashire,  Black- 
pool) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  if  he  can  say  when  the  Joint 
Committee,  representing  the  Admiralty 
and  the  London  County  Council,  are 
expected  to  report  on  Greenwich 
Observatory. 

Mr.  LAMBERT :  It  is  not  possible  to 
say  at  present  when  the  Committee  will 
be  able  to  report,  but  their  deliberations 
are  being  expedited  as  much  as  possible. 

Naval  Construction. 

Mr.  NIELD  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty whether  he  will  state  the  tonnage 
and  cost  of  battleships  completed  for  sea 
during  the  six  years  ending  31st  March, 
1906,  by  each  of  the  five  great  naval 
Powers  respectively,  and  the  number  of 
battleships  projected  at  the  present  time 
by  those  several  Powers. 

Mr.  LAMBERT:  The  tonnage  and 
cost  of  battleships    completed   for   sea 


during  the  six  years  in  question  by  the 
five  great  naval  Powers  are  as  follows  :— 

Tonnage.  Cost^ 

Great  Britain  348,385  26,538,041 

France           -  44,285  4,086,347 

Russia           -  164,726  14,173,330 

Germany       -  143,122  13,237,105 

United  States  110,210  9,611,842 

The  following  battleships  are  under 
construction : — 


Great  Britain  • 
France 
Germany 
United  States 


6 

6 

6 

12 


ArtiUery  Horses. 
Mr.  so  AMES  (Norfolk,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  he 
can  state  how  many  additional  horses  per 
battery  w  ill  be  required  for  the  mobilisa- 
tion of  the  Field  ArtiUery  when  on  the 
new  peace  footing,  and  from  what  source 
it  is  proposed  to  provide  them. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Haldank,  Haddington): 
The  numbers  of  additional  horses  per 
battery  required  for  mobilisation  of  Field 
Artillery  when  on  the  new  peace  estab- 
lishment are  102  for  each  four  gun 
battery  and  132  for  each  two  gun  battery. 
These  horses  would  be  provided  out  of 
the  horses  registered  for  military  service 
on  emergency. 

Afghan  Frontier  Defence. 
Sir  CHARLES  DILKE :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretarv  of  State  for  India  whether 
any  expenditure  for  military  protection 
is  involved  in  the  extension  to  Parachinar 
of  the  Kurran  strategic  railway  and  the 
making  of  the  Kabul  river  strategic 
railway  to  the  Afghan  frontier. 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  MORLEY,  Montrose  Burghs) : 
An  increase  of  the  strength  of  the  Khyber 
rifles  by  one  British  officer,  354  Infantry 
and  80  Sowars  was  sanctioned  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  Council  in  August 
1905,  in  connection  with  the  sanction 
given  in  the  previous  month  to  the  con- 
struction of  a  line  from  a  point  near 
Jamrud  to  a  point  on  the  Kabul  River 
known  as  Mile  300.  The  initial  cost  of 
the  increase  was  Rs.  18,000,  the  estimated 
annual  cost  is  Rs.  99,500.  No  proposal 
has  been  made  for  military  protection  in 
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connection  with  the  extension  of  the 
Kurran  railway  to  Parachinar  which  was 
sanctioned  in  September  1904. 

Corporal  Pnnislunent  in  India. 

Sir  H.  cotton  (Nottingham,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  number  of  cases  in  which 
whipping  is  awarded  as  a  judicial  punish- 
ment in  India,  amounting  in  1878  to 
75,223,  in  1897  to  64,087,  and  in  1900  to 
45,054,  and  to  the  fact  that  this  punishment 
is  invariably  inflicted  in  public  with  a 
rattan  or  cane  over  the  bare  buttocks ; 
and  whether,  having  regard  to  the  general 
feeling  in  India  on  the  subject,  and  to 
the  abuses  attending  on  whipping  as  a 
judicial  penalty,  he  will  address  the 
Government  of  India  with  a  view  to  the 
elimination  of  this  punishment  from  the 
criminal  code  of  the  country,  except  in 
cases  where  the  offender  is  guilty  of  gross 
and  violent  crime  against  the  person. 

Mr.  MORLEY:  This  subject  was 
brought  to  my  attention  some  time  ago, 
and  I  have  addressed  a  despatch  to  the 
Gk)vemment  of  India  upon  the  subject. 

Indian  Excise  Administration. 

Mr.  HERBERT  ROBERTS  (Denbigh 
shire,  W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  whether  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
Excise  administration  of  India  has  been 
considered  by  the  Government  of  India  ; 
whether  the  Report  will  be  issued  as  a 
Parliamentary  Paper ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  can  arrange  for  its  circulation  to 
Members  before  the  House  reassembles 
in  October. 

Mr.  MORLEY :  The  Answer  to  the 
first  Question  is  in  the  negative.  When 
I  have  seen  the  Report  and  communicated 
with  the  Government  of  India  I  will  con- 
sider whether  I  can  present  it ;  but  I  am 
not  sure  that  it  can  be  ready  for  circula- 
tion before  the  House  reassembles. 

Oalcntta  ImproTements. 

Mr.  LAIDLAW  (Renfrewshire,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  Government  of  India  has 
decided  upon  a  scheme  for  the  improve- 
ment of  Calcutta ;  what  such  scheme  is 
estimated  to  cost ;  when  it  is  proposed  to 
put  it  in  operation ;  how  the  money  is  to 


be  raised ;  and,  if  no  decision  has  been 
arrived  at  as  to  how  the  cost  is  to  be  met, 
will  he  consider  the  advisability  of  raising 
it  by  means  of  a  temporary  export  duty 
on  jute  (of  which  Bengal  has  a  monopoly) 
and  jute  manufactures. 

Mr.  MORLEY :  My  predecessor  gave 
his  general  assent  to  a  scheme,  the  net 
cost  of  which  was  roughly  estimated  at 
about  £3,000,000,  to  be  met  partly  by 
loans  and  partly  by  a  grant  from  general 
revenues.  The  scheme  is  at  present 
under  discussion  by  the  Bengal  Govern- 
ment and  the  local  authorities  concerned, 
and  no  final  decision  has  been  come  to  as 
to  the  total  cost  or  as  to  how.  it  shouhl 
be  met. 

Indian  Irrigation  Works. 

Mr.  LAIDLAW :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  if,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  irrigation  works  iu 
India  are  now  yielding  a  return  of  over 
7  J  per  cent,  on  the  outlay,  he  will  draw 
tho  attention  of  the  Government  of  India 
to  the  matter,  with  a  view  to  reductions 
in  the  charges  being  made  to  cultivators 
in  cases  where  they  are  exceptionally 
high. 

Mr.  MORLEY :  The  charges  made  to 
cultivators  for  supplies  of  water  from 
State  Irrigation  Works  are  fixed  after 
careful  local  inquiry  as  to  the  profits  of 
irrigation  in  the  district,  and  ordinarily 
are  below  the  economic  value  of  the 
water  to  the  cultivator.  The  selling 
value  of  land  consequently  goes  up 
in  canal  tracts  to  the  benefit  of  the  private 
owner.  I  hardly  think  it  necessary  to 
bring  the  matter  to  the  notice  of  the 
Gk)vernment  of  India. 

Aaaam  Tea  Lands. 
Mr.  LAIDLAW :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  if  it  is  pro- 
posed to  enhance  the  assessments  of  tea 
lands  in  Assam  at  the  expiration  of 
present  leases ;  if  he  is  aware  that  on 
account  of  depression  in  the  tea  trade 
most  of  these  lands  have  yielded  a  steadily 
decreasing  profit  for  some  years  past; 
and  if  an  enhancement  of  land  rent  is 
contemplated  in  any  of  the  other  tea 
districts  in  India. 

Mr.  MORLEY:  Under  conditions  of 
the  leases  granted  for  tea  cultivation  in 
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Asdam  the  land  assessment  is  liable  to 
revision  after  thirty  years,  the  standard 
being  the  rate  at  which  ordinary  agri- 
cultural land  in  the  district  is  assessed. 
This  term  is  about  to  expire  in  the  case 
of  a  number  of  leases  in  the  Surma  Valley 
districts.  In  its  proposals  for  re-assess- 
ment the  local  Government  has  had  regard 
to  the  present  state  of  the  tea  industry, 
so  far  as  relevant  to  the  matter. 

Tibet  and  Indian  Tea. 

Mr.  LAIDLAW:  I  bog  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Inda  if  there  has 
been  any  increase  of  trade  between  India 
and  Tibet  since  the  late  expedition ; 
whether  Indian  tea  is  now  admitted  into 
Tibet ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  conditions. 

Mr.  MORLEY:  The  latest  figures 
received  show  that  for  the  eleven  months 
ending  February  last  the  value  of  exports 
to  Tibet  was  ^111,054,  of  imports  from 
Tibet,  £118,578.  The  export  of  tea  to 
Tibet  is  subject  to  the  Regulations  of 
1893,  and  the  provisions  of  the  Lhasa 
Convention  of  1904.  The  Trade  Returns 
do  not  show  any  export  of  Indian  tea  to 
Tibet. 

Mr.  LAIDLAW:  Do  the  Trade 
Returns  show  any  increase  ? 

Mr.  MORLEY  asked  for  notice  of  the 
Question. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  It  is  to  be 
hoped  military  force  will  not  be  used  to 
import  Indian  tea  into  Tibet. 

Bengal  Schools. 
Mr.  LAIDLAW:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  he 
will  call  the  attention  of  the  Government 
of  India  to  the  inadequate  provision 
which  has  been  made  in  this  year's 
Estimates  for  European  and  Eurasian 
schools ;  if  he  is  aware  that  there  are 
seventy-six  such  schools  in  Bengal  alone, 
and  that  out  of  the  increased  appropriation 
of  £16,000  for  the  whole  of  India,  these 
schools  stand  to  receive  only  about  £10 
each  for  equipment,  scholarships,  increase 
of  salaries,  and  all  other  purposes ;  and  if 
he  is  aware  of  the  face  that  nearly  all  the 
European  schools  in  India  are  most  inade* 
quately  equipped,  that  the  standard  of 
teaching  is  low,  and  that  the  teachiiig 
profession  is  so  poorly  paid  that  few  new 


recruits  of  high  character  and  ability  can 
be  induced  to  go  into  it. 

Mr.  MORLEY :  The  Government  of 
India  have  recently  taken  steps  to  increase 
the  resources  at  the  disposal  of  European 
schools.  These  schools  constitute  a 
relatively  small  proportion  of  the  schools 
of  India,  and  the  assistance  which  can  be 
given  to  them  must  be  limited  by  a  due 
regard  for  the  clainis  of  other  classes  of 
schools.  Many  of  the  larger  European 
schools  have  endowments  which  render 
them  independent  of  assistance  from  the 
Government. 

Grown   Agents   for   the    Ck>lonie8 
(Appointment  of  Clerks). 

Mr.  walker  (Leicestershire,  Mel- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  the 
clerks  in  the  Crown  Agents'  office  are 
still  selected  by  nomination  alone;  and 
whether  any  steps  will  be  taken  to  place 
these  appointments  upon  a  competitive 
basis  under  the  control  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commission. 


The  UNDER-SECRETARY  for  thb 
COLONIES  (Mr.  Churchill,  Man- 
chester, N.W.):  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member's  Question,  I  am  desired  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  say  that  the  internal 
administration  of  the  office  of  the  Crown 
agents  for  the  Colonies  is  entirely  in  their 
hands,  and  that  as  the  holders  of  these 
appointments  are  not  members  of  the 
Civil  Service,  there  is  no  intention  of 
adopting  the  course  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member. 

Grown  Agents  for  the  Colonies  (Manage- 
ment of  the  Office). 

Mr.  WALKER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  recommendations  of  Sir  Augustus 
Hemming,  ex-Governor  of  Jamaica,  that 
there  should  be  an  inquiry  into  the 
management  of  the  Crown  Agents'  office 
and  the  way  in  which  the  funds  are 
expended,  or  that  there  should  be  laid 
before  Parliament  a  Return  showing  the 
rates  of  salary  and  any  other  form  of  re- 
muneration received  by  every  member  of 
the  staff,  together  with  a  detdled  and 
explanatory  statement  of  accounts ;  and 
whether  either  of  these  proposals  is  now 
receiving  favourable  consideration. 
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Mr.  CHURCHILL:  The  work  and 
organisation  of  the  office  of  the  Crown 
Agents  for  the  Colonies  has  received 
constant  and  close  attention  from  suc- 
cessive Secretaries  of  State,  and  two 
Parliamentary  Papers  on  the  subject 
were  laid  before  Parliament  in  1904. 
Lord  Elgin  does  not  as  at  present  advised 
see  sufficient  occasion  for  a  further 
iuquiry,  or  for  publishing  a  more  detailed 
statement  of  accounts  than  that  already 
published. 

Ghinesa  Coolies— Crime  on  the  Band. 

Mr.  fell  (Great  Yarmouth) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under-Sec letary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  dectrease  in  the  number 
of  offencci  committed  by  Chinese  coolies 
on  the  Rand  ;  and  whether  he  has  any 
official  information  as  to  the  causes  of 
this  decrease. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  I  have  seen  a 
statement  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Chamber  of  Mines  to  this  effect  in  the 
Press.  Official  information  has  not  yet 
been  received  as  to  the  number  of  con- 
victions since  May  last. 

Tarqoah  Bailway  Extension. 

Mr.  fell  (Great  Yarmouth) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  it  is  proposed  to 
construct  a  branch  railway  from  Tarquah 
to  the  Ancobra  River ;  if  so,  whether 
the  contract  will  be  submitted  for  public 
tender;  and  whether  a  more  moderate 
scale  of  charges  will  prevail  on  such 
railway  than  on  the  present  railway  from 
Sekondi  to  Tarquah. 

♦Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  A  scheme  is 
under  consideration  for  the  construction 
of  a  branch  railway  from  Tarquah  to 
Prestea,  but  it  has  not  yet  been  sub- 
mitted in  final  form  for  the  decision  of 
the  Secretary  of  State.  I  am  accordingly 
unable  to  reply  at  present  to  the  latter 
parts  of  the  Question. 

Trials  of  Native  Chiefs. 

Mr,  J.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD 
(Leicester) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
he  has  any  official  information  showing 
that  Tolonko  (or  Tilonkwe),  a  Zulu  chie^ 
visited    Pictermaritzburg    on   Monday, 


July  23rd,  on  the  invitation  of  the 
Minister  of  Native  Affairs,  and  was  im- 
mediately arrested ;  whether  ho  can 
inform  the  House  if  the  charges  against 
this  chief  are  for  deeds  alleged  to  have 
been  done  last  January,  one  being  a 
refusal  to  pay  poll  tax  before  it  was  due ; 
whether,  although  the  charges  were 
denied,  the  chief  is  to  be  tried  by  court- 
martial;  and  what  steps  His  Majesty's 
Government  propose  to  take  to  see  that 
the  statement  made  to  the  House  that 
only  natives  caught  in  the  act  of  fighting 
are  to  be  tried  by  court-martial  is  to  be 
respected  by  the  Government  of  Natal. 

♦Mr.  CHURCHILL :  On  July  24th 
the  (Jovernor  telegraphed  as  follows : — 
'*  In  accordance  with  instructions  sent 
to  Tilonkwe,  one  of  the  most  important 
chiefs  referred  to  came  to  Pietermaritz- 
burg  yesterday.  He  denies  charges  made 
against  him.  He  has  been  allowed  to 
return  to  his  tribe,  but  summons  has 
been  served  on  him  to  return  next  Mon- 
day and  stand  his  trial.  I  believe  that 
he  will  do  so  and  that  exhibition  of 
military  force  will  be  unnecessary.** 
Tilonkwe  is  described  by  the  Governor  as 
one  of  the  chiefs  who  defied  the  Govern- 
ment last  March.  I  have  no  further 
information  but  will  inquire. 

Mr.  J.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD 
asked  whether  this  was  the  chief  who  was 
being  tried  to-day  by  court-martial  with 
closed  doors. 

♦Mr.  CHURCHILL  said  he  had  no 
information  on  that  point.- 


Mr.  J.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD  i-aid 
,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  replied  to  the 
latter  part  of  his  Question,  in  reference 
to  the  undertaking  that  only  natives 
caught  in  the  act  of  fighting  would  be 
tried  by  court-martial. 

♦Mr.   CHURCHILL  replied  that  he 
would  make  inquiries  on  the  subject. 

*SiR  CHARLES  DILKE  asked  whether 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  of  the 
natural  anxiety  which  prevailed  here 
;  owing  to  statements  by  Natal  correspond- 
ents of  London  papers  announcing  the 
sentences  that  would  be  imposed  on  these 
chiefs  before  the  trials  took  place. 
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♦Mr.  CHUECHILL  :  Such  statements 
on  the  part  of  newspapers  before  the 
trials  have  taken  place  are  manifestly 
grossly  improper. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.):  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  explained  why  these 
trials  are  being  conducted  with  closed 
doors. 

♦Mr.  CHURCHILL :  It  may  be  that 
the  Natal  Governnuent  desire  to  protect 
themselves  from  similar  newspaper 
statements. 

Mr.  J.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  he  U  in  a 
position  to  state  whether  Gobizembi, 
Kulu,  and  Meseni  have  been  tried  by 
court-martial;  and,  if  so,  will  he  say 
what  charges  have  been  preferred  against 
them,  when  their  alleged  crimes  are  said 
to  have  been  committed,  and  what 
sentences  have  been  passed  upon  them. 


♦Mr.  CHURCHILL:  Messeni  was 
tried  for  high  treason  and  murder. 
Grobizembi  has  been  deposed  as  is  shown 
by  the  despatches  printed  at  pp.  30  and 
37  of  Cd.  2905  and  p.  3  of  Cd.  3027. 
Inquiry  shall  be  made  as  to  the  precise 
action  taken  in  these  cases. 


Siberian  Trade. 

Mr.  fell  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  rapidly  increasing 
trade  ^ith  Siberia,  he  will  now  consider 
the  advisability  of  approaching  the 
Russian  Government  with  the  object  of 
getting  British  consuls  appointed  at  some 
at  least  of  the  cities  on  the  Siberian 
Railway. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  The  matter 
will  not  be  lost  sight  of  by  His  Majesty's 
(Government.  But,  at  present,  I  can  say 
no  more  than  I  said  to  the  hon.  Member 
in  reply  to  an  almost  identical  Question 
on  March  13th,t  except  that  steps  are 
now  being  taken  with  a  view  to  the 
reappointing  of  a  commercial  agent  at 
Vladivostok. 

t  See  (4)  Debates,  cHii.,  1096. 


Oonsols. 
Sir.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffidd, 
Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  if  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  recent  decline  in  the  value 
of  Consols,  and  to  the  consequent  losses 
of  small  investors  through  the  Govern- 
ment in  that  security  by  depoeitors  in  the 
Post  Office  Savings  Bank  ;  and  if  he  can 
suggest  any  means  of  preventing  in  the 
future  such  losses  by  investors  in  the 
Post  Office  Savings  Bank. 


Thb  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Mr.  AsQuriH,  Fifeshire,  K) : 
I  am  aware  that  there  has  been  a  very 
considerable  decline  in  the  capital  value 
of  Consols,  to  the  extent  of  twenty-seven 
points  in  ten  years.  Holders  of  Consols 
through  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank 
who  may  find  it  necessary  to  realise  at 
present  prices  stock  which  they  purchased 
at  higher  prices  will  necessarily  incur  a 
loss,  but  the  risk  of  such  loss  is  one 
which  has  to  be  taken  by  all  purchasers 
of  securities  having  a  fluctuating  capital 
value,  and  I  see  no  reason  why  the 
Gk)vemment  should  be  asked  to  give 
preferential  treatment  to  any  particular 
class  of  holders  of  the  public  funds. 

Sir  HOWARD  VINCENT  gave  notice 
that  he  would  call  attention  to  this 
matter  on  the  Appropriation  Bill. 

Beer  Duty. 

Mr.  HERBERT  ROBERTS  (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  the  fact  that  during  the 
period  1900-6  there  has  been  a  decrease 
of  1*41  degrees  in  the  average  gravity  of 
beer  produced  in  the  United  Kingdom ; 
whether  this  represents  approximately 
a  diminution  of  £340,000  in  the  yield  of 
revenue  derived  from  this  source ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  will  consider  what 
action  can  be  taken  in  order  to  prevent 
a  further  reduction  of  revenue  from  this 
cause. 


Mr.  ASQUITH:  The  facts  are  as 
stated.  The  growing  preference  on  the 
part  of  the  public  for  lighter  beers  is,  I 
think,  apart  from  consideration  of 
revenue,  a  reason  for  satisfaction.     I  an\ 
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looking  into  the  question  whetker  such 
beers  are,  or  are  not,  in  proportion  to 
their  alcoholic  strength,  more  lightly 
taxed  than  beers  of  higher  gravity ;  but, 
even  if  it  can  be  shown  that  they  have  an 
advantage  in  this  respect,  I  do  not  at 
present  express  any  opinion  as  to  whether 
that  is  an  advantage  which  ought  to  be 
withdrawn. 


Coinage- 

♦Mr.  ESSEX  (Gloustershire,  Ciren- 
cester) :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  ChanceUor  of 
the  Exchequer,  whether  he  contemplates 
any  new  issue  of  the  lower  value  coins ; 
whether  he  will  consider  the  desirability 
of  adopting  instead  of  bronze  a  nickel  or 
other  lighter  alloy  in  a  convenient  form 
to  avoid  confusion  with  the  silver  coins  ; 
and  whether  he  will  beford  making  such 
issue  consider  the  nickel  coins  of  low 
denomination  lately  issued  in  Belgium. 


Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  no  evidence 
that  the  present  coinage  is  regarded  as 
other  than  satisfactory  by  the  public 
generally,  and,  in  the  absence  of  any 
general  demand  for  an  alteration,  I  should 
not  be  prepared  to  take  the  responsibility 
of  inteHfenng  with  it. 


Asylum  Attendants— Hours  of  Duty. 

Mr.  GEORGE  ROBERTS  (Norwich) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  he  has  yet 
caused  inquiry  to  be  made  from  the 
Lunacy  Commissioners  as  to  the  number 
of  hours  worked  by  asylum  attendants, 
and  the  percentage  of  these  attendants 
who  ultimately  suffer  from  lunacy;  if  so, 
can  he  state  the  results  of  such  inquiry ; 
and  whether  he  proposes  legislation  on 
the  matter. 


♦Tm  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Glad- 
STONB,  Leeds,  W.) :  I  be^  to  answer  this 
Question  on  behalf  of  my  right  hon.  friend. 
Information  on  this  subject  has  been 
collected  by  the  Commissioners  in  Lunacy. 
The  particulars  of  the  hours  during  which 
attendants  are  on  duty  cannot  well  be 
summarised,  but  the  returns  are  at  my 
hon.  friend's  disposal  at  the  Com- 
nitfsiopers'  office  whenever  he  may  care 
to  call  and  see  them.    It  appears  that 


during  the  last  five  years  fifty-two 
attendants  and  ex-attendants  (twenty- 
three  male  and  twenty-nine  female)  are 
known  to  have  become  insane ;  that  is  to 
say,  that,  roughly  speaking,  in  any  given 
year  '1  per  cent,  of  the  average  total 
number  of  attendants  employed  in 
asylums  become  insane.  This  figure  is 
slightly  in  excess  of  the  percentage  of 
insanity  in  the  general  population  be- 
tween the  ages  of  twenty  and  fifty-four. 
The  terms  on  which  asylum  attendants 
are  employed  is  a  matter  for  the  Visiting 
Committees,  and  I  do  not  propose  to  in- 
troduce legislation  on  the  subject. 


Rescue  Homes. 

Mr.  WEDGWOOD  (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  he  can 
say  how  many  girls  in  the  non-inspected 
rescue  homes  have  been  sent  there  with 
the  approval  of  the  justices ;  and  whether 
he  wul  direct  that  in  future  a  justice  of 
the  peace  shall  not  assent  to  any  girl 
being  sent  to  any  such  home. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE :  As  regards  the 
first  point  I  am  afraid  that  I  have  no  in- 
formation, and  as  regards  the  second 
point  I  have  no  jurismction  to  interfere. 

Mr.  WEDGWOOD :  Who  would  have 
jurisdiction? 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  cannot  say. 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  (Down,  N.) : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  obtain 
that  information  ? 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  have  no  power 
in  the  matter. 

Children  in  Charitable  Institutions. 
Mr.  WEDGWOOD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  has  any  information  to 
show  the  number  of  children  under 
twelve  years  of  age  and  under  twelve 
months  of  age  living  in,  or  whose  mothers 
are  living  in,  non-inspected  semi-chantable 
institutions  where  laundries  and  work- 
shops are  carried  on;  and  whether  he 
can    sUte    the    mortality    among    such 
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children,  or  obtain  any  report  as  to  the 
mortality  occurring. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  afraid  that 
I  have  no  such  information,  nor  have  I 
at  present  any  means  of  obtaining  it. 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  desirability 
of  introducing  legislation  giving  him 
power  to  obtain  this  information  1 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  already 
said  I  hope  to  bring  in  a  Bill  dealing 
with  these  matters. 

Wokingham  Motor  Fatality. 

♦Mr.  WEIR  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  on  the  17th  instant,  a  motor  car 
ran  into  a  funeral  as  it  was  about  to 
enter  St.  Paul's  Church,  Wokingham, 
resulting  in  the  death  of  an  old  lady  who 
was  standing  in  front  of  the  coffin  and 
bearers ;  will  he  ascertain  whether  this 
accident  was  due  to  reckless  driving; 
and,  if  so,  will  he  consider  the  expediency 
of  arranging  for  the  licence  of  the 
motorist  to  be  suspended. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE:  From  inquiries 
I  have  made  it  appears  that  at  the 
inquest  the  Coroner  s  Jury  brought  in  a 
verdict  of  accidental  death.  The  driver 
of  the  motor-car  was,  however,  arrested 
on  a  charge  of  manslaughter  and  the 
Justices  have  committed  him  for  trial 
at  the  next  autumn  assizes. 


vented  an  earlier  decision.  I  hope  to  be 
able  shortly  to  take  steps  to  improve  the 
service ;  and  my  representative  would 
be  glad  to  ascertain  the  local  opinicm  on 
the  question. 

Indian  Mails. 

Mr.  LAIDLAW  (Renfrewshire,  K) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster-General  if, 
when  settling  the  terms  of  the  new 
Indian  mail  contiact,  he  will  arrange  to 
have  the  time  fixed  for  the  arrival  of  the 
homeward  mail  in  London  at  least 
twenty-four  hours  before  the  departoro 
of  the  outward  mail,  during  the  greater 
part  of  the  year,  and  at  least  twelve  hours 
before  departure  during  the  monsoon 
season,  even  if  this  involves  departure 
from  Bombay  on  Friday  evening  instead 
of  Saturday. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  I  am  not 
prepared  to  commit  myself  in  any  way 
as  to  the  time  table  of  the  Indian  mafl 
service  under  a  new  contract ;  bat  the 
hon.  Member  may  rest  assured  that  I 
shall  endeavour  to  arrange  it  in  the 
mannor  best  suited  to  the  different 
interests  which  have  to  be  consulted. 

Mail  Van  Contracts. 

Mr.  ASHLEY :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master-General if  he  can  now  state  the 
result  of  his  inquiries  into  the  condi- 
tions under  which  contracts  for  mail  van 
work  are  carried  on. 


Postal  Arrangements. 

Mr.  KENDALL  (Gloucestershire, 
Thorabury):  I  bog  to  ask  the  Post 
master-General  whether  he  has  now  com- 
pleted his  departmental  inquiries  into  the 
postal  inconveniences  from  which  the  in- 
habitants of  Tormarton,  Gloucestershire, 
are  suffering ;  if  not,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  two  months  have  elapsed  since  ho 
promised  to  investigate  the  matter  ;  and, 
if  the  desires  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Tormarton  are  not  fully  understood, 
whether  he  can  arrange  for  a  Post  Office 
official  to  meet  a  small  deputation  on  the 
spot  to  consider  the  matter. 

The  POSTMASTER-GENEKAL  (Mr. 
Sydney  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets, 
Poplar) :  I  regret  the  delay.  But 
various  local    circumstan'^es    have    pre- 


Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  I  am  pur 
suing  my  inquiries  on  this  subject,  but 
they  will  necessarily  occupy  some  time, 
and  am  I  not  yet  in  a  position  to  make 
any  general  statement  as  to  the  result. 

Canadian  Mails  and  Moville. 
The  Marquess  of  HAMILTON  (Lon- 
donderry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmrster- 
General  if  he  can  state  if  the  Allan  Line 
h.-ivo  come  to  a  definite  conclusion  as  to 
the  abandonment  of  Moville  as  a  port  of 
call  for  the  Canadian  mails. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  The 
Canadian  Government,  with  whom  the 
final  decision  rested,  has  now  informed  me 
that  it  finds  itself  compelled,  in  connection 
with  the  acceleration  of  the  Canadian 
mail  service,  to  abandon  Moville  as  a 
port  of  call  for  the  direct  packets.  It 
is  stated  that   this  decision    hss    been 
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arrived  at  most  reluctantly  and  after 
careful  consideration  of  the  strong  protest 
made  by  the  British  Post  Office  against 
the  change.  I  have  from  the  first  pointed 
out  the  postal  disadvantages  which  will 
accrue  from  the  abandonment  of  the 
Moville  call,  and  T  regret  the  decision  at 
which  the  Dominion  Government  have 
arrived. 

The  Art  Gallery  at  Millbank. 

♦Mr.  p.  W.  WILSON  (St.  Pancras,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
WorKs  whether  it  is  proposed  to  atilise 
the  space  behind  the  National  Gallery 
of  Art,  at  Millbank,  for  the  purpose  of 
building  a  new  Stationery  Office  or 
other  Government  Office ;  and,  seeing 
that  such  building,  if  erected,  would 
render  it  impossible  to  make  additions 
to  the  Art  Gallery,  which  is  becoming 
overcrowded  with  pictures,  whether  he 
will  consider  the  advisability  of  reserving 
this  ground  for  the  extension  of  the 
Gallery. 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Harcourt,  Lancashire, 
Rossendale) :  The  reply  to  the  first  para- 
graph is  in  the  affirmative ;  in  acconiance 
with  a  scheme  sanctioned  by  my  prede- 
cessor it  was  proposed  to  build  the 
Stationery  Office  upon  the  vacant  land 
behind  the  National  Gallery  of  Art  at 
Millbank.  The  extensions  originally  con- 
templated when  the  site  was  offered  by 
the  Government  to  Sir  Henry  Tate  in 
1893  have  already  been  made.  I  will 
make  inquiry  as  to  the  future  needs  of 
the  Gallery,  and  will  reconsider  the 
matter  before  next  year's  Estimates  are 
framed.  I  may  mention  that  some  space 
is  still  reserved  for  the  purpose  of  the 
Gallery. 

Bichmond  Park. 

Mr.  BOULTON  (Huntingdonshire, 
Ramsey) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Fii-st  Com- 
missioner of  Works  if  he  is  awarj  uf  the 
condition  of  the  roads  in  Richmon  I  Park ; 
and  if  he  will  give  instructions  for  a 
better  system  of  watering  and  procure 
the  services  of  a  steam  roller  in  lieu  of 
the  one-horse  roller  at  present  in  use. 

Mr.  harcourt  :  I  am  aware  that, 
owing  to  the  prolonged  drought,  the 
condition  of  the  roads  m  Richmond  Park 
has  suffered  a  good  deal.  There  are  no 
funds  available  for  much  extra  watering 


and  rolling  this  year.  In  the  next 
financial  year  I  hope  it  may  be  possible 
to  purchase  a  motor  roller. 

Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  (Orkney 
and  Shetland)  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  would  either  limit 
the  speed  of  motor  cars  in  Richmond  Park 
or  stop  them  altogether. 

Mr.  harcourt  asked  for  notice  of 
the  question  as  to  limiting  speed,  adding 
that  there  would  be  no  excess  of  speed  in 
the  motor  roller. 

Westminster  County  Court- 

Mr.  NIELD  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
whether  it  is  intended  to  rebuild  the  West 
minster  County  Court,  and,  if  so,  when 
such  works  of  rebuilding  are  likely  to  be 
commenced ;  whether  plans  have  been  pre- 
pared of  the  proposea  works,  and  if  the 
same  have  been  approved  by  the  local 
authority  and  by  the  Judge  and  officials 
of  the  Court ;  and,  if  not,  whether  such 
approval  will  be  required  before  the 
building  is  commenced. 

Mr.  harcourt  :  The  reply  to  the 
first  paragraph  is  in  the  affirmative.  The 
work  of  rebuilding  will  be  begun  so  soon 
2is  a  contract  can  be  made.  Sketch  plans 
have  been  prepared  and  have  been  seen 
by  the  Judge  and  re^trar  of  the  Court, 
and  the  building  will  be  carried  out  as 
far  as  possible  to  meet  their  wishes.  But 
I  am  unable  to  give  uny  undertaking 
such  as  is  suggested  in  the  concluding 
paragraph  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question. 
The  local  authority  has  no  jurisdiction. 

8eamen*8  Bemittances— Deductions. 

Major  SEELY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  can  see  his  way  to  remit  that  part  of 
the  charge  of  three  pence  in  the  pound 
levied  on  the  remittance  home  of  British 
seamen's  wages  from  Hamburg  and  other 
foreign  ports,  which  is  now  retained  by 
the  Board  of  Trade. 

The  secretary  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Kearley,  Devonport) : 
The  whole  question  to  which  my  hon. 
and  gallant  friend  refers  is  still  under 
consideration  by  the  three  Departments 
concerned,  viz.,  the  Treasury,  the  Foreign 
Office,  and  the  Board  of  Trade;  and  I 
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would,  including,  capitation  bonus  and 
increment,  amount  to  £80  15s. ;  and 
whether  considering  his  increased  duties 
and  responsibilities,  as  well  as  the  more 
important  services  rendered  to  the  State 
by  him,  steps  will  be  taken  to  have  his 
salary  reasonably  increased. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  beg  to  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  my  Answer  to  his  previous 
Question  on  June  19th,t  and  to  the 
statement  which  I  forwarded  to  him 
on  that  date.  The  Commissioners  of 
National  Education  inform  me  that  Mr. 
Murphy's  salary  and  emoluments  amount 
to  about  £76  per  annum,  whereas  if  he 
had  remained  an  assistant  teacher  his 
income  would  have  been  £72.  The 
matter  is  entirely  one  for  the  Commis- 
sioners. 

Leitrim  Evicted  Tenants. 

Mr.  T.  SMYTH :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenai  t 
of  Ireland  if  the  Estates  Commissioners 
have  received  applications  for  reinstate- 
ment from  the  following  evicted  tenants, 
viz.,  Michael  Dolan,  John  Kennedy, 
Constantine  Kennedy,  Thomas  Prior, 
Michael  Dolan,  Sarah  Prior,  Michael 
McGrail,  Owen  McGrail,  Edward 
McManus,  Margaret  McTeague,  and 
Mary  Kerrigan,  all  of  whom  were 
evicted  from  their  holdings  on  the 
Marsham  estate,  in  the  county  Leitrim ; 
and  if  he  will  direct  the  attention  of 
the  inspector  of  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners to  these  cases,  as  all  the  farms 
are  in  the  occupation  of  planters. 

Mr.  BRYCE:  The  Estates  Commis- 
sioners inform  me  that  they  have 
received  applications  for  reinstatement 
from  the  evicted  tenants  named  in  the 
Question,  and  will  have  the  cases  in- 
quired into  by  an  inspector  in  due 
course. 

MacgiUycuddy  Estate.  Kerry.  I 

Mr.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  in  the  sale  of  the  MacgiUycuddy 
estate,  Beaufort,  Kerry,  sale  is  refused  to 
Mrs.  Elizabeth  Joy,  of  Ardraw,  because 
her  husband  refuses  to  give  up  a  small 
parcel  of  land  which  he  has  held  for  thirty- 
six  years  ;  that  an  agreement  for  purchase 

t  See  (4)  Debatis,  clix.,  44. 


was  signed  by  Mrs.  E.  Joy  for  her  farm 
in  November,  1901,  and  an  annuity  on  the 
purchase  money  at  the  rate  of  4  per  ceot. 
paid  since  then  by  her  regularly ;  and 
that,  now  in  order  to  coerce  her  husband 
to  give  up  his  legal  rights,  she  has  been 
threatened  with  a  writ  for  £97,  the 
difference  between  her  old  rent  and  the 
annuity  since  1901,  while,  in  reality, 
nothing  is  due  from  her ;  and  whether  he 
proposes  to  take  any,  and,  if  any,  what 
steps  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  BRYCE:  The  Estates  Ccraa- 
missioners  inform  me  that  eighty-ooe 
agreements  for  purchase,  dated  April 
25th  last,  have  recently  been  lodged  with 
them  in  respect  of  the  MacgiSycuddy 
estate.  No  agreement  in  the  case  of 
Mrs.  Joy  has  been  lodged  either  with  the 
Estates  Commissioners  or,  prior  to  the 
Act  of  1903,  with  the  Land  Commission ; 
and  no  annuity  or  interest  has  therefore 
beencollected  by  either  body.  The  Estates 
Commissioners  have  no  information  that 
Mrs.  Joy  signed  an  agreement  for 
purchase  in  1901,  nor  have  they  any 
knowledge  of  the  differences  alleged  to 
exist  between  her  and  the  owner.  The 
Commissioners,  however,  will,  when 
dealing  with  the  estate,  inquire  as  to  the 
exclusion  of  Mrs.  Joy  from  the  proceedings 
for  sale. 

Irish  Local  Goyemment  Betnm. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
I  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  has 
now  ascertained  if  the  official  circular  to 
the  staff  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
of  June  6th,  1905,  contained,  in  every  case 
under  the  heading  "  Place  of  Education," 
the  entry,  "  Information  not  available  "  ; 
whether  the  members  of  the  staff  were 
explicitly  informed  that  the  Board  pro- 
posed to  answer  the  query  in  that  form  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  any  official 
objecting  to  that  entry  would  thus  have 
invited  the  displeasure  of  his  superior 
officers ;  whether  he  can  state  why  the 
officials  were  not  asked  whether  they 
were  willing  to  supply  the  information 
ordered  to  be  supplied  by  the  Parliament 
which  votes  their  salaries ;  whether  the 
circular  was  issued  by  the  Assistant 
Secretary,  at  the  direction  of  the  Vice- 
President  ;  whether  either  of  them  acted 
at  the  instance  or  with  the  knowledge  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  of  the  time;  and 
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whether  the  Gk)vernment  sanctioned  the 
conduct  of  permanent  officials  in  Dublin 
Castle  in  suggesting  to  their  subdrdinatas 
to  refuse  to  supply  the  information  called 
for  by  order  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

*Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  have  ascertained  that 
the  circular  contained  all  the  information 
which  the  Local  Government  Board 
possessed,  and  that  under  the  heading 
*'  Place  of  Education "  the  entry  was 
"  No  information  available/'  The  circu- 
lar statdd  that  it  was  proposed  to  send 
the  information  in  that  form  subject  to 
any  correction  which  the  perion  con- 
cerned desired  to  make.  I  am  informed 
that  if  an  offioial  had  objectei  tj  the 
entrVy  he  would  have  incurred  no  o.hcial 
displeasure.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  many 
officials  of  the  board,  in  response  to  the 
circular,  supplied  information  as  to  their 
place  of  education,  and  incurred 
no  displeasure  by  so  doing.  The 
officials  were  not  directly  asked  to  supply 
information  as  to  their  place  of  eauca- 
tion,  because  the  then  Attorney-General 
for  Ireland  had  advised,  and  had  so  in- 
formed this  House,  that  heads  of  depart- 
ments had  no  legal  right  to  demand  this 
information,  and  that  civil  servants  could 
not  be  obliged  to  supply  it.  The  circular 
was  issued  by  the  direction  of  the  Vice- 
President  and  with  the  authority  of  the 
then  Chief  Secretary,  whose  instructions 
were  that  the  Board  should  furnish  all 
the  official  information  in  their  possession, 
and  should  let  each  official  see  the  pro- 
posed return  and  add  any  information 
concerning  himself  which  he  desired  to 
give.  I  am  informed  that  it  is  not  the 
case  that  permanent  officials  suggested  to 
their  subordinates  to  refuse  to  supply 
the  information  called  for  by  order  of 
this  House. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  inquired  why  the 
officials  were  not  asked  whether  they 
were  willing  to  supply  the  information 
ordered  to  be  supplied  by  the  Parliament 
which  voted  their  salaries? 

*Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  have  answered  that. 
The  then  Attorney-General  said  the 
officials  could  not  be  required  to  give 
the  information,  and,  therefore,  it  was 
thought  that  no  question  in  the  nature  of 
a  summons  should  be  addressed  to  them, 
but  as  a  matter  of  fact,  many  of  them 
voluntarily  supplied  the  information 
themselves. 


Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  ( Waterford) : 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think  it 
a  proper  thing  for  the  head  office  in 
Dublin  when  s'^nding  round  a  circular 
asking  for  information  in  accordance  with 
the  decision  of  this  House  to  fill  up  in 
advance  in  Dublin  one  of  the  columns 
with  the  statement  that  no  information 
was  available?  Is  UDt  that  a  direst  hint 
to  the  officials  not  to  supply  the  infor- 
mation ? 

*Mr.  BRYCE  :  It  is  not  for  me  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  about  the  action  of  my 
predecessor.  [Nationalist  cries  of 
"  Why  ? "]  Because  I  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  matter,  and  it  is  becmse  I  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  matter  now ;  but,  as 
I  say,  the  Vice-President  informs  me  that 
these  matters  took  place  in  pursuance  of 
the  opinion  given  by  the  then  Attorney- 
General  by  which  he  considered  himself 
to  be  bound. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND :  Is  it  not  a 
perfectly  proper  Question  to  put  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  approves 
of  the  action  of  his  predecessor  in  this 
matter  ? 

♦Mr.  BRYCE  :  No,  Sir,  I  do  not  think 
so.  As  the  matter  is  not  one  that  is 
before  mo  it  is  n)t  necessary  for  me  to 
express  an  opinion,  especially  as  the 
opinion  of  the  then  Attorney-General 
appears  to  have  been  the  governing 
factor.  .  - 

Mr.  MACVEAGH:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  circular  only 
came  to  light  within  the  past  week  ? 


♦Mr.  BRYCE :  I  am  not  aware. 


ig 


Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  the  reason  that  no  information 
was  available  was  because  the  officials 
were  left  to  their  own  opinions  1      ^ 

♦Mr.  BRYCE :  No,  it  was  because  it 
was  thought  that  there  was  no  right  to 
ask  for  it. 

Biyer  Shimna  Fishery. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  £arl  Annesley, 
through  himself  or  his  servants,  is 
allowed  to  fish  in  any  part  of  the  River 
Shimna,  Newcastle,  from  which  oihersi 
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would,  including,  capitation  bonus  and 
increment,  amount  to  £80  15s. ;  and 
whether  considering  his  increased  duties 
and  responsibilities,  as  well  as  the  more 
important  services  rendered  to  the  State 
by  him,  steps  will  be  taken  to  have  bis 
salary  reasonably  increased. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  beg  to  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  my  Answer  to  his  previous 
Question  on  June  19th,t  and  to  the 
statement  which  I  forwarded  to  him 
on  that  date.  The  Commissioners  of 
National  Education  inform  me  that  Mr. 
Murphy's  salary  and  emoluments  amount 
to  about  £76  per  annum,  whereas  if  he 
had  remained  an  assistant  teacher  his 
income  would  have  been  £72.  The 
matter  is  entirely  one  for  the  Commis- 
sioners. 

Leitrim  Evicted  Tenants. 

Mr.  T.  SMYTH :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenai  t 
of  Ireland  if  the  Estates  Commissioners 
have  received  applications  for  reinstate- 
ment from  the  following  evicted  tenants, 
viz.,  Michael  Dolan,  John  Kennedy, 
Constantine  Kennedy,  Thomas  Prior, 
Michael  Dolan,  Sarah  Prior,  Michael 
McGrail,  Owen  McGrail,  Edward 
McManus,  Margaret  McTeague,  and 
Mary  Kerrigan,  all  of  whom  were 
evicted  from  their  holdings  on  the 
Marsham  estate,  in  the  county  Leitrim ; 
and  if  he  will  direct  the  attention  of 
the  inspector  of  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners to  these  cases,  as  all  the  farms 
are  in  the  occupation  of  planters. 

Mr.  BRYCE:  The  Estates  Commis- 
sioners inform  me  that  they  have 
received  applications  for  reinstatement 
from  the  evicted  tenants  named  in  the 
Question,  and  will  have  the  cases  in- 
quired into  by  an  inspector  in  due 
course. 

Macgillycuddy  Estate.  Kerry.) 

Mr,  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  in  the  sale  of  the  Macgillycuddy 
estate,  Beaufort,  Kerry,  sale  is  refused  to 
Mrs.  Elizabeth  Joy,  of  Ardraw,  because 
her  husband  refuses  to  give  up  a  small 
parcel  of  land  which  he  has  held  for  thirty- 
six  years  ;  that  an  agreement  for  purchase 

t  See  (4)  DehatiS,  clix.,  44. 


was  signed  by  Mrs.  E.  Joy  for  her  fann 
in  November,  1901,  and  an  annuity  on  the 
purchase  money  at  the  rate  of  4  per  cent, 
paid  since  then  by  her  regularly ;  and 
that,  now  in  order  to  coerce  her  husband 
to  give  up  his  legal  rights,  she  has  been 
threatened  with  a  writ  for  £97,  the 
difference  between  her  old  rent  and  the 
annuity  since  1901,  while,  in  reality, 
nothing  is  due  from  her ;  and  whether  he 
proposes  to  take  any,  and,  if  any,  what 
steps  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  BRYCE:  The  Estates  Com- 
missioners inform  me  that  eighty-ooe 
agreements  for  purchase,  dated  April 
25th  last,  have  recently  been  lodged  with 
them  in  respect  of  the  Macgillycaddy 
estate.  No  agreement  in  the  case  <^ 
Mrs.  Joy  has  been  lodged  either  with  the 
Estates  Commissioners  or,  prior  to  the 
Act  of  1903,  with  the  Land  Uommission  ; 
and  no  annuity  or  interest  has  therefore 
been  collected  by  either  body.  The  Estates 
Commissioners  have  no  information  that 
Mrs.  Joy  signed  an  agreement  for 
purchase  in  1901,  nor  have  they  any 
knowledge  of  the  differences  alleged  to 
exist  between  her  and  the  owner.  The 
Commissioners,  however,  will,  when 
dealing  with  the  estate,  inquire  as  to  the 
exclusion  of  Mrs.  Joy  from  the  proceedings 
for  sale. 

Irish  Local  Goyemment  Betnm. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.) :  I  h^ 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  has 
now  ascertained  if  the  official  circular  to 
the  staff  of  the  Local  GU)vernment  Board 
of  June  6  th,  1905,  contained,  in  every  case 
under  the  heading  "  Place  of  Education," 
the  entry,  "  Information  not  available  "  ; 
whether  the  members  of  the  staff  were 
explicitly  informed  that  the  Board  pro- 
posed to  answer  the  query  in  that  form  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  any  official 
objecting  to  that  entry  would  thus  have 
invited  the  displeasure  of  his  superior 
officers ;  whether  he  can  state  why  the 
officials  were  not  asked  whether  they 
were  willing  to  supply  the  information 
ordered  to  be  supplied  by  the  Parliament 
which  votes  their  salaries ;  whether  the 
circular  was  issued  by  the  Assistant 
Secretary,  at  the  direction  of  the  Vice- 
President  ;  whether  either  of  them  acted 
at  the  instance  or  with  the  knowledge  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  of  the  time;  and 
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^whether  the  Gk)vernment  sanctioned  the 
conduct  of  permanent  officials  in  Dublin 
Castle  in  suggesting  to  their  subardinatjs 
to  refuse  to  supply  the  information  called 
for  by  order  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

*Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  have  ascertained  that 
the  circular  contained  all  the  information 
which  the  Local  Government  Board 
possessed,  and  that  under  the  heading 
**  Place  of  Education "  the  entry  was 
"  No  information  available/'  The  circu- 
lar statdd  that  it  was  proposed  to  send 
the  information  in  that  form  subject  to 
any  correction  which  the  perjon  con- 
cerned desired  to  make.  I  am  informed 
that  if  an  official  had  objectei  tj  the 
entrv,  he  would  have  incurred  no  o.hcial 
displeasure.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  many 
officials  of  the  board,  in  response  to  the 
circular,  supplied  information  as  to  their 
place  of  education,  and  incurred 
no  displeasure  by  so  doing.  The 
officials  were  not  directly  asked  to  supply 
information  as  to  their  place  of  educa- 
tion, because  the  then  Attorney-General 
for  Ireland  had  advised,  and  had  so  in- 
formed this  House,  that  heads  of  depart- 
ments had  no  legal  right  to  demand  this 
information,  and  that  civil  servants  could 
not  be  obliged  to  supply  it.  The  circular 
was  issued  by  the  direction  of  the  Vice- 
President  and  with  the  authority  of  the 
then  Chief  Secretary,  whose  instructions 
were  that  the  Board  should  furnish  all 
the  official  information  in  their  possession, 
and  should  let  each  official  see  the  pro- 
posed return  and  add  any  information 
concerning  himself  which  he  desired  to 
give.  I  am  informed  that  it  is  not  the 
case  that  permanent  officials  suggested  to 
their  subordinates  to  refuse  to  supply 
the  information  called  for  by  order  of 
this  House. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  inquired  why  the 
officials  were  not  asked  whether  they 
were  willing  to  supply  the  information 
ordered  to  be  supplied  by  the  Parliament 
which  voted  their  salaries? 

*Mr.  BRYCE :  I  have  answered  that. 
The  then  Attorney-General  said  the 
officials  could  not  bo  required  to  give 
the  information,  and,  therefore,  it  was 
thought  that  no  question  in  the  nature  of 
a  summons  should  be  addressed  to  them, 
bat  as  a  matter  of  fact,  many  of  them 
voluntarily  supplied  the  information 
themselves. 


Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  ( Waterford) : 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think  it 
a  proper  thing  for  the  head  office  in 
Dublin  when  sending  round  a  circular 
asking  for  information  in  accordance  with 
the  decision  of  chis  House  to  fill  up  in 
advance  in  Dublin  one  of  the  columns 
with  the  statement  that  no  information 
was  available?  Is  UDt  that  a  direst  hint 
to  the  officials  not  to  supply  the  infor- 
mation ? 

*Mr.  BRYCE  :  It  is  not  for  me  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  about  the  action  of  my 
predecessor.  [Nationalist  cries  of 
"  Why  ? "]  Because  I  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  mitter,  and  it  is  becmse  I  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  matter  now ;  but,  as 
I  say,  the  Vice-President  informs  me  that 
these  matters  took  place  in  pursuance  of 
the  opinion  given  by  the  then  Attorney- 
General  by  which  he  considered  himself 
to  be  bound. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND :  Is  it  not  a 
perfectly  proper  Question  to  put  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  approves 
of  the  action  of  his  predecessor  in  this 
matter  ? 

♦Mr.  BRYCE  :  No,  Sir,  I  do  not  think 
so.  As  the  matter  is  not  one  that  is 
before  mo  it  is  n  )t  necessary  for  me  to 
express  an  opinion,  especially  as  the 
opinion  of  the  then  Attorney-General 
appe;irs  to  have  been  the  governing 
factor.  .  - 

Mr.  MACVEAGH:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  circular  only 
came  to  light  within  the  past  week  ? 


♦Mr.  BRYCE :  I  am  not  aware. 


Ul 


Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  Dhe  reason  that  no  information 
was  available  was  because  the  officials 
were  left  to  their  own  opinions  1      ^ 

♦Mr.  BRYCE :  No,  it  was  because  it 
was  thought  that  there  was  no  right  to 
ask  for  it. 

Biyer  Shimna  Fishery. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  Earl  Annesley, 
through  himself  or  his  servants,  is 
allowed  to  fish  in  any  part  of  the  River 
Shimna,  Newcastle,  from  which  oihersi 


719 


Qtiedions. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 


».- 


'20 


who  are  fishermen  by  trade,  are  prohi- 
bited from  fishing;  and,  if  so,  on  what 
grounds. 

Mb.  BRYGE  :  I  understand  that  if  the 
Earl  of  Annesley  is  a  riparian  proprietor 
along  the  fresh  waters  of  the  River 
l^himna  he  would  have  rights  of  fishing 
in  such  fresh  waters  not  enjoyed  by  the 
public.  Under  the  Statute  Law,  netting 
for  salmon  in  tidal  waters  is  illegal  within 
certain  distances  of  the  defined  mouths 
of  rivers,  except  by  owners  of  several 
fisheries  therein.  The  mouth  of  the 
River  Shimna  has  been  defined.  The 
Department  of  Agriculture  understand 
that  Lord  Annesley  claims  a  several 
fishery  in  the  vicinity  of  the  mouth  of 
the  river,  but  it  is  not  for  the  Depart- 
ment to  decide  whether  this  claim  is 
justified  or  not. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  under  the  Act  of 
1842  Lord  Annesley  cannot  be  deemed 
to  own  the  fishery  until  he  has  paid 
rates  for  ten  years,  whereas  he  only 
began  to  pay  them  two  years  ago  when 
Newcastle  became  an  urban  district. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  That  is  a  question  of 
law  which  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Attorney-General. 

Irish  Petty  Sessions  Olerkships. 

Mr.  LUNDON  (Limerick,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  ex-police- 
men are  eligible  for  the  position  of 
clerkship  of  petty  sessions  in  Ireland  up 
to  the  age  of  45  years,  whilst  civilians 
are  ineligible  for  the  same  position  when 
they  exceed  40  years ;  and,  if  so,  will  he 
say  why  this  preference  is  given  to  one 
class  beyond  the  other. 

Mr.  BRYCE :  The  general  limits  of 
age  for  the  appointment  of  Clerk  of 
Petty  Sessions  are  21  and  40  years,  but 
the  higher  limit  is  extended  to  50  years 
in  the  case  of  ex-members  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary,  magistrates,  barris- 
ters, solicitors,  solicitors'  clerks,  and 
assistants  to  Petty  Sessions  clerks.  The 
reason  for  this  extension  is  that  all  these 
persons  are  presumed  to  have  already 
acquired  a  knowledge  of  Petty  Sessions 
law  and  procedure. 


Teaching  of  the  Irish  Languaje. 
Mr.  BOL  and  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether,  when  the  manager 
of  a  national  school  applies  to  tho  Coti- 
missioners  for  sanction  to  introduce  tho 
bilingual  programme,  is  the  sanctioo 
given  or  refused  on  the  report  of  a 
competent  Irish-speaking  inspector  or  od 
the  report  of  an  inspector  who  knows 
little  or  no  Irish. 

Mr.  BRYCE :  The  Commissionefs  oC 
National  Education  inform  me  that  when 
a  manager  makes  application  for  the 
introduction  of  the  bilingual  programme 
into  his  schools,  the  inspector  of  the 
district  reports  on  the  application.  If 
the  Commissioners  have  any  doubt  as  to 
the  soundness  of  the  recommendation 
made  by  the  local  inspector,  the  case  k 
usually  sent  to  one  of  the  special  in- 
spectors of  Irish  for  an  independent 
report,  before  a  decision  is  given  by  Uie 
Board. 

Mr.  BOL  and  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  Statement  on  pa^e  6  of  the 
Report  on  the  Welsh  Intermediate  Edu- 
cation system,  that  the  chief  inspector 
reports  that,  during  the  past  year  2,180 
pupils  in  fifty-three  schools  received 
instruction  in  the  Welsh  language,  an 
increase  of  352  in  the  number  of  pupih, 
and  of  eight  in  the  number  of  schools, 
and  that,  in  three  or  four  years,  at  the 
present  rate  of  progress,  the  Welsh 
language  will  attain  to  a  satisfactory 
position  in  the  county  schools ;  and  will 
he  direct  the  attention  of  the  National 
Board  in  Ireland  to  this  Statement,  with 
a  view  to  its  being  placed  in  the  hands  of 
those  of  its  inspectors  who  may  still  have 
doubt  as  to  the  value  of  a  bilingual 
system. 

Mr.  BRYCE:  I  have  seen  the  state- 
ment to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  attention  of 
the  Commissioners  of  National  Education 
has  also  been  drawn  to  it.  I  should, 
however,  remind  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  statement  refers  to  secondary  schools 
and  not  to  elementary  schools  such  as  the 
National  Board  administer.  The  question 
of  placing  the  statement  in  the  hands  of 
inspectors  is  one  for  the  Commissioners 
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to  decide,  but  the  policy  of  the  Commis- 
sioners in  regard  to  bilingual  teaching  is 
of  course  determined  hy  themselves,  and 
not  by  their  inspectors. 

King's  County  Police. 

Mb.  REDDY  (King's  Ck)unty,  Birr) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will  say 
what  is  the  population  of  Shinrone,  a 
village  in  King's  County ;  whether  it  is  a 
police  district  headquarters;  can  he  say 
now  many  constables,  in  addition  to  the 
district  inspector  and  head  constaUe,  are 
stationed  there ;  whether,  seeing  that  the 
salary  of  the  hcMui  constable  is  £104  per 
annum  with  apartments,  and  that  his 
time  is  occupied  in  doing  the  work  of 
the  district  inspector,  who  merely  signs 
Returns  prepared  for  him,  he  will  say 
what  steps,  if  any,  he  proposes  to  take  to 
abolish  or  bring  within  reasonable  limits 
the  unnecessary  office  of  district  inspector ; 
and  what  is  the  salary  of  a  district 
inspector,  cost  of  uniform,  and  travelling 
allowances. 

Mr.  BRYCE:  I  am  informed  that 
Shinrone  has  a  population  of  about  350. 
It  is  a  constabulary  district  headquarters 
composed  of  four  sub-districts.  The 
nominal  strength  of  the  station  is  one 
sergeant  and  six  constables,  in  addition  to 
the  district  inspector  and  head  constable. 
The  salary  of  the  head  constable  is  £91 
per  annum,  with  apartments.  It  is,  I  am 
informed,  not  the  case  that  the  head 
constable  does  the  work  of  the  district 
inspector ;  each  officer  has  his  own  proper 
work.  Steps  are  being  taken  to  abolish 
district  headquarters  which  are  no  longer 
necessary.  Nine  have  been  abolished 
during  the  past  three  years,  and  further 
reductions  are  under  consideration.  The 
salary  of  a  district  inspector  ranges  from 
£125  to  £300  per  annum.  A  district 
inspector  also  receives  allowances  for 
forage,  servant,  and  lodging,  amounting 
to  about  £130  per  annum.  He  provides 
his  own  uniform,  and  receives  no  allowance 
for  travelling  within  his  district. 

Irish  Trade  Beports. 

Mr.  BOLAND:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Foreign  Office  is  prepared  to  give  every 
facility  for  the  publication,  in  a  succinct 
form,  of  all  the  special  Reports  about 
Irisfi  trade  which  are  now  appearing  from 


time  to  time  in  the  Consular  Reports; 
and  whether  the  Department  of  Agricul* 
ture  will  on  the  completion  of  these 
Consular  Reports  for  1905,  undertake 
the  publication  in  one  volume  of  these 
special  references  to  Irish  trade  in  con- 
sequence of  the  widespread  interest  they 
have  aroused  in  Ireland  and  with  a  view 
to  stimulating  the  trade  of  Ireland  with 
foreign  countries. 

Mr.  BRYCE:  The  Department  of 
Agriculture  will  consider  whether  ex- 
tracts relating  to  Irish  trade  taken  from 
the  Consular  Reports  referred  to  can, 
with  advantage,  be  collated  and  reprinted 
with  the  Reports  on  the  imports  and 
exports  of  Ireland  for  1905  which  will  be 
issued  by  the  Department  in  the  course 
of  this  year. 

TheBoyal  Irish  Constabnlary. 

Mr.  REDDY :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-i  lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether,  in  view  of  the  retrench- 
ment taking  place  in  the  Army  and 
Navy,  any  steps  will  be  taken  to  reduce 
the  police  in  Ireland ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  county  and  district  inspectors 
spend  the  principal  part  of  their  time  in 
sport  and  amusement  while  the  duties 
they  are  supposed  to  discharge  are  done 
by  a  head  constable  or  sergeant ;  will  he 
say  if  the  police  stations  at  Bracklin, 
Crinkle,  Killouehy,  Kilmalogue,  and 
Clonfanlough,  King's  County,  can  be 
abolished,  as  these  stations  are  in  close 
proximity  to  others  and  in  a  district  free 
from  crime;  and  whether  he  is  aware 
that  Bracklin  is  within  three  miles  of 
TuUamore,  where  there  is  a  staff  of 
twenty  police. 

Mr.  BRYCE :  The  question  of  reduc- 
tion in  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary, 
in  accordance  with  the  scheme  prepared 
in  1903  by  the  late  Government,  is  under 
consideration.  In  that  connection,  the 
cases  of  the  stations  named  in  the  Ques- 
tion will  receive  attention.  Seven  police 
stations  in  King's  County  were  abolished 
last  year.  The  present  force  at  TuUa- 
more station  consists  of  thirteen  police- 
men. I  have  no  reason  to  think  that 
county  or  district  inspectors,  or  any 
mombers  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary, 
permit  sport  or  amusement  to  interfere 
with  the  due  discharge  of  their  official 
I  duties. 
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Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND:  Has  the 
scheme  for  the  reduction  of  the  Boyal 
Irish  Coustabulary  initiated  by  the  late 
Government  been  dropped  1 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  It  has  been  suspended 
to  a  certain  extent. 

Newcastle  (Coimty  Down)  Foreshore. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  is  aware  that  at  the  time  of 
thvJ  grant  to  Earl  Annesley  of  a  lease 
of  the  foreshore  at  Newcastle,  county 
Down,  an  undertaking  was  given  by  the 
Department  that  the  Town  Commissioners 
would  be  consulted  before  Earl  Annesley 
would  be  allowed  to  remove  sand  or 
gravel ;  and  whether  the  Commissioners 
were  consulted  ¥rith  regard  to  the  permis- 
sion recently  given. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  :  I  am  aware  that  the 
undertaking  referred  to  was  given,  and  it 
has  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
been  carried  out.  The  undertaking  was 
given  on  May  13th  of  last  year,  and  soon 
after  the  Board  of  Trade  informed  the 
Town  Commissioners  that  Lord  Annesley 
had  applied  for  permission  to  remove  sand 
and  shingle  from  the  foreshore  recently 
leased  to  him  by  the  Board  of  Trade. 
The  town  commissioners  objected  to  the 
removal  of  sand  and  shingle  from  any 
portion  of  the  foreshore  within  the  limits 
of  the  township.  They  pointed  out, 
however,  that  the  northern  portion  of  the 
leased  foreshore  is  not  within  the  limits 
of  the  township,  and  in  regard  to  this 
portion  they  stated  they  did  not  desire 
to  make  any  representation  and  sand  and 
gravel  could  be  obtained  therefrom.  In 
accordance  with  this  suggestion  the  Board 
of  Trade  gave  Lord  Annesley  permission 
to  remove  sand  or  gravel  during  a  period 
of  twelve  months  from  the  shore  north  of 
the  township.  They  informed  the  Town 
Commissioners  of  their  action  and  received 
no  objection  from  them.  The  Board  in 
reply  to  a  recent  application  have  con- 
sented to  a  further  limited  quantity  being 
removed,  but  confined  to  the  same 
northern  area.  As  the  Town  Commis- 
sioners had  stated  on  the  previous  occa- 
sion that  they  did  not  desire  to  make 
any  representation  as  to  the  removal  of 
materials  from  the  northern  part  of  the 
leased  foreshore,  the  Board  did  not  con- 
sider it  necessary  to  communicate  any 
further  with  them. 


Mr.  MACVEAGH  gave  notice  of  a 
further  Question  for  Monday. 

Harbour  Grants  for  Scotland. 
Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  a  Committee  was  appointed 
in  1899  to  consider  applications  for  mone- 
tary grants  in  aid  of  harbours,  will  he  state 
the  conditions  under  which  grants  are 
made,  the  number  of  applications  received 
for  grants  in  aid  of  harbours  in  Scotland, 
the  number  of  cases  in  which  grants  have 
been  made,  and  the  amount  of  the  re- 
spective grants. 

Mr.  KEARLEY :  The  conditions  laid 
down  by  the  Treasury  for  the  guidance 
of  the  Committee  in  considering  applica- 
tions for  such  grants  are  as  follows:  — 

(1)  That  the  Local  Authority  should 
undertake  and  should  be  in  a  position  to 
ensure  the  permanent  maintenance  of 
the  harbour  towards  the  establishment  of 
which  the  assistance  of  the  State  is  asked. 

(2)  That  of  the  total  amount  required 
for  construction,  at  least  two-thirds  should 
be  provided  from  local  or  outside  sources, 
and  that  the  contribution  from  the  Ex- 
chequer should  in  no  case  exceed  the 
remaining  one-third.  (3)  That  the 
inquiries  of  the  Committee  should  be 
limited  to  the  case  of  harbours  serving 
or  likely  to  develop  a  large  fishing 
district  either  as  ports  of  departure  and 
landing  for  the  fleet,  or  as  providing 
refuge  on  parts  of  the  coast  whence  the 
nearest  existing  harbour  is  so  distant  as 
to  destroy  the  value  of  fishing  grounds 
which  produce  a  good  harvest  of  fish. 
Since  the  appointment  of  the  Committee 
in  June,  1899,  twenty  applications  have 
been  received  on  behalf  of  harbours  in 
Scotland,  and  grants  have  been  made  or 
promised  in  six  cases  as  follows  : — Port- 
nockie,  £1,500;  Fraserburgh,  £15,000; 
Peterhead,  £28,000;  Macduff;  £2,000; 
Lerwick,  £4,500  ;  Wick,  £20,000. 

Killdysart  Postal  Service. 

Mr.  HALPIN  (Clare,  W.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether  he 
is  aware  that  letters  coming  from  the 
commercial  centres  of  Oreat  Britain  and 
Ireland  into  Ennis  for  Killdysart  by  the 
mid-day  mail  remain  there  till  the  next 
morning,  to  the  inconvenience  of  the 
merchants  and  farmers  of  Killdysart  and 
surrounding   district ;    and  whether  '  be 
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will  have  those  mid-day  mails  forwarded 
to  Killdysart. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  I  will 
make  inquiry  on  the  subject,  and  will 
communicate  with  the  hon.  Member.. 

Idsdromrea  Postal  Deliveries. 

Mr.   T.  SMYTH :    I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster-General    if    he    will    grant 
a    daily    delivery    of    letters    at    Lis- 
dramrea,  which    is  in    the    district    of 
Carrick-on-Shaunon  ;  and  whether,  seeing 
that    the  inhabitants  of  this  townland 
suffer  inconvenience  from  not  having  a 
daily  delivery,  and  that  the  rural  post- 
man from  Drumsna  delivers  letters  daily 
within  half  a  mile  of  this  district,  he  will 
be   directed  to  make  the  delivery  from 
Dnimsna  to  Lisdrumrea  daily  instead  of 
having  the  letters  delivered  to  the  latter 
place  from  Rilnagross  as  at  present  three 
days  in  the  week. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  I  am 
making  inquiry  on  this  subject,  and  will 
communicate  the  result  to  the  hon. 
Member  in  due  course. 

Quilty  Postal  Arrangements. 

Mr.  HALPIN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster-General  whether,  in  connec- 
tion with  the  postal  system  to  Quilty,  a 
station  on  the  South  Clare  Kailway, 
having  a  large  fishing  and  kelp  industry, 
also  a  coastguard  and  a  police  station,  he 
will  have  the  mails  delivered  there  by 
morning  and  mid-day  or  evening  trains, 
and  not  have  them  as  at  present  brought 
by  cyclists  in  the  morning  from  Miltown 
Malbay  to  Spanish  Point,  Quilty,  Mullagh, 
and  Glonadrum,  which  is  an  inconvenience 
to  the  industries  and  general  public. 

I  beg  further  to  ask  the  Postmaster- 
General  whether  he  will  establish  a  tele- 
graph station  at  Quilty,  on  the  west  coast 
of  Clare,  to  which  a  number  of  messages 
are  sent  in  connection  with  the  fish- 
drying  and  kelp  industries,  and  which 
would  be  a  near  station  to  Mullagh, 
Glonadrum,  Coore,  4c.,  where  the  inhabi- 
tants have  to  pay  heavy  charges  for 
telegrams  from  the  nearest  station,  viz. 
Miltown  Malbay. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  I  regret 
that  in  view  of  the  large  expense  already 
incurred  I  should  not  be  justified  in 
authorising    a    second  post    at    Quilty, 

VOL.  CLXII.    [Fourth  Skrtes.] 


Mullagh  and  Clonadrum.  There  is 
already  a  second  post  to  Spanish  Point. 
The  question  of  serving  the  Quilty 
district  by  train  and  of  establishing 
telegraph  business  at  the  Quilty  Post 
Office  IS  still  under  inquiry  and  I  will 
communicate  further  with  the  hon. 
Member. 

Irish  Land  Purchase— Stamp  Duty. 

Mr.  EDWARD  BARRY :  I  beg  to  ask 
Mr.  Attorney-General  for  Ireland  whether 
he  is  aware  that  upon  the  transfer  of  land 

Surchased  under  the  Land  Acts  stamp 
uty  is  required  to  be  paid  not  only  on 
the  amount  of  purchase  money  paid  for 
the  tenants'  interest,  but  also  on  the  out- 
standing amount  registered  against  the 
land  by  the  Land  Commission  ;  and  seeing 
that  upon  the  passage  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1903  the  then  Attorney-General  stated 
that  this  practice  would  not  be  continued 
under  the  new  Act,  whether  steps  will  be 
taken  to  relieve  tenant  farmers  of  this 
double  charge  on  the  sale  and  transfer  of 
their  lands. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  I  must  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  Answer  which  I  gave 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Division 
of  Waterford  on  March  28th  lastt  I  have 
also  answered  two  unstarred  Questions  on 
the  subject.  I  can  find  no  trace  of  the 
promise  referred  to  in  the  last  part  of  the 
Question. 

Irish  Newspapers  at  the  British  Mosenm. 
Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Wexford, 
N.) :  I  be^  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  if  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  fact  that  every  issue  of  Irish  news- 
itfipers  has  been  sent  for  years  past  to  the 
Bntish  Museum,  whose  great  difficulty 
has  been  found  in  housing  them  ;  whether,- 
in  view  of  the  circumstances  that  these 
newspapers  are  of  no  practical  value  for 
purposes  of  reference  or  record  in  England, 
and  of  no  interest  to  the  English  public, 
he  will  consider  the  question  of  intro- 
ducing legislation  to  transfer  the  old 
issues  of  the  Irish  newspapers  to  the 
National  Library  in  Dublin,  and  also  to 
alter  the  arrangement  with  regard  to 
future  issues  of  Irish  newspapers,  so  that 
they  may  be  sent  to  the  National  Library 
in  Dublin  instead  of  to  the  British  Museum 
in  London  ;  if  he  will  state  whether  any 
index  to  the  contents  of  Irish  newspapers 
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sent  to  the  British  Museum  is  made,  and, 
if  not,  in  what  way  are  they  made  avail- 
able for  purposes  of  reference ;  and  if  he 
can  state  the  yearly  average  number  of 
the  occasions  on  which  reference  is  made 
to  them  under  present  conditions,  and  if 
any  record  is  kept  by  the  Museum  in  this 
particular. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  Irish  newspapers 
are  regularly  supplied  to  the  British 
Museum  under  the  Copyright  Act,  1842, 
and  aro  the  property  of  the  trustees. 
They  are  housed  in  the  repository  at 
Hendon,  with  the  Jjiglish  Provincial  and 
Scottish  and  Welsh  newspa^jers.  I  am 
informed  that  there  is  ample  room  there 
for  future  additions.  The  collection  of 
Irish  newspapers  now  in  the  library  con- 
sists of  760  separate  newspapers,  bound 
in  7,680  volumes.  They  are  catalogued 
in  the  same  manner  as  the  newspapers 
of  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales. 
The  average  number  of  applications  made 
by  readers  for  Irish  newspapers  during 
the  last  five  years  amounts  to  300  each 
year,  or  about  six  newspapers  each 
week. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question, 

Mr.  McKENNA  said  it  would  require 
a  change  in  the  law  before  the  present 
practice  could  be  altered.  He  would 
consider  the  desirability  of  altering  it. 


The LordLieatenant of  Ireland 
(Expenses). 

Mr.  WEIR:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  a  sum  of  £220  is  placed 
on  the  Civil  Service  Supplementary 
Estimates  under  Class  7,  for  repayment 
to  the  Civil  Contingencies  Fund,  in 
respect  of  special  steamers  and  trains  for 
conveyance  of  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
will  he  state  whe^er  any  of  this  expendi- 
tuie  was  incurred  when  the  late  Govern 
ment  was  in  office  ;  and,  if  so,  how  much. 

Mr.  McKENNA :  Half  this  expendi- 
ture is  in  respect  of  the  State  Departure 
of  the  late  Ix)rd-Lieutenant  and  half  in 
respect  of  the  State  entry  of  the  present 
Lord-Lieutenant. 

Naval  Policy. 

Mr.  bell  airs  (Lynn  Regis):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether  the 
two-Power  standard  is  the  one  on  which 


the  new  naval  programme  for  two  years 
is  framed;  whether  it  means,  as  has 
hitherto  been  the  case,  a  margin  of  safety 
over  the  two  strongest  European  Powers 
in  the  number  of  efficient  battleships  and 
a  large  superiority  in  cruisers ;  sod 
whether  he  can  state  in  what  respect  does 
the  standard  under  which  the  new  naval 
programme  was  framed  differ  from  the  one 
considered  by  the  Sea  Lords  of  the 
Admiralty  when  they  laid  down  the 
minimum  requirements  of  the  country  in 
the  memorandum  of  30th  November,  19o5. 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Sir  E 
Campbell-Bannerman,  Stirling  Burghs): 
The  new  shipbuilding  programme  wis 
framed  after  careful  consideration  of  tho 
programmes  of  the  various  foreign 
Powers,  and  the  recent  changes  made  in 
them;  no  new  standard  has  been  adopted, 
and  it  is  considered  equal  to  all  the 
requirements  of  the  nation. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  he  had  communicated 
to  the  Admiralty  his  view  that  tho 
standard  of  France  and  Germany  was  a 
preposterous  one  1 

SiuH.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I  think  they  are  quite  aware  of  my  viewrs. 


CARS  AND  OMNIBUSES  (METHUPOLIS.) 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence,  brought  up, 
and  read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  295.] 


PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS  COMMITTEE. 
Second  Report,  brought  up,  and  read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  296.] 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to — Bills  of 
Exchange  Act  (1882)  Amendment  Bill; 
Isle  of  Man  ^Customs)  Bill,  without 
Amendment ;  Fertilisers  and  Feeding 
Stuffs  Bill;  Open  Spaces  BiU;  Dogi 
Bill ;  Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill. 
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FEKTILISERS  AND    FEEDING   STUFFS 

ISILL. 

Lords  Amondments  to  be  considered 
upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
336.] 


DOGS  BILL. 

Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
336.] 


LABOUREKS  (lUELAND)  HILL. 

Ix»rds  Amendments   to  bo  considered 
To-morrow,  and  to  l)e  printed.    [Bill  338.] 


NEfTBILL. 


SEA    FISHERIES   (SCOTLAND)    (APPLI- 
CATION  OF  PENALTIES)  BILL. 

"  To  provide  for  the  payment  to  the 
Fishery  Board  for  Scotland  of  the 
penalties  or  other  monies  recovered  in 
respect  of  illegal  sea  fishing  in  Scotland,'' 
presented  by  Mr.  Sinclair ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Tuesday,  October  23rd, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  337.] 
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my  duty  this  afternoon,  on  behalf  of  the 
GU>vernment,  to  lay  before  the  Committee 
the  outline  and  character  of  the  constitu- 
tional settlement  which  we  have  in  con- 
templation in  regard  to  the  lately  annexed 
colonies    in    South    Airica.     This    is,  I 
suppose,  upon  the  whole,  the  most  con- 
siderable Dusiness  with  which  this  new 
Parliament    has     had     to     deal.      But 
although  no  one  will  deny  its  importance, 
or   undervalue    the   keen  emotions  and 
anxieties  which  it  excites  on  both  sides  of 
the   House,   and  the    solemn    memories 
which  it  revives,  yet  I  am  persuaded  that 
there  is  no  reason  why  we  should  be 
hotly,  sharply,  or  bitterly  divided  on  the 
subject ;  on  the  contrary,  I  think  its  very 
importance   makes  it  incumbent  on   all 
who  participate  in  the  discussion — ^and  I 
will  certainly  be  bound  by  my  own  pre- 
cepts— to  cultivate  and  observe  a  studious 
avoidance  of  anything  likely  to  excite  the 
ordinary  recriminations  and  rejoinders  of 
Party  politics  and  partisanship.    After  all, 
there  is  no  real  difference  of  principle 
between  the  two  great  historic  Parties  on 
this  question.   The  late  Government  have 
repeatedly   declared    that  it   was   their 
intention  at  the  earliest  possible  moment 
— laying  great  stress  upon  that  phrase — 
to  extend  representative  and  responsible 
institutions  to  the   new  Colonies;    and 
before  His  Majesty*s  present  advisers  took 
office  the  only  question  in  dispute  was, 
When  ?     On  the  debate  on  the  Address, 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham— whose  absence  to-day  and  its  cause 
I   am   quite    sure  are   regretted  in   all 
parts  of  the  House  —  spoke  on  this  ques- 
tion with  his  customary  breadth  of  view 
and  courage  of  thought.     He  said — 

"The  re»pon«»il>ilitv  for  this  decision  lies 
with  the  Govern  iiient  now  in  power.  The^ 
have  more  knowledge  than  we  have ;  ami  if 
they  consider  it  safe  to  give  this  large  grnnt, 
and  if  they  turn  out  to  be  rif;ht  no  one  will  lie 
better  pleaned  than  we.  I  do  not  think  that, 
althou^ih  ini|)ortant,  this  change  should  I  e 
described  as  a  change  in  colonial  policy,  but 
as  continuity  ot  colonial  policy.'* 


SUPPLY  [19TU  Alloited  Day]. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Emmott  (Oldham)  in  the 
Chair.] 

CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  KEVENUE    DE- 
PARTMENTS  ESTIMATES,  1906-7. 

Class  H. 

1 .  Motion  made,and  Question  proposed, 
•*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £29,050,  be 
granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  complete  the 
sum  necessary  to  defray  the  charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March,  1907,  for  the  Salaries  and  Ex- 
penses of  the  Department  of  Uis  Majesty's 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
including  a  Grant  in  Aid  of  certain 
Expenses  connected  with  Emigration." 

♦The  UNDER  -  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
Churchill,  Manchester,   N.W.):    It  is 


If,  then,  we  are  agreed  upon  the  prin- 
ciple, I  do  not  think  that  serious  or  vital 
differences  can  arise  upon  the  method. 
Because,  after  all,  no  one  can  contend  that 
it  is  right  to  extend  responsible  govern- 
ment, but  not  to  extend  it  fairly.  No 
one  can  contend  that  it  is  right  to  grant 
the  forms  of  free  institutions  and  yet  to 
preserve  by  some  device  the  means  of 
control.  And  so  I  should  hope  that  we 
I  may  proceed  in  this  debate  without  any 
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gentlemen,  without  Parliamentary  ex- 
perience, and  I  daresay  without  Par- 
liamentary aptitudes,  without  die  support 
of  that  nominated  majority,  which  I  am 
quite  convinced  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  had 
always  contemplated  in  any  scheme  of 
representative  government,  and  without 
the  support  of  an  organised  party,  were 
to  be  placed  in  a  chamber  of  thirty-five 
elected  members  who  possessed  the  power 
of  the  purse.  The  Boers  would  either 
have  abstained  altogether  from  participi(- 
ing  in  that  Constitution,  or  they  would 
have  gone  in  only  for  the  purpose  of 
wrecking  it.  The  British  party  was  split 
into  two  sections,  and  one  section,  the 
Hesponsibles,  made  public  declarations  of 
their  intentions  to  bring  about  a  constitii- 
tional  deadlock  by  obstruction  and  refitf- 
ingsupplies,  and  all  the  other  apparatus 
of  Parliamentary  discontent.  In  fact  the 
Constitution  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  bound  inevitably  to  conjure  up 
that  nightmare  of  all  modem  politicians, 
government  resting  on  consent,  and  con- 
sent not  forthcoming.  As  I  told  the 
House  in  May,  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment thought  it  their  duty  to  review  the 
whole  question.  We  thought  it  our  duty 
and  our  right  to  start  fair,  free,  and 
untrammelled,  and  we  have  treated  the 
Lyttelton  Constitution  as  if  it  had  nevOT 
been.  One  guiding  principle  has  ani- 
mated His  Majesty's  Government  in  their 
policy — to  make  no  difference  in  this 
grant  of  responsible  government  between 
Boer  and  Briton  in  South  Africa.  We 
propose  to  extend  to  both  races  the  fullest 
privileges  and  rights  of  British  citizen- 
ship ;  and  we  intend  to  make  no  dis- 
crimination in  the  grant  of  that  great 
boon  between  the  men  who  have  fought 
most  loyally  for  us  and  those  who  have 
resisted  the  British  arms  with  the  most 
desperate  courage.  By  the  Treaty  of 
Vereeniging,  in  which  the  peace  between 
the  Dutch  and  British  races  was  declared 
for  ever,  by  Article  1  of  that  treaty  the 
flower  of  the  Boer  nation  and  its  most 
renowned  leaders  recognised  the  lawful 
authority  of  His  Majesty,  King  Edward 
VII.,  and  henceforth,  from  that  moment, 
British  supremacy  in  South  Africa  stood 
on  the  sure  foundations  of  miliuiry 
honour  and  warlike  achievement,  far 
beyond  the  reach  of  any  transference  of 
one  or  two  seats,  this  way  or  that  way, 
in  a  local  Parliament.  This  decision  m 
favour  of  even-handed  dealing  arises  from 


acute  divergences  becoming  revealed. 
I  am  in  a  position  to-day  only  to  announce 
the  decision  to  which  the  Government 
have  come  with  respect  to  the  Transvaal. 
The  case  of  the  Transvaal  is  urgent,  for 
it  is  the  nerve-centre  of  South  Africa.  It 
is  the  arena  in  which  all  questions  of 
South  African  politics — social,  moral, 
racial,  and  economic— are  fought  out ;  and 
this  new  country,  so  lately  reclaimed  from 
the  wilderness,  with  a  white  population 
of  less  than  300,000  souls,  already  re- 
produces in  perfect  miniature  all  those 
dark,  tangled,  and  conflicting  problems 
usually  to  be  found  in  populous  and 
old-established  European  States.  The 
case  of  the  Transvaal  differs  funda- 
mentally from  the  case  of  the  Orange 
Eiver  Colony.  The  latter  has  been 
in  the  past,  and  will  be  again  in  the 
future,  a  tranquil  agricultural  State, 
pursuing  under  a  wise  and  tolerant 
Government  a  happy  destiny  of  its  own. 
All  I  have  to  say  about  the  Orange 
River  Colony  this  afternoon  is  this — that 
there  will  be  no  unnecessary  delay  in  the 
granting  to  the  Orange  River  Colony  of 
a  Constitution  ;  and  that  in  the  granting 
of  that  Constitution  we  shall  be  animated 
only  by  a  desire  to  secure  a  fair  represen- 
tation of  all  classes  of  inhabitants  in  the 
country,  and  to  give  effective  expression 
to  the  will  of  the  majority. 

When  we  came  into  office,  we  found  a 
Constitution  already  prepared  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  St.  George's, 
Hanover-square.  That  Constitution  is 
no  more.  I  hope  the  right  hon  Gentle- 
man will  not  suspect  me  of  any  mal- 
evolence towards  his  offspring.  I  would 
have  nourished  and  fostered  it  with 
a  tender  care ;  but  life  was  already 
extinct.  It  had  ceased  to  breathe  even 
before  it  was  born  ;  but  I  trust  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  console  himself  by 
remembering  that  there  are  many  possi- 
bilities of  constitutional  settlements  lying 
before  him  in  the  future.  After  all,  the 
Abbe  Sieyes,  when  the  Constitution  of 
1791  was  broken  into  pieces,  was  very 
little  younger  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  he  had  time  to 
make  and  survive  two  new  Constitu- 
tions. Frankly,  what  I  may,  for 
brevity's  sake,  call  the  Lyttelton  Constitu- 
tion was  utterly  unworkable.  It  sur- 
rendered the  machinery  of  power;  it 
preserved  the  whole  burden  of  responsi- 
bility and  administration.     Nine  official 
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no  ingratitude  on  onr  part  towards  those 
^frho  have  nohly  sustained  the  British 
cause  in  years  gone  by.  It  involves  no 
inJQstice  to  the  British  population  of  the 
Transvaal.  As  will  be  seen  from  the 
statement  I  am  about  to  make,  we  have 
been  careful  at  every  point  of  this  con- 
stitutional settlement  to  secure  for  the 
Biitbh  every  advantage  that  they  may 
justly  claim.  But  the  future  of  South 
Africa,  and,  I  will  add,  its  permanent 
inclusion  in  the  British  Empire^  demand 
that  the  King  should  be  equaUy  Sovereign 
of  both  races,  and  that  both  races  should 
learn  to  look  upon  this  country  as  their 
friend 

Now,  Sir,  at  the  beginning  of  the  session 
the  Prime  Minister  announced  that  he 
had   decided  to    send  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry   to   South   Africa.    That   Com- 
mittee has  no^  returned.    I  would  pay 
some  tribute  to  the  work  it  has  accom- 
plished.   From  every  side,  from  the  Boer 
leaders,  from  the  Progressive  Association, 
testimony  has  come  to  the  tact,  patience, 
and  courtesy  and  fair  dealing  wUch  have 
been  exhibited  by  the  members  of  that 
Committee.    I  am  not  prepared  to  admit 
on  behalf  of  the  Colonipl  Office  that  the 
Committee  brought  us  back  ne^  informa- 
tion on  points  on  which  we  should  have 
been  properly  informed.    But  the  Com- 
mittee   has    brought    us     back    most 
valuable  intelligence  as  to  the  position 
of  the  different  South  African  parties, 
and  of  their  opinions  in  regard  to  the 
various    constitutional    solutions    ^hich 
have  been   proposed.     The   Report    of 
the     Committee     has    only    this    day 
been  laid  before  us,   signed  and  com- 
plete, but  we  have  had  before  us  from 
time  to  time  while  the  Committee  was  at 
work  in  South  Africa,  and  since  it  re- 
turned,  very  full  and  detailed  informa- 
tion of  all  their  doings  and  all  their 
opinions,  and  we  are  consequently  enabled 
to  make  a  statement  of  policy  in  anticipa- 
tion of  the  publication  of  their  Report 
which  has  not  yet  been  in  its  final  form 
considered  from  that  point  of  view  by  the 
Cabinet.    When    I    last   spoke    in    this 
House   on  the   question   of  the   South 
African  constitution,  I  took  occasion  to 
affirm    the    excellence    of    the    general 
principle,  one  vote  one  value.    I  pointed 
out  that  it  was  a  logical  and  unimpeach- 
able principle  to  act  upon ;    that  the 
only  safe  rule  for  doing  justice  between 


man  and  man  was  to  assume — a  large 
assumption  in  some  cases — ^that  all  mem 
are  equal  and  that  all  discriminations 
between  them  are  unhealthy  and  im- 
democratic.  The  principle  of  one  vote 
one  value  can  be  applied  and  realised  in 
this  country,  either  upon  the  basis 
of  population,  or  upon  the  basis  of 
voters.  It  makes  no  difference  which 
is  selected ;  for  there  is  no  part  of  this 
country  which  is  more  married,  or  more 
prolific  than  another,  and  exactly  the 
same  distribution,  and  exactly  the  same 
number  of  Members  would  result 
whether  the  voters  or  the  population 
basis  were  taken  in  a  Redistribution 
Bill.  But  in  South  Africa  the  disparity 
of  conditions  between  the  new  popula- 
tion and  the  old  makes  a  very  great 
difference  between  the  urban  and  the 
rural  populations,  and  it  is  undoubtedly 
true  that  if  it  be  desired  to  preserve  the 
principle  of  one  vote  one  value,  it  is  the 
voter's  basis  and  not  the  population 
basis  that  must  be  taken  m  the 
Transvaal — and  that  is  the  basis  which 
His  Majesty's  Gk)vemment  have  deter- 
mined to  adopt. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  St.  George's,  Hanover  Square, 
had  proposed  to  establish  a  franchise 
qualification  of  £100  annual  value. 
That  is  not  nearly  such  a  high  pro- 
perty qualification  as  it  would  be 
in  this  country.  I  do  not  quarrel 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
constitution  on  the  ground  that  his 
franchise  was  not  perfectly  fair,  or  not  a 
perfectly  bona  fide  and  generous  measure 
of  representation.  But  it  is  undoubtedly 
true  that  a  property  qualification  of 
£100  annual  value  told  more  severely 
against  the  Boers  than  against  the 
British,  because  living  in  the  towns 
is  so  expensive  that  almost  every- 
body who  lives  in  the  towns,  and  who 
is  not  utterly  destitute,  has  a  property 
qualification  of  £100  annual  value.  But 
in  the  country  districts  there  are  numbers 
of  men,  very  poor  but  perfectly  respectable 
and  worthy  citizens — day  labourers, 
farmers'  sons,  and  others — who  would 
not  have  that  qualification,  and  who 
consequently  would  have  been  excluded 
by  the  property  qualification,  low  as 
it  is  having  regard  to  the  conditions 
in    South    Africa.      Quite    apart    from 
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South  African  questions  and  affairs, 
His  Majesty's  Government  profess  a 
atrong  preference  for  the  principle  of 
manhood  suffrage  as  against  any  property 
qualification,  and  we  have  therefore 
determined  that  manhood  suffrage  shall 
be  the  basis  on  which  votes  are  dis- 
tributed. It  is  quite  true  that  in  the 
prolonged  negotiations  and  discussions 
^  which  have  taken  place  upon  this  ques- 
tion, manhood  suffrage  has  been  de- 
manded by  one  party  and  the  voters' 
basis  by  the  other,  and  there  has  been  a 
tacit,  though  quite  informal  agreement 
that  the  one  principle  should  balance 
the  other.  But  that  is  not  the  position 
of  His  Majesty's  Government  in  regard 
to  either  of  these  propositions.  We 
defend  both  on  their  merits.  We  defend 
one  vote  one  value  and  we  defend 
manhood  suffrage  strictly  on  their 
merits  as  just  and  equitable  principles 
between  man  and  man  throughout  the 
Transvaal.  We  have  therefore  decided 
that  all  adult  males  of  twenty-one 
years  of  age,  who  have  resided  in  the 
Transvaal  for  six  months,  who  do  not 
belong  to  either  the  officers  or  the 
soldiers  of  the  British  garrison — because 
that  is  a  provision,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  recognises,  which  was  mani- 
festly necessary  if  injustice  is  to  be 
avoided — should  be  permitted  to  vote 
under  the  secrecy  of  the  ballot  for  the 
election  of  Members  of  Parliament. 

Now  there  is  one  subject  to  which  I 
must  refer  incidentally.  The  question 
of  female  suffrage  has  been  brought  to 
the  notice  of  various  Members  of  the 
Government  on  various  occasions  and 
in  various  ways.  We  have  very  care- 
fully considered  that  matter,  and  we 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
would  not  be  right  for  us  to  subject  a 
young  colony,  unable  to  speak  for 
itself,  to  the  hazards  of  an  experiment 
which  we  have  not  had  the  gallantry  to 
undergo  ourselves;  and  we  shall  leave 
that  quesion  to  the  new  legislature  to 
determine. 

I  come  now  to  the  question  of  electoral 
divisions.  There  are  two  alternatives 
before  us  on  this  branch  of  the  subject — 
equal  electoral  areas  or  the  old  magisterial 
districts.  When  I  say  **  old,"  I  mean  old 
in  the  sense  that  they  arc  existing 
magisterial    districts.     There    are    argu- 

J/r.  Churchill, 


ments  for  both  t^hese  couises.  Equal 
electoral  areas  have  the  advantage  of 
being  symmetrical  and  are  capable  of 
more  strict  and  mathematical  distri* 
bution.  But  the  Boers  have  expiessed 
a  very  strong  desire  to  have  tiie  old 
magisterial  districts  preserved.  [An  Hok. 
Member  :  Of  course  they  dc]  I  think 
it  is  rather  a  sentimental  view  on  their 
part,  because  upon  the  whole  I  tJiink 
the  wastage  of  Boer  votes  wiU,  owing  to 
excessive  plurality  in  certain  divisionB, 
be  slightly  greater  in  the  old  magisterial 
districts  than  in  the  electoral  areas. 
But  the  Boers  have  been  very  anxioos 
that  the  old  areas  of  their  fomer  constita- 
tion  of  their  local  life  should  be  inter- 
fered with  as  little  as  possible,  and  that 
is  a  matter  of  serious  concern  to  His 
Majesty's  (Jovemment.  Further,  there  is 
this  great  advantage,  which  I  am  sore  Uie 
right  hon.  Grentleman,  though  he  may 
not  recognise  the  value  of  the  othc^ 
argument,  will  not  deny,  that  there  is  a 
great  saving  of  precious  time  and  expense 
in  avoiding  the  extra  work  of  new  de- 
limitation which  would  be  neces  ary 
if  the  country  were  to  be  cut  up  .nto 
equal  mathematical  electoral  areas.  ^The 
decision  to  adopt  the  old  magisterial 
areas,  which  divides  the  Transvaal  into 
sixteen  electoral  divisions,  of  which 
the  Witwatersrand  is  only  one,  involves 
another  question.  How  are  you  to 
sub- divide  these  magisterial  districts  for 
the  purpose  of  allocating  Members ! 
Some  will  have  two,  some  three,  8«imc  a 
number  of  Members,  and  on  what  system 
will  you  allocate  the  Members  to 
these  divisions  ?  We  have  considered 
the  question  of  proportional  repre- 
sentation. It  is  the  only  perfect 
way  in  which  minorities  of  every 
shade  and  view  and  interest  can  receive 
effective  representation.  And  Lord  Elgin 
was  careful  to  instruct  the  Committee  as 
a  special  point  to  inqidre  into  the  possi- 
biUty  of  adopting  the  system  of  propor- 
tional representation.  The  Committee 
examined  many  witnesses,  and  went  most 
thoroughly  into  this  question.  They, 
however,  advise  us  that  there  is  abso- 
lutely no  support  for  such  a  proposal  in 
the  Transvaal,  and  that  its  adoption — 
I  wiD  not  say  its  imposition — would  be 
unpopular  and  incomprehensible  through- 
out   the    country.     If    a    scientific    o- 

proportional  representation    cannot    he 
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adopted,  then  I  say  unhesitatingly 
that  the  next  best  way  of  protecting 
minorities  is  to  go  straight  for  single 
Member  seats.  Some  of  us  have  ex- 
perience of  double-barrelled  seats  — 
a  not  very  pleasant  experience — ^in  this 
country;  there  used  to  be  several 
three  -  barrelled  seats.  But  I  am  con- 
vinced that  if  either  of  those  two  systems 
had  been  applied  to  the  electoral  divisions 
of  the  Transvaal,  it  would  only  have 
led  to  the  swamping  of  one  or  two  local 
minorities  with  which  single  Member 
divisions  would  have  returned  just 
that  very  class  of  moderate,  independent 
Dutch  or  British  Members  whom  we 
particularly  desire  to  see  represented 
in  the  new  Assembly.  Therefore, 
with  the  desire  of  not  extinguishing 
these  local  minorities,  His  Majesty's 
Crovemment  have  decided  that  single 
Member  constituencies,  or  man  against 
man,  shall  be  the  rule  in  the  Transvaal. 
But  I  should  add  that  the  sub-division 
of  these  electoral  districts  into  their 
respective  constituencies  will  not  proceed 
upon  hard  mathematical  lines,  but 
that  they  will  be  grouped  together  in 
accordance  with  the  existing  field  comet- 
cies  of  which  they  are  composed,  as  that 
will  involve  as  little  change  as  possible 
in  the  ideas  of  the  rural  population, 
and  in  the  existing  boundaries. 

The  Ck)mroittee  will  realise  that  this  is 
H  question  with  an  elusive  climax.  It  is 
like  going  up  a  mountain.  Each  succes- 
sive peak  appears  in  turn  the  summit, 
and  yet  there  is  always  another 
pinnacle  beyond.  We  have  now 
settled  that  the  Members  are  to  be 
allotted  to  single  Member  constituencies 
based  on  the  old  magisterial  districts 
according  to  the  adult  male  residents 
there.  But  how  are  we  to  apply  that 
principle  t  How  are  we  to  find  out  how 
many  adult  males  there  are  iu  each  of 
the  districts  of  the  country  and  so  to  find 
the  quota  of  electoi-s  or  proper  number  of 
Members  for  each  division  1  The  pro- 
verbial three  alternatives  present  them- 
selves. We  might  take  the  Lyttelton 
voters'  list.  We  might  take  a  new  voters' 
list,  or  we  might  take  the  census  of 
1904.  Now,  how  are  we  to  choose 
between  these  alternatives  ?  We  have 
been  much  urged  by  some  of  the  leaders  of 
the  Progressive  Party  to  adopt  the 
Lytic  ton  voters'  list.    We  are  told  that 


it  is  comparatively  recent ;  that  it  was 
framed  on  official  author  ty;  and 
that  it  would  be  easy  to  add  to  it  the 
extra  voters  under  the  extended  suf- 
frage. It  is  calculated  that  thirty-s'x 
Members  would  be  accorded  on  that  list 
to  the  Rand,  against  thirty-four  from 
the  rest  of  the  country,  or  an  absolute 
majority  from  the  Rand  against  a  1  other 
interests  and  districts  in  the  country. 
Whether  that  would  be  a  desirab  e  con- 
clusion to  our  labours  I  do  not  say ; 
but  I  am  bound  to  admit  that  the  Lyttel- 
ton voters'  list  lies  under  grave  suspicion. 
I  do  not  make  any  charge  against  my  right 
hon.  friend  in  this  respect.  I  am  quite 
certain  that  he  would  not  lend  himself 
to  any  electoral  fraud,  however  pious ; 
but  it  is  undoubtedly  a  fact  that 
one  of  the  political  parties  in  the 
Transvaal  has  made  strenuous  exertions 
to  have  as  many  electors  as  possible 
put  on  the  electoral  hst,  and  that 
these  exertions  have  received  such  a 
very  singular  measure  of  success  that 
there  are  3,000  more  voters  with  a 
property  qualification  on  the  electoral 
list  than  there  were  adult  males 
in  the  same  area  in  1904.  In  reply  to 
that  curious  observation  we  are  told  that 
the  population  has  increased  since  1904. 
We  are  further  told  that  although  during 
the  last  eight  months  there  has  been  a 
shrinking,  a  diminution  of  the  popula- 
tion, yet  that  in  the  preceding  period 
between  the  census  and  the  accession  of 
the  Liberal  Government  to  power  the 
increase  was  so  large  that  it  exceeded 
the  decrease  which  has  since  taken 
place.  Well,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the 
Committee,  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
the  Cabinet  as  a  whole,  having  carefully 
examined  this  matter,  cannot  feel  con- 
vinced in  regard  to  this  increase. 
I  believe  that  there  had  been  some 
small  net  increase  but  not  sufficient  to 
justify  the  figures  of  the  Lyttelton  voters' 
list.  Certainly  it  has  not  been  sufficient 
to  remove  the  suspicion  with  which 
that  voters'  list  is  regarded.  It  would 
be  fatal  to  our  whole  policy  in  South 
Africa  if  we  were  to  weaken  our  grant 
of  self-government  by  founding  it  on 
a  system  open  to  grave  suspicion.  The 
Boers  have  urged  that  if  this  list  is 
adopted  it  should  be  carefully  scrutinised. 
The  "Responsible"  section  of  the  Britis'i 
Party    holds    the    aamo    opinion.    The 
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Committee  have  told  us  that  they  have  not 
been  able  to  resist  the  fairness  of  such 
a  request.  Lord  Selborne,  although  not 
admitting  any  irregularity,  is  of  the 
opinion  that  it  is  indispensable  that 
if  that  list  is  to  be  employed  as 
the  all-important  basis  for  the  allocation 
of  seats,  it  should  be  scrutinised  and 
revised.  And  if  it  is  to  be  revised,  and  if 
there  are  to  be  added  to  it  supplementary 
voters,  Lord  Selbome  has  pointed  out 
to  us  that  it  might  take  just  as  long  a 
time  as  to  make  a  new  voters'  list,  which 
would  occupy  seven  months.  So  that 
with  the  necessary  interval  for  the 
arrangements  for  election,  ten  months 
would  elapse  before  the  Transvaal  would 
be  able  to  possess  responsible  institu- 
tions. I  think  we  shall  have  the  assent 
of  all  South  African  parties  in  our 
desire  to  avoid  that  delay.  I  am  sorry 
that  so  much  delay  has  already  taken 
place,  but  it  was  necessary.  The  responsi- 
bilities we  have  incurred  in  this  matter 
are  very  great.  We  are  quite  prepared  to 
bear  them.  We  do  not  seek  to  shelter  our- 
selves behind  the  Committee,  or  behind 
South  African  parties,  or  behind  the 
High  Commissioner.  The  responsibiUty 
rests  with  the  Cabinet  and  it  was 
necessary  that  the  Cabinet  should 
secure  complete  information.  But  to 
keep  a  country  seething  on  the 
verge  of  an  exciting  general  election 
is  very  prejudicial  to  trade.  It  increases 
agitation  and  impedes  the  healthy 
process  of  development.  We  are  there- 
fore bound  to  terminate  the  uncertainty 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment ;  and  we 
have  therefore  determined  to  adopt  the 
census  of  1904. 

Let  me  ask  the  Committee  now  to 
examine  the  sixteen  magisterial  districts. 
I  think  it  is  necessary  to  do  so  before 
allocating  the  Members  amongst  them. 
In  all  the  discussions  in  South  Africa 
these  have  been  divided  into  three 
areas — the  Witwatersrand,  Pretoria,  and 
the  «*  Rest  of  the  Transvaal."  Pretoria 
is  the  metropolis  of  the  Transvaal. 
It  has  a  very  independent  public 
opinion  of  its  own ;  it  is  strongly 
British,  and  it  is  rapidly  increasing. 
It  is  believed  that  Pretoria  will 
return  three,  four,  or  five  Members 
of  the  Responsible  Party,  which  is  the 
moderate    British   party,    and   is   inde- 
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pendent  of  and  detached  fiom  the  Pro 
gressive  Association.  The  "  Rest  of  the 
Transvaal "  consists  of  the  old  constitu- 
encies who  sent  Boei  Members  to  the  old 
Legislature.  There  will,  however,  be 
one  or  two  seats  which  may  be  won  by 
Progressive  or  Responsible  British  candi- 
dates, but  in  general  the  rest  of  the 
country  will  return  a  compact  body  of 
Members  of  Het  Volk.  Having  said 
that  I  now  come  to  the  Rand.  We 
must  consider  the  Rand  without  anr 
bias  or  prejudice  whatever.  The  Rand 
is  not  a  town  or  city,  but  a  mining 
district  covering  1,600  square  miles, 
and  whose  population  of  adult  males 
practically  balances  the  whole  of  the 
rest  of  the  country.  The  Rand  popula- 
tion is  not  as  some  people  imagine 
a  foreign  population.  The  great  majority 
of  it  is  British,  and  a  very  large 
portion  of  it  consists  of  as  good^honest, 
hard-working  men  as  are  to  be  found  in 
any  constituency  in  this  country.  But 
there  are  also  on  the  Rand  a  considerable 
proportion  of  Dutch.  Ktugersdoip  Rural 
is  Dutch  and  has  always  been  excluded 
from  the  Rand  in  the  discussions  that 
have  taken  place  in  South  Africa  and 
included  in  the  **  Rest  of  the  Transvaal" 
But  in  addition  to  that  there  are  the 
towns  of  Fordsburgh,  which  is  half- 
Dutch,  Elsbury,  which  has  a  con- 
siderable Dutch  population,  and  another 
suburb  which  also  has  a  Dutch  population; 
and  it  is  beheved  that  the  e  wUl  aSord 
seats  for  Members  of  the  Responsible 
British  Party  with  the  support  of  Het 
Volk.  I  must  say  further  that  the  British 
community  upon  the  Rand  is  divided 
into  four  main  political  parties.  There 
is  the  Transvaal  Progressive  Association, 
a  great  and  powerful  association  which 
arises  out  of  the  mining  interest. 
There  is  the  Responsible  Government 
Association ;  there  is  the  Transvaal 
Political  Association — a  moderate  body 
standing  between  the  Responsibles  and 
the  Progressives — and  there  are  the 
labour  associations,  which  are  numerous. 
There  are  three  main  labour  associa- 
tions, or  really  four — ^the  Index>endent 
Labour  Party,  the  Transvaal  Labour 
League,  the  Trade  and  Labour  Council 
of  the  Witwatersrand,  and  the  Trade 
and  Labour  Council  of  Pretoria.  The 
first  two  of  these,  I  understand,  are  now 
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amalgamating    to   fonn    a    more   oon- 
solidated    and     powerful     independent 
labour  party.    Why  do  I  bring  these 
facts  before  the  Committee  1    I  do  it 
because  I  feel  it  necessary  to  establish 
these  solid  and  concrete  facts  in  order 
to  show  how  impossible  it  is  to  try  to 
dismiss  the  problems  of  this  complicated 
community  with  a  gesture  or  to  solve 
their    difficulties    witii    a    phrase,    and 
how  unfair  it  would  be  to  deprive  such  a 
community,  in  which  there  are  at  work 
all  these  counterchecks  and  rival  forces 
that  we  see  here  in  our  own  political 
life,  of  its  proper  share  of  representation 
in    the    country.    Appl3dng    the    adult 
male  list  in  the  census  of  1904  to  the 
three  areas  I  have  spoken  of,  I  should 
allot  thirty-two  members  to  the  Rand, 
six  to  Pretoria,  and  thirty  to  the  rest 
of   the   country;      or,   if  you  include 
Krugersdorp    Rural    in    the    Rand,    it 
would  read  thirty-three  to  the  Rand, 
six  to  Pretoria,  and  twenty-nine  to  the 
rest  of  the  country.    Arrived  at  that 
point,  the  Committee  in  South  Africa 
had  good  hopes,  not  merely  of  arriving  at 
a  just  settlement,  but  of  arriving  at  an 
agreement  between  all  the  parties.    I 
am  not  going  to  afflict  the  House  with 
a  chronicle  of  the  negotiations  which 
took    place.    They    Were    fruitless.    A 
great    deal    of    what    took    place    was 
without  prejudice,  and  much  of  what  was 
said  and  of  what  was  written  may  be 
said    to    be    privileged.    Although    His 
Majesty's    Qovemment   and    the    Com- 
mittee have  no  apprehension  whatever 
in   regard   to   anytiiing   that   may   be 
published,  we  ^  ill  not  ourselves  be  the 
origin  and  source  from  which  disclosures 
of  the   negotiations   and   the   abortive 
discussions   are   made,    imless   we    are 
provoked  thereto  by  partial  publication. 
It  is  enough  to  say  that  there  were  good 
hopes  that  if  the  Progressive  complaint, 
that   the   adoption    of    the    census   of 
1904  did  not  allow  for  the  increase  in 
the  population  that  has  taken  place  since 
the  census  jnaa  taken,  could  be  met,  a 
general    agreement    could    be    reached. 
The  Boers,  whose  belief  that  we  were 
going  to  treat  them  fairly  and  justly  has 
been  a  pleasant  feature  in  the  whole  of 
these  negotiations,  and  will,  believe  me, 
be  an  inestimable  factor  of  value  in  the 
future  history  of  South  Africa — the  Boers 
with  reluctance^and  under  pressure,  but 


guided  by  the  Conmiittee,  with  whom 
they  were  on  friendly  terms,  were  willing 
to  agree  to  a  distribution  which  allotted 
one  more  seat  to  meet  this  increase  of  the 
population  in  the  Witwatersrand  area, 
and  the  proposal  then  became  33,  6,  and 
30,  or,  including  Krugersdorp  Rural,  34, 
6,  29.  The  Responsible  Party  agreed  to 
that.  The  Progressives  hesitated.  The 
great  majority  of  them  certainly  wished 
to  come  in  and  come  to  a  general  agree- 
ment on  those  terms.  Certain  leaders, 
however,  stood  out  for  one  or  two  or 
three  seats  more,  and,  although  Lord 
Selbome  expressed  the  opinion  that  the 
arrangement  proposed,  namely,  33,  6,  30, 
excluding  Krugersdorp  Rural,  was  a 
perfectly  fair  one  to  the  British  vote  in  the 
Transvaal,  those  leaders  still  remained 
unconvinced  and  obdurate,  and  all  hopes 
of  a  definite  agreement  fell  through.  The 
Committee  returned  to  this  country, 
bringing  with  them  the  recommendation 
that  the  Grovemment  on  their  own  re- 
sponsibility should  fix  the  allocation  of 
seats  at  that  very  point  where  the  agree- 
ment of  one  Party  was  still  preserved  and 
where  the  agreement  of  the  other  was  so 
very  nearly  won.  And  that  is  what  we 
have  decided  to  do.  We  have  decided  to 
allocate  thirty-four  seats,  including 
Krugersdorp  Rural,  to  the  Rand,  six  to 
Pretoria,  and  twenty-nine  to  the  rest  of 
the  country.  Lord  Selbome  wishes  it  to 
be  known  that  he  concurs  in  this  arrange- 
ment.    He  has  this  day  telegraphed  : — 

"The  distribution  of  seats  represents  as 
nearly  as  possible  the  distribution  which  would 
result  on  the  basis  of  voters  in  equal  electoral 
districts  from  the  formation  of  a  new  voters* 
roll  based  on  adult  male  British  subject 
franchise,  and,  this  being  so,  the  adoption  of 
thej^e  terms  should  save  several  months  delay, 
and  the  advent  of  self-government  should  be 
antedated  by  several  months." 

An  HON.  MEMBER:  There  is  no 
agreement  there. 

*Mr.  CHURCHILL:  I  should  say 
Lord  Selborne  has  telegraphed  saying  he 
agrees  that  this  is  a  fair  and  just  settle- 
ment. 

Mr.  LYTTELTON  (St.  George's.  Han- 
over Square) :    As  to  this  point  ? 

*Mr.  CHURCHILL :  As  to  the  number 
of  seats  distributed  between  the  different 
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areas,  which  is  the  vital  point  of  the 
whole  diBcussion.  Now  I  am  >  quite 
ready  to  admit  that  ever/  Constitution 
ought  to  rest  either  upon  symmetry 
or  upon  acceptance.  Our  Constitution 
does  not  rest  upon  either  symmetry  or 
acceptance  but  it  is  very  near  symmetry 
and  very  near  acceptance,  and  in  so  far 
as  it  has  departed  from  symmetry  it 
has  moved  towards  acceptance,  and  is 
furthermore  sustained  throughout  by  fair 
dealing,  for  I  am  honestly  convinced 
that  the  addition  of  an  extra  member 
to  the  Witwatersrand  areas  which  has 
been  made  is  justified  by  the  increase 
of  the  population  which  has  taken  place 
since  the  census. 

On  such  a  basis  as  this  the  Transvaal 
Assembly  will  be  created.  It  will  consist 
of  sixty-nine  Members,  who  will  re- 
ceive for  their  services  adequate  pay- 
ment. I  believe  it  will  be  £200  and 
so  much  for  every  day's  attendance; 
but  I  must  not  be  understood  to  speak 
with  any  authority  on  that  point.  They 
will  be  elected  for  five  years.  The 
Speaker  will  vacate  his  seat  after  being 
elected.  The  reason  for  that  provision 
IS  thatfthe  majority  in  this  Parliament 
as  in  the  Cape  Parliament,  with  which 
the  Oovemment  is  carried  on,  is  likely 
to  be  very  small,  and  it  would  be  a  gieat 
hardship  if  the  party  in  power  were  to 
deprive  itself  of  one  of  the  two  or  three 
votes  which,  when  parties  are  evenly 
balanced,  are  necessary  for  carr3ring  on 
the  Government.  It  would  be  a  great 
disaster  if  we  had  in  the  Transvaal  a 
succession  of  weak  Ministries  going  out 
upon  a  single  vote,  one  way  or  the  other. 
And  it  is  found  that  when  parties  have 
a  very  small  majority  and  are  forced  to 
part  with  one  of  their  Members  for  the 
purpose  of  filling  the  chair,  they  do  not 
always  select  the  Member  who  is  best 
suited  to  that  high  ofl&ce,  but  the 
Member  who  can  best  be  spared. 

Now  let  me  come  to  the  question  of 
language.  Under  the  Constitution  of  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  the  Member  for 
St.  George's,  Hanover  Square,  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Assembly  would  have  been 
permitted  to  speak  Dutch  if  they  asked 
permission  and  obtained  permission  from 
the  Speaker.  We  are  not  able  to  lend 
ourselves  to  that  condition.  We  are  of 
opinion  that  such  a  discrimination  would 
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be  invidious.    The  recognition  of  thetx 
language  is  precious  to  a  small  people.    I 
think  it  was  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaii 
the  Member  for  Croydon  who,  at  Question 
time  the  other  day,  invited  me  to  work 
myself  into  a  passion  because  in  some 
part  or  other  of  the  Cape  Colony  there 
were  some  Dutch  people  who  wished  to 
have   Dutch   teachers   to   teach    Dutch 
children  Dutch.     We  should  regret  in- 
tolerant action  of  any  kind ;    and  I  am 
sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  do 
so,  in  theory  at  least.    But  on  this  side 
of  the  House  we  have  not  so  poor  an 
opinion  of  the  English  language,  wiUi  its 
priceless  literary  treasures  and  its  world- 
wide business  connections,   as    not    to 
believe  that  it  can  safely  be  exposed  to 
the  open  competition  of  a  dialect  like 
the  tool.    We  believe  that  the  only  sun 
way  to  preserve  in  the  years  that  are  to 
come  such  a  language  as  the  toed  would  be 
to  make  it  a  proscribed  language,  which 
would  be  spoken   by  the   people   with 
deliberation  and  with  malice  as  a  protest 
against  what  they  regarded,  and  would 
rightly  regard,  as  an  act  of  intolerance. 
Therefore    we    have  [decided  tc  foUow 
the     Cape     pui';tice     and     aUow     the 
members    of  the  Transvaal  Parliament 
to     address     that    Assembly     indifier- 
ently    in    Dutch    or    English.     I  shall 
be    asked    what    will    be   the  result  of 
the  arrangement  that  we  have  made.    I 
decline  to  speculate  or  prophesy  on  that 
point.     It  would  be  indecent   and  im- 
proper.    I  cannot  even  tell  in  this  country 
at  the  next  election  how  large  the  Liberal 
majority    will    be.     StiD    less    would   1 
recommend    hon.    Gentlemen    here    to 
forecast     the    results     of     contests     in 
which    they    will    not     be    candidates. 
I     cannot     tell     how    the     British    in 
the   Transvaal   will   vote.     There   arc  a 
great  many  new   questions,   social   and 
economic,  which  are  beginning  to  apply 
a  salutary  counter-irritant  to  old  racial 
sores.     The    division  between   the   two 
races,     thank    God,     is    not     quite    so 
clear  cut  as  it  used  to  be.     But  this  I 
know — that   as   there   are   undoubtedly 
more  British  voters  in  the  Transvaal  than 
there  are  Dutch,  and  as  these  British 
voters  have  not  at  any  point  been  treated 
unfairly,  it  will  be  easily  within  their 
power  to  obtain  a  British   majority  if 

thev  decide  or  desire  to  obtain  it.     I  am 

m 

one  of  those  who  share  the  hope  that  the 
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GoTemment  that  will  be  called  into  Ufe 
by  these  elections  will  be  a  coalition 
(Jovenunent  with  some  moderate  leader 
acceptable  to  both  Parties,  and  a  Gov- 
ernment which  embraces  in  its  Party- 
Members  of  both  races.  Such  a  solution 
would  be  a  godsend  to  South  Africa. 
But  whatever  may  be  the  outcome,  His 
Majesty's  Government  are  confident  that 
the  Kinisters  who  may  be  summoned, 
from  whatever  Party  they  may  be  drawn, 
to  whatever  race  they  may  belong, 
will  in  no  circumstances  fail  in  their  duty 
to  the  Crown.  I  shoiJd  like  to  say  also 
that  this  Parliament  will  be  of  a  high 
representative  authority,  and  it  will  be 
the  duty  of  whoever  may  be  called  upon 
to  represent  Colonial  business  in  this 
House  to  stand  between  that  Parliament 
and  all  unjustifiable  interference  from 
whatever  quarters  of  the  House  it  may 
come. 

There  are  several  subordinate  but  im- 
portant matters  which  require  the  close 
attention  of  the  Committee.  First  of 
all  there  is  the  position  of  the  Inter- 
colonial Council.  That  council  consists 
of  twenty-six  members,  of  whom  sixteen 
are  officials  and  ten — six  from  the  Trans- 
vaal and  four  from  the  Orange  River 
Colony — are  unofficial,  and  members  of 
the  Legislative  Councils  of  these  two 
Colonies.  This  body  deals  with  the 
railways  in  the  two  Colonies,  is  respon- 
sible for  the  administra'  ion  of  the  guaran- 
teed loan  and  the  payment  of  the  interest 
on  that  loan,  and  it  also  administers  the 
constabulary.  We  value  tlic  Intercolonial 
Council  because  we  see  in  it  the  nucleus  of 
that  federation  which  may  some  day  settle 
many  South  African  questions,  place 
native  issues  beyond  the  range  of  local 
panics,  and  secure  a  steadier  and  more 
generous  administration.  But  we  feel 
that  it  would  be  inconsistent  with  our 
views  of  responsible  government  to  tie 
the  hands  of  the  local  Assemblies  in  deal- 
ing with  the  Intercolonial  Council ;  and 
wo  have  therefore  inserted  a  clause  in  the 
Letters  Patent  which  enables  either  colony 
to  recede  from  and  consequently  deter- 
mine the  Intercolonial  Council  on  giving, 
I  think,  one  year  s  notice. 

I  now  approach  the  question  of  the 
Second  Chamber.  That  is  not  a 
very  attractive  subject.  We  on  this 
side     of     the    House     are     not    parti- 


cularly enamoured  of  Second  Chambers, 
and  I  do  not  know  that  our  love  for 
these  institutions  will  grow  swe3ter  as 
the  years  pass  by.  But  we  have  to  be 
governed  by  colonial  practice  ;  and  there 
is  no  colony  in  the  Empire  that  has 
not  a  Second  Chamber.  The  g:ea*er 
number  of  these  Second  Chambers  are 
nominated  ;  and  I  think  that  the  quality 
of  nominated  Second  Chambers,  and  their 
use  in  practice,  have  not  been  found  to  be 
inferior  to  those  of  the  elective  bodies. 
His  Majesty's  Government  desire  to 
secure,  if  they  can,  some  special  pro  'C- 
tion  for  native  interests  which  is  not 
likely  to  be  afforded  by  any  elxtoral 
arrangement,  I  am  sorry  to  say ;  and  we 
are  encouraged  in  that  respe*t  by  what 
took  place  in  the  Second  Chamber  of  Natal. 
The  poll  tax  as  sent  up  by  the  Lower 
House  was  imposed  solely  upon  natives, 
and  the  Second  Chamber,  taking  a 
broader  view  of  the  question,  removed 
at  any  rate  the  invidious  character  of  the 
tax,  by  extending  it  to  all  males  in 
Natal.  We  are  unable  to  countenance 
the  creation  in  a  permanent  form  of  a 
nominated  Second  Chamber.  But  for 
the  first  Parliament  only,  in  view  of  the 
position  of  native  affairs,  in  view  of  the 
disadvantage  of  complicating  the  elec- 
tions, to  which  all  classes  in  the  Transvaal 
have  been  so  long  looking  forward,  and 
most  particularly  because  of  the  extra 
delays  that  would  be  involved  in  the 
craation  of  an  elective  body,  the  Cabinet 
have  resolved  for  this  Parliament  only 
and  as  a  purely  provisional  arrangement, 
to  institute  a  nominated  Legislative 
Council  of  fifteen  Members.  They  will 
be  nominated  by  the  Crown,  that  is  to 
say  at  home,  and  vacancies,  if  any,  by 
death  or  resignation,  will  be  filled  by  the 
High  Commissioner,  on  the  advice  of  the 
responsible  Minister.  But  during  the 
course  of  the  first  Parliament  in  the 
Transvaal  arrangements  will  be  com- 
pleted ior  the  estabhshment  of  an 
elective  Second  Chamber,  and  if  necessary 
further  Letters  Patent  will  be  issued  to 
constitute  it. 

Now  I  come  to  the  question  of  the 
natives.  Under  the  Treaty  of  Vereen- 
iging  we  undertook  that  no  franchise 
should  be  extended  to  natives  before  the 
grant  of  self-government.  I  am  not 
going  to  plunge  into  the  art^m-^nt  as  to 
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what  **  native  "  means  or  as  to  its  legal 
or  technical  character,  because  in  regard 
to  such  a'  treaty,  upon  which  we  are 
relying  for  such  grave  issues,  we  must  be 
bound  by  the  interpretation  which  the 
other  Party  places  upon  it ;  and  it  is  un- 
doubted that  the  Boers  would  regard  it 
as  a  breach  of  that  treaty  if  the  franchise 
were  iu  the  first  instance  extended  to 
any  persons  who  are  not  white  men 
as  opposed  to  coloured  people.  We 
may  regret  that  decision.  We  may  regret 
that  there  is  no  willingness  in  the  Trans- 
vaal and  Orange  River  Colony  to  make 
arrangements  which  have  been  found 
not  altogether  harmful  in  Cape  Colony. 
But  we  are  bound  by  this  treaty.  Mean- 
while we  make  certain  reservations.  Any 
legislation  which  imposes  disabilities  on 
natives ;  which  are  not  imposed  on 
Europeans  will  be  reserved  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  and  the  Governor  will  not 
give  his  assent  before  receiving  the 
Secretary  of  State's  decision.  Legislation 
that  will  effect  the  alienation  of  native 
lands  will  also  be  reserved.  It  \b 
customary  to  make  some  provision 
in  money  for  native  interests,  such  as 
education,  by  reserving  a  certain  sum 
for  administration  by  the  High  Com- 
missioner or  some  other  political  or 
Imperial  official.  I  am  not  yet  in  a 
position  to  state  what  form  that  provision 
will  take ;  but  the  Government  are 
fully  aUve  to  their  responsibilities  in  that 
matter.  We  propose  to  reserve  Swazi- 
land to  the  direct  administration  of  the 
High  Commissioner.  Everyone  who  is 
acquainted  with  South  African  affairs 
knows  that  Swaziland  is  in  a  condition 
of  unrest ;  and  that  very  vexatious 
difficulties  have  arisen  from  tha  abomin- 
able and  foolish  concessions  that  were 
granted  on  all  sides  by  the  late  King 
Umbandine.  A  Commission  has  sat  to 
try  to  regularise  these  concessions  and  to 
limit  or  define  the  evils  lying  behind 
them.  I  would  recommend  hon.  Members 
to  read  the  White  Paper  published 
last  week  giving  an  account  of  Lord 
Selbome's  tours  in  Bechuanaland,  for 
it  is  in  pleasing  contrast  with  a  good 
deal  of  the  literature  we  have  been  forced 
to  read  in  connection  with  South  Africa. 
That  Paper  shows  the  keen  and  lively 
interest  which  Lord  Selborne  takes 
in  this  aspect  of  his  onerous  duties,  and 
proves  that  the  Secretary  of  Sta*e  has 
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acted  wisely  in  authorising  him  to  deal 
persorally  with  the  difficulties  which 
have  arisen  in  Swazilard,  with  the 
limiting  provision  that  no  settlement  he 
may  make  is  to  be  less  advan- 
tageous to  the  natives  than  the  exist- 
ing arrangement. 

I  come  now  to  the  questioii  (rf 
Chinese  labour.  I  have  bcK^n  asked  a 
great  many  questions  about  the  Wit* 
watersrand  Native  Labour  Associa- 
tion. That  association  was  a  voluntary 
union  of  all  the  employers  of  native 
labour  on  the  Rand,  and  it  enjoyed 
practically  a  monopoly  of  recruiting. 
Lately  there  have  been  complaints  from 
certain  mines.  They  wished  to  break 
away  from  this  association  and  to  recruit 
independently.  The  Government  have 
no  intention  or  desire  to  reinstitute  what 
is  called  free  recruiting.  The  evik  of 
that  system  to  the  natives  and  the  abuses 
which  follow  in  its  train  are  patent  to  us 
aU.  But  we  think  that  between  free 
recruiting  and  a  monopoly  of  recruiting 
there  ought  to  be  a  nuddle  course,  and 
room  for  several  respectable  and  reputable 
recruiting  bodies.  We  have  received 
requests  from  the  Robinson  group  of 
mines  that  they  should  be  allowed  equal 
facilities  with  the  Witwatersrand  Native 
Labour  Association.  Lord  Selborne  has 
satisfied  himself  of  the  respectability  of 
the  agents  whom  it  is  proposed  to  employ. 
My  i^t  hon.  friend  the  Foreign  Secre- 
tary has  approached  the  Portuguese 
Government,  who  have  met  us  with  great 
courtesy  and  with  more  than  diplomatic 
celerity,  and  the  Govemor-CJeneral  of 
Mozambique  has  been  instructed  to 
extend  to  this  recruiting  body  the  same 
facilities  as  were  enjoyed  by  the  Wit- 
watersrand Native  Labour  Association. 
It  is  to  be  hoped  that  this  arrangement 
i^ill  have  the  effect  of  increasing,  iKrithout 
abuses,  the  supply  of  native  labour,  and 
in  the  expectation  of  such  an  increase  the 
Robinson  group  of  mines  have  notified 
us  that  they  will  forthwith  surrender  t^e 
3,000  outstanding  licences  for  Chinese 
which  they  hold,  so  that  I  think  we  shall 
be  able  to  say,  with  the  heavy  wastage 
going  on  and  which  will  be  increased  by  the 
vigorous  repatriation  of  bad  characten, 
that  the  coolie  population  on  the  Rand 
will  not  have  been  greatly  increased 
during  the  difficult  transition  period 
in  which  we  shall  have  beenj^responsiblc 
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for  tiie  administration  of  the  Oidinanoe.  It 
will  be  possible  with  the  increase,  if  any, 
of  native  labour,  to  employ  a  larger  pro- 
portion of  white  men  in  association  wth 
ICaffir  labour,  we  cannot  say  how  large  a 
proportion — ^whether  20,  30,  or  40  per 
cent, ;  but  an  experiment  is  going  to  be 
tried  on  one  of  tiie  Bobinson  mines  to 
see  how  high  a  proportion  of  white  labour 
can  be  profitably  employed  in  association 
-with  Kaffir  labour.  The  Government 
-will  watch  that  experiment  with  in- 
terest and  83rmpathy,  and  the  House  will 
realize  that  it  wU  be  an  honest  and  bona 
fide  experiment  when  I  say  that  the  man 
to  whom  it  is  to  be  entrusted  is  Mr. 
C?reswell. 


Now  I  return  to  the  general  drift 
of  my  argument.  On  November  30, 
1906,  the  arrangement  for  recruiting 
Chinese  in  China  will  cease  and  deter- 
mine, and  our  consuls  will  withdraw 
the  powers  they  have  delegated,  and  I 
earnestly  trust  that  no  British  Government 
w  11  ever  renew  them.  A  clause  in  the 
Const  tution  will  provide,  in  accordance 
w  th  the  pledge  given  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  for  the  abrogation  of 
the  existing  Chinese  Labour  Ordinance 
after  a  reasonable  interval.  I  am  not 
yet  in  a  position  to  say  what  wilt  be  a 
reasonable  interval,  but  t  me  mu^t  be 
given  to  the  new  assembly  to  take  stock 
of  the  position  and  to  consider  the  labour 
question  as  a  whole.  I  said  just  now 
there  would  be  a  clause  with  regard  to 
differential  legislation  as  between  white 
persons  and  other,  and  to  this  clause 
wl*  be  added  the  words — 

"  No  law  will  be  assented  to  which  sanctions 
any  condition  of  service  or  residence  of  a  servile 
ehmeter.^ 

We  have  been  invited  to  use  the  word 
"  slavery  "  or  the  words  **  semblance  of 
slavery,"  but  such  expressions  would  be 
needlessly  wounding,  and  the  words  we 
have  chosen  are  much  more  effective, 
because  much  more  precise  and  much 
more  restra'ned,  and  they  point  an 
accurate  foreanger^at  the  very  evil  we 
desire  to  prevent. 

I  have  still  a  threefold  project  to 
axpain  to  the  House.  Attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  case  of  the  settlers 
under  the  !and  settlement  schemes  in  the 
Transvaal  and  Orange  River  Colony.  In 
the  Transvaal  land  settlement  has  been 


only  a  qualified  success,  but  in  the  Orange 
River    Colony,    where    more    elaborate 
methods  have  been  tried,  good  re  :u"t8  have 
been  obta  ned ;  and  quite  apart  from  the 
economic  results,    a    new    and  valuab  e 
element  of  population  has  been  introduced 
nto  the  country  which  tend  to  m't  gate 
the  asperity  of  racial  distinctions  by  creat- 
ing a  class  of  British  farmers  whose  in- 
terests are  similar  to  and  as&ociated  with 
those  of  their  Boer  fellow-subjects.    The 
settlers     have    expressed    anxiety    in 
regard  to  the  constitutional  arrangement 
we  aie  making.    We  do  not  shaie  that 
anxiety,  but  we  are  anxious  to  remove 
it.    It  would  be  ffi,  great  pity  if,  through 
the  discouragement  of  the  settlers,  resuSa 
which  have  been  obtained  at  great  cost 
were  to  be  wasted  and  swept  away.   Now 
we  should  desire  to  interpose  an  adminis- 
trative screen  between  the  mortgagor  and 
mortgagee  in  such  a  way  as  to  secure  to 
the  settlers  that  sympathetic  administra* 
tion  which  is  an  integral  and  essential 
portion  of  the  original  conditions  under 
which    they    received    their    land    and 
tmdertook    their    holding.    We    believe 
that  machinery  can  most  easily  be  pro- 
vided by  the  creation  of  a  Land  Board 
under    the    High  Commisioner  to  ad- 
minister the  funds  allocated  to  the  purpose 
of   land   settlement.     What   are    those 
funds  ?  There  were  £3,000,000  allotted  out 
of  the  guaranteed  loan.    Of  this   sum 
£2,50O,OOO  have  been  expended  in  the 
purchase  of  land  or  employed  for  the 
time  being  in  loans  to  settlers.    The  law 
officers   of   the   Crown   have   expressed 
the   opinion,    and   it   is   an   important 
ruling,  that  in  proportion  as  those  sums 
of   money   are   repaid   by   the   settlers 
they  must  be  devoted  to  further  pur- 
poses of  land  settlement  to  which  they 
were  ear-marked,  or  else  they  must  go 
in  diminution  of  the  total  debt  charge 
of  £35,000,000,  of  which  this  country  is 
the    guarantor.    That    is    a    very    im- 
portant fact  which  will  be  appreciated 
in  South  Africa ;  but  we  should  not  think 
it  right  to  erect  the  machinery  of  such 
a  Land  Board  without  receiving  satis- 
factory assurances  that  its  creation  was 
agreeable   to   all  parties    in    the    two 
colonies.    But    if    general    consent    be 
obtained,    I    am    confident    that    real 
benefits  will  be  secured  to  South  Africa 
if,  instead  of  these  sums  of  money  as 
they  are  repaid  going  to  the  amortization 
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of  the  debt,  they  remain  devoted  to  South 
African  purposes,  and  continue  to  add 
year  by  year  to  the  population  and 
development  of  the  rural  districts. 

I  come  to  the  second  point.  It 
has  been  brought  to  the  notice  of 
my  noble  friend  that  there  are  a 
certain  number  of  hard  cases  which 
have  arisen  out  of  the  settlement  of 
war  losses  and  compensation  claims. 
His  Majesty's  Government  admit  no 
liability  in  the  matter.  The  injuries 
of  war  are  irreparable  and  incommen- 
surable, and  it  is  idle  to  suggest  that 
afterwards  we  can  go  round  and  liquidate 
them  by  money  payments.  This 
country  has  already  provided,  quite 
apart  from  the  guaranteed  loan, 
£9,500,000  for  various  purposes  of 
enabling  the  Transvaal  and  the  Orange 
River  Golony  to  regain  their  condition 
of  economic  prosperity,  and  we  are  not 
prepared  to  ask  the  House  of  Commons 
to  vote  any  more.  Anything  like  a 
general  reopening  of  these  compensa- 
tion claims  would  be  disastrous  to 
South  Africa  and  would  be  viewed  with 
consternation  by  all  those  responsible  for 
Its  government.  Nevertheless,  I  am 
willing  to  admit  that  there  are  certain 
special  cases  where  persons  have  suffered, 
or  suppose  themselves  to  have  suffered, 
injustice  through  the  perfectly  Lonest 
working  of  the  rules  which  guided  the 
Central  Judicial  Commission,  and  that 
the  decisions  of  that  Commission  have 
involved  certain  persons  in  acute 
physical  want  and  suffering.  We 
should  earnestly  desire  that  these  cases 
should  receive  the  further  consideration 
of  the  Colonial  (Jovemments. 

Now  I  reach  the  third  point.  The 
House  will  remember  that  when  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  was  in  South  Africa 
he  obtained  a  promise  from  certain 
influential  gentlemen  in  Johannesburg 
to  pay  a  sum  of  £30,000,000,  and  that 
this  would  be  a  debt  charge  on  the 
Transvaal,  with  a  smaller  sum  of 
£5,000,000  on  the  Orange  River  Colony, 
and  that  this  should  go  in  diminution 
of  the  war  debt  created  in  this  country. 
Such  a  promise  had,  of  course,  no  regular 
authority.  These  gentlemen  had  no 
representative  right  to  speak  for  the 
population   of  the  Transvaal.     But  it 
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is  an  undoubted  fact  that  it  was  in 
consideration  of  this  promise,  and  in 
virtue  of  this  undertaking,  this  House 
was  persuaded  to  give  the  British 
guarantee  to  the  £35,000,000  guaranteed 
loan,  and  as  a  result  of  that  guarantee 
the  Transvaal  and  the  Orange  River 
Colony  budgets  have  been  benefited  to 
the  extent  of  at  least  £350,000  a  year. 
There  would  seem,  therefore,  to  be  not 
a  legal  obligation,  but  something  in 
the  nature  of  a  moral  or  honounible 
obligation,  upon  these  colonies  in 
respect  of  this  contribution.  I  should 
like  also  to  point  out  that  while  the 
British  Oovemment  do  not  waive,  for- 
mally, their  claim  to  payment  under 
these  heads,  the  borrowing  powers  of 
both  Colonies  will  be  sensibly  impaired, 
if  not,  indeed,  entirely  suspended.  We 
do  not  desire  to  deal  in  a  grasping  spirit 
with  the  youngest  colonies  in  the  British 
Empire.  Suggestions  have  reached  us 
from  various  quarters,  Boer  and  British, 
that  a  release  from  this  obligation  would 
be  gratefully  welcomed  by  all  parties 
in  South  A&ica.  We  have  been  asked 
whether  the  guarantors — ^those  who 
promised  to  underwrite  the  first 
£10,000,000  at  4  per  cent.— would  not 
transfer  their  obligations  to  a  loan 
necessarily  much  smaller,  to  be  expended, 
not  in  relieving  the  British  taxpayer  or 
in  reducing  the  National  Debt,  but  on 
certain  South  African  objects  which  are 
agreeable  both  to  the  British  and  Boer 
populations,  and  in  which  His  Majesty's 
present  advisers  take  a  keen  and  lively 
interest.  I  am  not  prepared  to  make, 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  or 
on  behalf  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  any  offer  or  promise  of 
a  definite  or  final  character,  but  we 
are  convinced  that  there  are  in 
these  proposals  the  elements  of  an 
arrangement  that  would  withdraw  some 
of  the  embarrassing  and  perplexing 
questions  from  South  African  poHtics, 
and  effect  their  settlement  in  a  manner 
agreeable  to  all  parties  concerned.  We 
propose,  therefore,  to  instruct  Lord 
Selbome  to  ascertain  by  immediate 
inquiry  what  the  views  of  South  African 
statesmen  upon  the  outlines  of  the 
arrangement  which  I  have  proposed  are 
likely  to  be. 

I  have  now  finished  laying  before  the 
House  the  constitutional  settlement,  and  I 
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should  like  to  say  that  our  proposals  are 
i  nt  erdependeixt .   They  must  be  considered 
as^a  whole ;  they  must  be  accepted  or 
rejected  as  a  whole.     I  say  this  is  no  spirit 
of  disrespect  to  the  Committee,  because 
evidently  it  is  a  matter  which  the  Exe- 
cutive Oovemment  should  decide  on  its 
own  responsibility,  and  if  the  policy  which 
we  declare  were  changed  new  instruments 
would  have  to  be  found  to  carry  out 
another  plan.     We  are  prepared  to  make 
this  settlement  in  the  name  of  the  Liberal 
Party.     That  is  sufficient  authority  for 
UB  ;  but  there  is  a  higher  authority  which 
we  should  earnestly  desire  to  obtain.     I 
make  no  appeal,  but   I   address   myself 
particularly  to  the  right  hon.  (Jentlemen 
who  sit  opposite,  who  are  long  versed  in 
public  alPairs,  and  not  able  to  escape  all 
their  lives  from  a  heavy  South  African 
responsibility.     They  are    the  accepted 
guides  of  a  Party  which,  though  in  a 
minority  in  this  House,  nevertheless  em 
bodies  nearly  half  the  nation.     I  will  ask 
them   seriously   whether   they   will   not 
pause  before  ^hey  commit  themselves  to 
violent  or  rash  denunciations  of  this  great 
arrangement.    I  will  ask  them,  further, 
whether  they  will  not  consider  if  they 
cannot  join  with  us  to  invest  the  grant  of 
a  free  Constitution  to  the  Transvaal  with 
something  of  a  national  sanction.    With 
all  our  majority  we  can  only  make  it  the 
gift  of  a  Party ;  they  can  make  it  the  gift 
of  England.    And  if  that  were  so,  I  am 
quite   sure   that   all   those   inestimable 
blessings  which  we  confidently  hope  will 
flow  from  this  decision  will  be  gained 
more  surely  and  much  more  speedily ;  and 
the  first  real  step  taken  to  withdraw 
South  African  affairs  from  the  arena  of 
British  Party  politics,  in  which  they  have 
inflicted  injury  on  both  political  parties 
and  in  which  they  have  suffered  grievous 
injury  themselves.    I  ask  that  that  may  be 
considered ;  but  in  any  case  we  are  pre- 
pared to  go  forward  alone,  and  Letters 
Patent  will  be  issued  in  strict  conformity 
with  the  settlement  I  have  explained  this 
afternoon  if  we  should  continue  to  enjoy 
the  support  of  a  Parliamentary  majority. 

♦Mr.  LYTTELTON  :  I  have  always 
endeavoured  to  approach  the  considera- 
tion of  this  question,  both  in  what  I  have 
spoken  and  in  a!l  I  have  written,  in  the 
spirit  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  displayed 
at  the  close  of  his   elaborate  and  able 


speech.  But  or  the  cons  deration  of  a 
subject  of  this  magnitude  some  further 
preparation  than  the  statement  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  should,  I  think,  in  fair- 
ness have  been  granted.  Is  it  right, 
without  a  single  published  Paper,  that  the 
discussion  of  this  important  subject 
should  be  relegated  to  one  day  in  the 
dog  days  of  July,  when  the  Government 
themselves,  through  the  Prime  Minister, 
have  admitted  a  few  months  ago  that 
they  themselves  were  wofully  laclang  full 
information  upon  it,  and  had  appointed 
a  Commission  to  supply  that  information. 
This  information  has  been  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  Government,  and  I  think  it 
would  have  been  fairer,  as  well  as  more 
dignified,  if  the  Government  had  placed 
in  the  hands  of  their  critics  the  material 
which,  at  the  public  cost  and  in  the  public 
interest,  has  been  supplied  to  them. 
It  would  be  easy  to  make  some  Party 
capital  out  of  thejcircumstance  that  the 
Government  have  omitted  the  Orange 
River  Colony  from  these  proposals. 
But  I  rejoice  that  the  Government 
have  done  so,  not  because  I  do 
not  wish  well  to  the  Orange  River 
Colony,  but  because  I  am  satisfied  that  in 
substance  the  Constitution  it  enjoys  is 
best  for  the  welfare,  prosperity,  and  happi- 
ness both  of  Britons  and  Dutch  in  that 
colony.  Here  is  a  colony  free  from  those 
influences  that  have  made  the  Transvaal 
many  times  the  despair  of  states- 
men. Here  is  a  business-like  Aroadia, 
witii  no  mines  and  no  shareholders,  no 
opposition  between  town  and  country, 
a  pastoral  and  agricultural  colony  where 
Britons  gve  their  skill  and  science  to 
the  cultivation  of  the  land,  and  the 
Dutch  give  their  long  experience  of  the 
country.  I  believe  that  already  much 
progress  has  been  made  in  smoothing 
away  the  ravages  of  the  war  in  that 
colony ;  I  believe  that  both  races  are 
settling  down  ;  and  therefore  I  applaud 
the  Government  for  having  taken 
the    path    of     wisdom     and     left    that 

which  was  well  substantially  alone. 
The  statement  of  the  hon.  Grentleman 
that  the  constitution  proposed  by  the 
late  Government  for  the  Transvaal  was 
not  a  workable  one  was  probably  not 
serious  and  certainly  will  not  be  accepted 
by  serious  persons  when  it  is  remembered 
that  it  was  a  constitution  which  was 
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promised  at  the  settlement  of  the 
treaty,  was  promised  over  and  over 
again  in  the  Housef  and  was  scarcely 
challenged.  There  are  precedents  for 
it  in  every  self-governing  colony  in  the 
history  of  the  Empire,  and  it  has  been 
received  in  the  House  and  in  the  colony 
with  very  little  dissent.  Nothing  has 
occurred  to  shake  the  opinion  that  in  the 
circumstances  it  is  a  useful  and  necessary 
stage  in  the  evolution  of  self-govern- 
ment in  the  Transvaal.  What  has  been 
the  strong  motive  for  the  establishment 
of  such  a  constitution  as  distinguished 
Irom  responsible  Government  ?  The 
late  Government  knew  from  all  sides 
that  the  striking  feature  in  the 
Transvaal  during  the  last  two  or  three 
years  was  that  both  races  had 
co-operated  in  the  honourable  task  of 
rebuilding  the  material  prosperity  of 
their  country,  and  in  doing  so  they  had 
drawn  towards  a  better  understanding 
and  feeling  with  one  another.  I  am  of 
opinion  that  we  ought  not  to  establish 
responsible  government  in  a  country 
unless  we  are  satisfied  that  the  two 
races  lately  at  war  and  nearly  equal  in 
numbers  are  so  far  advanced  m  the 
process  of  fusion  as  practically  to  render 
the  colony  safe  from  racial  cleavage 
that  might  lead  to  serious  disturbance 
and  friction.  The  reason  that  operated 
chiefly  on  the  mind  of  the  late 
Government  wad  that  it  is  impossible 
to  start  <»uch  a  Grovernment  in  the 
Transvaal  at  the  present  time  with- 
out inevitably  separating  o£E  the  two 
races — ^just  when  they  have  begun  in 
some  measure  to  consolidate  and  fuse — 
in  the  bitterness  of  Party  contest,  and 
thereby  to  stereotype,  emphasise,  and 
embitter  with  passion  and  party  conflict 
racial  division.  Responsible  Government 
really  means  Party  Government  as  it 
exists  in  this  country.  No  one  can  say 
that  there  are  not  disadvantages 
attached  to  Party  Government  even  in 
this  country,  homogeneous,  long-settled, 
with  civil  war  far  distant  in  the  past, 
and,  I  think,  we  may  say  without  vanity, 
with  a  population  trained  in  Party 
Government  above  all  other  nations. 
We  all  know  the  passionate  feelings 
that  arise  even  at  home  by  virtue  of  Party 
Government.  Ministries  stand  or  fall 
by  the  Vote  of  Parliament.  That  is  the 
system  which  you  intend  to  set  up  in 

Mr,  Lt/flelton, 


South  Africa  when  Britons  and  Boers  are 
already  drawing  together,  and  when,  but 
for  this  proposal  which  I  cannot  bat 
think  unhappy  and  inopportune,  that 
process'  might  continue,  and  much 
friction,  passion,  and  conflict  might  be 
avoided.  In  any  circumstances  this  is 
a  step  which  would  be  serious.  Has  His 
Majesty's  Government  given  that  con- 
sideration to  the  topic  which  should  have 
been  given  to  it  ?  Why,  Sir,  in  Natal 
self-government  was  not  conceded  for 
five  years  after  a  Select  Committee  had 
considered  it.  We  discussed  it  for  three 
years  before  it  was  granted  to  the  Cape 
Colony.  In  the  great  clas3ic  inst-ince  of 
Canada  Lord  Durham  recommended  the 
transition  to  be  made  deliberately  and 
his  recommendations  were  not  carried 
out  for  nearly  three  years  after  they 
were  made. 

The  present  Government  committed 
themselves  before  they  knew  the  facts,  and 
they  have  been  compelled  in  haste  to  make 
good  the  promises  which  they  gave  with 
such  rash  precipitation.  If  this  be  so,  is 
it  possible  for  any  man  tc^say  that  the 
Constitution  which  they  have  framed 
will  give  in  any  sense  a  security  for  the 
predominance  of  either  one  party  or  the 
other  ?  I  do  not  think  that  any  one  can 
possibly  say  what  the  result  of  the  arrange- 
ments which  have  been  made  will  in  point 
of  fact  be.  You  are,  therefore,  placed 
in  this  position,  that  a  form  of  govern- 
ment for  waich  there  is  no  urgent  reason 
whatever,  and  which  might  have  been 
postponed,  I  believe,  by  the  general  agree- 
ment of  all  for  some  considerable  time, 
has  been  cast  down  on  the  floor  of  this 
House  by  His  Majesty's  Government 
though  the  authors  are  not  themselves 
aware  of  what  the  actual  results  will  be, 
tne  state  of  the  country  being  such  that 
it  is  most  important  that  those  results, 
before  sucb  a  step  was  taken,  should  be 
thoroughly  and  definitely  ascertained. 
It  seems  to  me  that  there  ^ere  two  courses 
open  to  the  Government  either  of  which 
might  have  been  taken.  U  you  had 
assured  the  predominance  of  British,  then, 
at  any  rate,  you  would  have  tcJcen  a 
secure  step,  but  you  would,  of  course,  have 
been  confronted  i^ith  the  arguments  of 
the  Boers,  whom  you  have  attempted 
apparently  to  treat  with  very  great 
cordiality,  and  that  Would  have  been  a 
difficult  positionto  have  been  placed  in* 


7  61       Civil  Services  and  Revenm      {:»1  Jl'LY  1906}      Depis,  EsUniaies,  1906^7 .      762 


Mr.    CHURCHILL:   Hear,    hear. 

Mr.   LYTTELTON:   Is  it,   therefore, 
right    or    fair     that    an    impeachment 
A  .ould    be  made   of    the   bona   fides  of 
t  lat  list  and  those  who  made  it,  without 
any    opportunity    being   given    to   the 
persons  interest^  to  be   heard  ?    I  am 
told     that     although     some    impeach- 
ment was  made  of  this  voters  list  by 
certain  gentleman  before  the  Committee 
those    objections    were    never    brought 
before  the  persons  who  were  alleged  to 
bo  responsible,  and  that  no  opportunity 
from  that  day  to  this  has  been  given  to 
them   of  being  heard.    That  is  surely 
not   the  way  to  deil  with  a  list  which 
is    the    result    of    great    expense    and 
labour.     It  seems   part   of   the   poUcy 
of  the   Government,  however,  to   keep 
back   the   facts   from   the    House    and 
from     the     people    of    the     Transvaal 
itself.      The   Under-Secretary    gets    up 
and  alludes  to  the  fact  that  there  are 
3,000   more    voters   on    that  Ust    than 
existed  in   1904.    That  is  an  innuendo 
that    there    was    something    fraudulent 
about  the  preparation  of  the  list.     I. 
it   not  obviously  fair  for  us  to   know 
what  the  grounds  of  those  allegations 
are  ?    Then  as  I  said  before,  I  must  de- 
cline, as  the    Under-Secretary  has  de- 
clined, to  speculate  as  to  what  the  results 
of  the   arrangement  of  seats  and  the 
delimitation   of  boimdaries   will   be.    I 
have  no  means  of  knowing.    Electioneer- 
ing is  not  an  exact  or  a  mathematical 
science,  and  the  utmost  I  can  say  is  that 
the  majority  one  way  or  the  other  may 
be  two,  or  three,  or  possibly  four.    I  do 
not  blame  the  Ooverament  for  having 
preserved  the  old  magisterial  areas,  be- 
cause there  is  no  necessity  for  the  further 
expensive    delay   involved   in   creating 
new  ones,  but  with  regard  to  the  abolition 
or  the  possibility  of  the  abolition  of  the 
Inter-Colonial  Council  I  have,  I  must 
say,    most    grave    apprehensions.    An 
infinity  of  time  and  labour  has  been 
spent  upon  the  administration  of  the 
railways  and   of  the   Constabulary   by 
the  Inter-Colonial  Council   which  con- 
tains in  itself  the   germ  of  federation. 
One   of    its    principal    merits    is    that 
it  deals  with  the  affairs  of  both  the 
Orange  River  Cobny  and  the  Transvaal 
snd  provides  a  suitable  and  convenient 
iorm  of  administration  of  those  affairs 


which  are  common  to  both  Colonies. 
To  take  the  Constabulary  out  of  the 
hands  of  that  body  and  vest  the  adminis- 
tration in  the  hands  of  the  Transvaal 
and  the  Orange  River  Colony  cannot  be 
eoonomioal  and  must  detract  from  the 
labo'ira  of  this  body  which  has,  in  the 
opinion  of  mosti  worked  harmoniously  and 
well,  over  the  area  of  both  Colonies.  When 
^  e  consider  the  financial  aspect,it  certainly 
is  unfortunate  that  the  railway  system 
which  has  been  coupled  up  and  Worked  in 
the  interests  of  both  Colonies  should  now 
be  severed,  and  I  fear  that  it  is  almost 
inevitable  that  jealousies  will  arise  in 
respect  to  matters  which  are  common 
to  both  Colonies.  I  pass  on  to  the  question 
of  the  Second  Chamber,  and  so  far  as  the 
creation  of  such  a  chamber  is  con- 
cerned, if  it  is  possible  to  secure  a 
good  Second  Chamber  we  are  grate- 
ful for  that  advantage;  but  I  would 
point  out  that  as  compared  with  the 
definite  and  solid  power  which  was 
held  by  the  executive  Covemment  under 
the  old  arrangement  the  creation  of  a 
Second  Chamber  of  fifteen  persons  nomi- 
nated by  the  Government  for  five  yeara 
is,  I  am  afraid,  a  somewhat  illusory  ad- 
vantage. I  was  advised  by  those  who 
know  the  country  intimately  that  it  would 
be  difficult  to  provide  more  than  thirty- 
five  of  sufficient  ability  and  leisure  to 
serve  in  the  Transvaal  Legislative  Council, 
and  although  that  number  may  now  be 
slightly  greater  it  is  obvious  in  vie^  of 
the  immense  weight  of  private  business 
there  that  it  cannot  be  indefinitely  in- 
creased if  w  e  are  to  keep  the  tone  and  ability 
of  the  assembly  such  as  we  should  desire. 
The  number  of  members  of  the  assembly 
has  now  been  increased  from  thirty-five 
to  sixty-nine,  that  is  to  say,  it  has  been 
nearly  doubled,  and  I  am  afraid  that 
although  there  are  many  able  men  in  the 
Transvaal  there  are  few  men  of  leisure. 
Having  beaten  out  somewhat  thinly  the 
available  talent  for  legislative  purposes 
the  (jovernment  propose  either  to  with- 
draw from  it  the  fifteen  members  who 
are  to  constitute  the  Second  Chamber  or 
to  obtain  from  outside  the  Legislative' 
Council  fifteen  men  who  by  that  very 
hypothesis  will  hardly  be  of  sufficient 
weight  and  experience  to  have  much 
influence  as  a  buffer  against  any  undo* 
sirable  action  of  the  elective  assembly. 
Still,  let  me  say  for  what  it  is  worth,  if  you 
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are  able  to  get  a  sufficient  number  of  men 
who  will  take  that  position  and  exercise 
the  power  it  confers,  though  I  am  not 
sanguine  that  you  will  get  any  such 
number,  considering  the  number  of  the 
Legislative  assembly^it  is  better  that  there 
should  be  some  such  body.  I  have  nothing 
to  say  with  regard  to  the  proposals  made 
by  the  late  Government  as  to  reserving 
questions  of  legislation  in  regard  to  the 
natives.  Neither  have  I  anything  to  say 
but  to  applaud  the  decision  as  to 
the  reservation  of  the  administration 
of  Swaziland  to  the  High  Commissioner. 
Though  I  deplore  the  decision  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  come  to  in  regard  to 
Chinese  labour  I  see  no  objection  to 
somewhat  expanding  the  labour  recruiting 
agencies  for  natives,  provided  that  ade- 
quate and  careful  measures  are  taken  to 
secure  that  the  work  is  in  the  hands  of 
responsible  and  proper  people.  As  to 
the  so-called  experiment  to  be  made 
by  the  Robinson  Mines,  that  is  an 
experiment  the  worth  of  which  has  been 
tested  on  many  occasions,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  there  is  much  to  be  added  to 
the  general  knowledge  which  we  have 
abeady  on  that  subject.  Mr.  Cresweli 
will  no  doubt  do  his  best.  It  is  very  well 
known  that  natives  are  desired  where 
they  can  be  obtained  by  the  mine  owners, 
and  I  do  not  suppose  that  there  is  much 
to  be  added  to  what  is  abeady  known  as 
to  the  undoubted  capacity  of  the  natives 
to  do  the  work,  if  you  are  able  to  obtain 
sufficient  to  do  it.  The  settled  policy  of  the 
late  Government  was  that  the  question  of 
compensation  for  war  losses  should  not 
be  re-opened,  and  I  am  glad  to  hear 
that  the  present  Grovernment  have 
adopted  that  action.  It  needs  no 
further  justification  than  has  abeady 
been  produced,  and  the  mention  of  the 
fact  that  the  sum  of  £9,500,000  has 
been  spent  in  compensation  to  individuals 
for  injuries  suffered  from  the  war. 
I  confess  I  did  not  quite  follow  what 
the  Under-Secretary  in  his  otherwise 
lucid  speech  said  with  regard  to  the 
£30,000,000.  The  position  is  this,  that 
not  merely  the  representatives  of  capital 
but  some  of  the  representatives  of 
labour  joined  in  giving  the  undertaking 
Of  course  they  were  not  in  a  representa- 
tive position,  but  it  was  the  best  under- 
taking that  could  be  obtained  from  the 
country  in  its  then  condition  of  govern- 
Mr.  Lyttelton. 


ment.  That  undertaking  was  not  tint 
the  mine-owners  should  pay  £10,000,000 
or  £30,000,000  or  any  other  sum,  but 
that  they  should  underwrite  the  issue 
of  the  first  £10,000,000  of  a  loan  to  be 
raised  in  the  Transvaal.  They  have  on 
several  occasions  expressed  their  willing- 
ness to  fulfil  that  bargain,  but  con- 
ditions have  not  obtained  in  which  it  is 
possible  to  call  upon  them  to  do  so.  I 
do  not  think  that  anybody  who  knows 
the  Transvaal  will  believe  that  it  ii 
possible  that  £30,000,000  should  b« 
paid  for  war  indemnity  or  for  any 
purpose  at  the  present  moment.  My 
own  view  is  that  some  arrangement 
ought  to  be  made  by  which  a  smaller 
sum  shall  be  devoted  to  some  purpose 
good  alike  for  the  Transvaal  and  for 
this  country.  I  have  no  right  to  bind 
anybody  in  this  matter,  but  speaking 
personally  with  regard  to  the  proposals, 
which  have  been  laid  before  the  Hons: 
by  the  hon.  (Gentleman,  so  far  as  I  have 
been  able  on  the  spur  of  the  moment 
to  investigate  them,  I  wish  once  again 
to  make  it  clear  that,  whatever  may  be 
their  results  the  Opposition  have  no 
responsibility  whatever  for  them.  The 
conditions  under  which  they  are  made 
seem  to  me  to  be  of  great  hazard  to 
South  Africa  and  to  the  interests  of 
this  country.  They  seem  to  me  to  be 
likely  to  produce  far  more  friction 
and  passionate  opposition  between  the 
races  who  have  lately  been  at  war  than 
would  have  existed  if  they  had  not 
been  made.  They  seem  to  have  been 
made  at  a  time  inopportune  for  South 
Africa  and  inopportune  here.  They 
have  been  made  in  a  manner  contrary 
to  every  precedent  in  the  whole  £m|Hre. 
They  have  been  made  in  unseemly 
haste  and  in  a  manner  contemptuous 
of  the  House  of  Conmions.  Not  a  paper 
or  document  or  single  fact  has  been 
presented  to  us  by  which  we  could 
authoritatively  inform  ourselves  upon 
them.  Surely,  therefore,  it  is  not 
unnatural  that  we  should  reserve  entirelv 
the  right  to  say  that  we  take  no  part 
or  lot  with  the  Government  in  re-sponsi- 
bility  for  the  ill-effects  which  I  fear — 
though  Heaven  forbid — may  flow  from 
their    proposals. 

*SiR  CHARLES   DILKE  (Olojcester- 
shire,  Forest  of  Dean)  said  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  the  Member  for  St. 
George'0,  Hanover  Square,  had,  on 
behalf  of  his  Party,  repudiated  all 
responsibility  for  this  settlement. 
The  great  majority  of  those  who  sat 
on  the  IGnisterial  side  repudiated  all 
responsibility  for  the  war  out  of  which 
this  settlement  arose,  and  for  the  many 
evils  which  Sir  William  Harcourt  pro- 
phesied would  come  from  the  war,  with 
many  of  which  this  settlement  was  itself 
consistent.  The  Ministerial  Party  had 
decided  that  the  time  had  arrived  when 
this  question  should  be  settled,  and  there 
were  some  who  desired  that  it  should  be 
settled  by  such  a  settlement  as  the  Com- 
mittee had  heard  outlined  to-day.  There 
were  others  who  did  not  agree  exactly 
with  the  pohcy  put  forward  by  the 
Government  or  with  the  policy  of  the 
Opposition  when  conducting  the  war,  and 
since.  He  would  like  an  opportunity  to 
state  some  views  shared  by  those.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  made 
a  most  dangerous  speech.  There  was 
hardly  a  word  of  the  speech  of  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  with  which 
he  (Sir  Charles  Dilke)  did  not  agree, 
although  he  did  not  agree  with  some  of 
the  policies  that  the  speech  defended. 
The  object  of  the  last  speech  of  the  late 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  was 
dangerous  in  the  extreme,becauseit8  pohcy 
was  a  dangerous  policy,  dnd  could  only 
be  supported  by  dangerous  arguments. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  of 
consulting  the  Cape  and  of  federation. 
He  agreed  that  federation  could  not  be 
overlooked,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  had  already  said  that 
his  poUcy  was  one  leading  to  federation. 
But  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
them  that  they  ought  to  have  consulted 
the  Cape,  what  would  they  have  found  if 
they  hadi  They  would  have  found 
absolute  unanimity  among  both  pohtical 
parties  there  upon  the  subject  of  the  ^n- 
chise  of  the  natives.  There  was  not  a  lead- 
ing politician  at  the  Cape,  of  either  side, 
who  did  not  value  the  native  ^nchise. 
The  present  Prime  Minister  had  gone 
oat  of  his  way  twice  to  declare  that  the 
Cape  ought  never  to  be  galled  upon  to 
make  any  alteration  in  the  native 
f  anchise.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  quoted  the  Cape,  and  in  that 
dangerous  portion  of  his  speech  was  led 
into    the    most     njur  ous    il  ustrations. 


Having  quoted  the  Cape  and  suggested 
that  we  should  ask  their  opinon,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  proceeded  to 
make  a  most  mischievous  allusion  to 
the  probability  of  Cape  Colony,  think- 
ing only  of  one  white  race.  He  said  that 
10,000  rebel  voters  were  about  to  be 
enfranchised  in  the  Cape  and  that  they 
would  turn  the  scale.  That  statement  was 
cheered  by  one  supporter.  It  was  almost 
horrible  that  such  allusions  should  be 
cheered,  when  made  thoughtlessly,  tend- 
ing as  they  did  to  perpetuate  the  difference 
between  the  two  races.  This  House  had 
to  keep  in  mind  the  loyalty  of  South 
Africa  as  a  whole,  black  as  well  as  Dutch, 
the  loyalty  of  the  country  as  a  whole, 
and  of  the  whole  Empire,  which  was 
mainly  black  and  not  white.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  had  objected 
that  the  whole  arrangement  was  analogous 
to  what  occurred  in  Canada,  and  read  a 
quotation,  the  appUcabiUty  of  which  was 
not  apparent,  from  a  speech  of  Lord  Dur- 
ham. We  had  at  one  time  apparently 
look  d  forward  to  loyalty  dependent  on 
British  race,  and  the  quotation  read 
asked  for  a  period  of  rest  in  Lower  Canada 
until  we  had  planted  British  settlers 
there.  The  loyalty  of  Lower  Canada 
rested  not  upon  the  British  but  upon  the 
overwhelming  French-speaking  popula- 
tion. With  such  a  hopeless  example 
of  failure  of  pohcy  before  them,  why 
select  that  as  a  ground  when  asking  for 
delay  in  the  present  case  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thought  there  was  no 
precedent  for  imposing  responsible  Grov- 
ernment  on  a  colony  without  a  long  in- 
termediate period.  There  was  no  pre- 
cedent exactly  for  what  had  occurred  in 
the  case  of  the  Transvaal  and  Orange 
River  Colony,  which  we  had  conquered 
and  annexed  against  their  will,  and  which 
had  enjoyed  a  very  highly  developed  form 
of  self-government.  It  was  not  until 
after  the  rebeUion  of  1837,  and  until  we 
recognised  the  self-government  of  French 
Canada,  that  we  for  the  first  time  began 
to  make  the  French  Canadians  really 
loyal.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ob- 
jected to  the  policy  of  counting  heads, 
although  he  counted  heads  in  the  case  of 
the  Cape.  He  was  one  of  those  who  were 
somewhat  impatient  of  seeing  the  Liberal 
party  and  the  Imperial  Parliament 
follow  the  lead  of  Sir  Percy  Fitzpatrick 
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great  numbers  of  hon.  Qentlemen  in  tiiu 
House  was  the  fear  that  the  ascendincy 
of  that  party  in  the  Rand  would  force  the 
Government    into    a    violation    of    the 


and  his  colleagues  by  counting  each  con- 
stituency before  the  result,  and  he  could 
not  entirely  excuse  the  Government  from 
blame  for  the  extreme  minuteness  with 
which  they  had  gone  into  the  question 
of  the  majority  of  one,  and  then  were 
afraid  it  might  be  the  Speaker,  and  there 
might  be  no  majority  at  all.     He  believed 
the  majority  in  this  House  repudiated 
this  mere  counting  of  heads.    They  had 
long  ago  taken  up  the  position  that  we 
were  going  with  all  its   risks   to   give 
responsible    government,    subject    only 
to  this  one  consideration,  that  it  was 
impossible  not  to  have  a  predominant 
regard  to  the  native  and  labour  interests 
involved  in  the  settlement.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  had  said  that  the 
results  ought  to  have  been  more  definitely 
ascertained  in  advance  by  a  period  of 
delay,  as  he  seemed  to-suggest  was  the 
case  in  Canada.    The  case  of  Canada, 
however,  as  he  (Sir  Charles  Dilke)  had 
shown,  pointed  in  the  direction  of  the 
broad    view    which,    he    thought,    the 
majority  of  this  House  were  inclined  to 
take,  of  not  allowing  considerations  of 
the  efiect  of  a  majority  of  votes  here 
and  there  to  stop  them.    In  the  case  of 
of  the  Transvaal  the  Government  had 
had  to  face  a  very  powerful  body  of 
opinion  in  the  Press  and  in  another  place, 
and  that  opinion,  which  was  not  that 
of  the  country,  or  the  House  of  Commons, 
or  the  Liberal  Party,  had,  he  feared,  to 
some  extent  prevailed  not  in  the  speech 
of  the  Under-Secretary  but  in  the  pro- 
gramme to  which  the  Government  had 
become  committed.    There  was  too  much 
reason  to  think  that  in  this  settlement 
what  was  called  the  Progressive  party 
— a  name  which  he  thought  was  abused 
— the   party   of  gold    magnates   of   the 
Rand — had  obtained  the  point  to  which 
they  attached  most  importance.    These 
gentlemen  had  made  no  secret — in  fact 
they  had  ffiven  away  their  case  with  the 
most  stupid  frankness — of  their  demand 
for    British    ascendency,    which    would 
require   an   Upper   House   to   nokake   it 
absolute.    They  seemed  to  have  got  far 


pledges  given  to  the  constituencies  upon 
the  subject  of  Chinese  labour,  and  that 
danger  was  entirely  dispelled.     Persoii- 
ally,  he  had  always  regarded  the  Chinese 
labour  question  as  a  temporary  questioii^ 
and  he  had  always  asserted  that  the  native 
labour  question  was  the  permanent  or 
predominant   question,   and   one   which 
we  ought  to  have  concerned  ourselves 
most  about,  because  it  would  be  alwayi 
there ;  and  when  the  present  Under-Secre- 
tary and  the  late  Colonial  Secretary  agreed 
in  attaching  supreme  importance  to  these 
native  labour-collecting  agencies  which 
were  to  be  worked  by  the   Portuguese 
authority  in  the   Portuguese   territory, 
what  he  wanted  to  see  was  the  native 
labour  of  the  country  itself  devel<^ed— 
Kaffirs  tempted  by  proper  treatment,  by 
a  proper  voice  in  their  affairs,  and  by  a 
proper  wage  into  doing  work  which  they 
were  perfectly  competent  to  do  and  did 
do  where  they  were  welcome.  There  had 
been  some  disappointment,  he  thought, 
with  regard  to  the  future  as  far  as  the 
other  and  greater  labour  question  was 
concerned.  The  policy  of  these  gentlemeD, 
who  had  sent  their  deputations  over  here, 
who  had  so  powerful  a  representation  in 
the  Press,  and  who  expressed  themselves 
with  such  force  in  the  columns  of  all  the 
papers,  was  backed  by  them — and  he  had 
no  doubt  honestly  backed — with   argu- 
ments to  show  that  the  Transvaal  was  the 
key  of  South  Africa,  and  t^ey  had  also 
developed  a  side  argument  to  the  efiect 
that  the  Transvaal  would  be  dominated 
by  the  Cape  which  they  looked  upon 
somewhat    as    disloyal.    It    had    been 
suggested    in    some    quarters    that   the 
existence  of  an  Upper  House  in  the  Trans- 
vaal Constitution  would  be  a  security  for 
this    British    ascendancy    and    for    the 
future  of  South  Africa.    He  was  certain 
that  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  did 
not  believe  that  an  Upper  House  in  the 
Transvaal  was  needed  in  order  to  secure 


too  much  of  their  own  way  by  what,  !  the  permanence  of  British  supremacy  if  the 
from  their  point  of  view,  was  really  a  |  Transvaal  were  the  key  to  South  Africa. 


gerrymandering  system.  At  all  events 
they  had  got  their  nominated  Upper 
House,  which  was  the  one  point  to  which 
they  attached  supreme  importance.  Of 
course  one  reason  which  weighed  with 

Sir  Charles  Dilke, 


He  was  perplexed  to  find  what  part  the 
Upper  House  was  to  play  in  tiie  new 
Constitution.  Two  views  had  pre- 
viously    been     put    forward     by     Sir 

Percy   FitzpatrickJ^and   his    friends   at 
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different  tiines  as  to'the  necessity'for  a 
nominated  Upper  Houae-f^Pne  reason 
was  an  insidious  one  in  order  to  attract 
those  who  held  the  views  he  did,  and  it 
was  that  the  Upper  House  would  be  a 
protector  of  the  natives.  That  had 
Men  abandoned  in  the  last  few  weeks, 
and  another  view  had  been  put  forward 
— that  it  was  necessary  to  British  as- 
cend mcy.  The  Government  had  rejected 
those  views,  but  they  had  given  no 
reason  for  the  existence  of  the  Upper 
House.  Failing  that  reason  he  attached 
importance  to  the  arguments  of  the 
late  Secretary  of  State,  who  said  there 
were  not  the  nimiber  of  men  of  weight 
and  substance  in  the  Transvaal  to  equip 
the  two  Houses  of  Legislature,  and  that 
the  Upper  House  would  be  a  very  weak 
one  or  it  would  withdraw  men  who 
could  be  ill  spared  from  the  lower 
Assembly.  In  the  absence  of  any  reason 
for  the  creation  of  an  Upper  House,  why 
create  it  ?  What  part  was  it  going  to 
play  in  the  new  Constitution  ?  What 
was  it  meant  for  ?  Whom  was  it  intended 
to  support  or  re-assure  ?  So  far  as  it 
re-assured  certain  interests  it  could  only 
reassure  them  because  it  pointed  the 
hope  that  it  might  be  inclined  to 
control  the  popular  interest  in  the 
other  House.  But  hon.  Members  ought 
not  easily  to  accept  this  Constitution 
with  an  Upper  House  without  knowing 
what  interests  it  was  intended  to  repre- 
*  sent.  They  were  not  so  enamoured  of 
Upper  Houses  as  to  be  anxious  to  create 


These  were  not  grounds  upon  which  the 
British  Parliament  would  ever  create 
such  an  Assembly.  He  had  already 
suggested  that  there  were  considerations 
in  dealing  with  any  portion  of  this 
South  .African  problem  which  were 
enormously  wider  than  those  presented 
by  the  Transvaal  and  the  Orange  River 
Colony  because  of  the  interdependence 
of  the  South  African  states  in  native 
afEairs,  and  also  because  of  the  future  in 
the  direction  of  federation.  The  present 
Oovemment  admitted  to  the  full  that 
they  could  not  treat  the  British  Empire  as 
a  white  Protestant  Empire.  Our  glory 
was  that  we  had  welded  races  together 
who  were  proud  to  live  under  us,  and 
the  experiment  of  trying  to  dissociate  the 
white  from  the  black  was  a  mad  ex- 
periment. They  could  not  treat  this 
question  as  though  it  lay  between  the 
two  white  races  only,  without  regard  to 
the  map  and  to  the  fact  that  in  some 
parts  01  South  Africa  the  natives  were 
1 ,000,000  to  1 ,000  white  people.  While 
parts  of  South  Africa  might  be  a  white 
man's  country,  there  were  enormous 
portions  which  never  could  be  a  white 
man's  country,  and  they  coifed  not  deal 
with  this  question  by  rcHegatiQg  the 
native  side  to  a  paragraph  at  the  end  of 
a  Report.  The  natives  were,  and  must 
always  be,  in  numbers,  and  in  connection 
with  labour^  the  predominant  race,  and 
must  always  demand  consideration.  He 
was  disappointed  in  the  amount  of  con- 
cessional promises  that  had  been  given 
than.  They  had  seen  something  of '  on  the  native  question.  He  fully  ad- 
them  in  other  colonies.  They  knew  '  mitted  that  considerable  promises  were 
the  troubles  which  in  South  Africa  had  made.  The  promise  of  the  late  Govern- 
been  caused  by  a  nominated  Upper  |  ment  was  a  very  strong  one  before  theVar 
House  at  the  C^pe.  Under  these  cir-  |  began,  and  it  was  almost  as  strong  at  the 
cumstances,  and  looking  to  a  federation  i  time  when  they  were  told  that  the  war 


in   the   future,    why   create   an  Upper 
House  ?    Ontario    had    never    had    an 


was  over,  but  was  not  over,  and  the  first 
attempt  at    negotiation    was  initiated. 


Upper  House,  and  in  Manitoba  it  was  so  i  The  right  hon.  Grentleman  the  Member 


conspicuous  a  failure  that  they  abolished 
it  by  a  unanimous  vote  and  with  the 
concurrence  of  the  Upper  House  itself, 
These  Upper  Houses  were  very  risky  ex 


for  West  Birmingham  said  they  would 
not  consent  to  purchase  peace  by 
leaving  the  coloured  population  in  the 
position    in    which   they     stood   before 


periments  indeed,  and  if  they  did  not  the  war.  At  the  present  moment  it 
need  this  Upper  House  for  the  protection  i  would  not  be  denied  that  the  position 
of  some  great  interest,  for  Heaven's  sake  '  of  the  coloured  population  was  worse 
let  them  leave  it  out  of  the  Transvaal.    ^^^"^  t)efo^f-  /  large  number  of  ordi- 

a;,  T>^»^^  v{m^^a.4^*i^\.  «,^4.^  uauccs  of  the  late  South  African  Repub- 

Sir  Percy  Fiztpatrick  wrote-  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^  ^^^  ^^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^ 


enforced  since  we  had  been  there,  and 


**a  Bominaied   Upper  House,  or  otherwise 
we  i«crifice  the  Britisii  majority  in  the  Trans-  ,     ,     i  i   •       t 

riuU  and  British  supremacy  in  South  Africa."    i  whilst  we  had  always  protested  m  the 


»T'T 
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case  of  that  Republic,  as  we  had  pro- 
tested and  vetoed  legislation  in  the 
case  of  many  of  our  own  colonies,  against 
the  creation  of  an  absolute  colour  bar, 
there  was  a  colour  bar  at  the  present 
moment  in  the  Transvaal,  and  unfor- 
timately  we  were  forced  to  continue 
that  colour  bar  for  ever.  It  was 
a  terrible  thing  to  establish  white  man- 
hood suffrage  with  the  total  and 
apparently  permanent  exclusion  from 
all  share  of  liberty  of  every  single  mem- 
ber of  the  overwhelming  majority  of 
people  of  the  country.  Ihere  probably 
was  no  alternative  for  the  present,  but 
our  influence  with  the  new  Government 
would  be  very  great  imder  the  circum- 
stances which  the  Under-Secret?  ry  had 
described.  He  believed  that  that 
Government  would  be  a  friendly  Gov- 
ernment and  one  in  which  our  in- 
fluence would  continue  to  be  great.  It 
would  require  recklessness  on  the  part 
of  the  Transvaal  to  make  the  relations 
otherwise  than  good.  No  one  in  this 
House  with  any  sense  of  responsibility 
would  set  up  the  theory  that  in 
South  Africa  there  was  a  rooted  refusal 
to  do  anything  for  the  native 
population.  In  the  Cape  there  was  an 
infinitely  better  state  of  things  than 
formerly  existed,  but  it  had  suffered 
horribly  for  its  past  action.  The  posi- 
tion of  Natal  by  its  own  recklessness  was 
on  a  small  scale  what  the  Cape  once  was. 
But  the  Cape  had  learnt  wisdom,  and 
had  a  native  policy  which,  compared  with 
Natal,  was  as  heaven  to  hell.  Was  it  im- 
possible or  hopeless  for  us  to  use  on  this 
occasion  a  friendly  voice  to  a  friendly 
people,  to  bring  about  a  real  recognition  of 
the  predominant  race  a  regarded  the 
labour  poUcy  of  the  fuiure?  lie  was  glad 
to  hear  the  Under-Secretary's  statement 
with  regard  to  servile  conditions  of 
labour.  He  hoped  it  would  be  treated 
as  a  matter  of  fr'endly  confrence 
between  us,  with  our  ideals,  in  the  interest 
of  the  Empire  as  a  whole  and  the  new 
government  in  the  Transvaal,  we  urging 
them  by  all  means  and  arguments  in 
our  power  to  support  a  policy  on  th's 
native  question  which  would  be  at  least 
as  good  as  that  which  prevailed  in  the 
the  Cape.  The  Under-Secretary's  recog- 
nition of  Swaziland  made  him  believe 
it  might  become  a  second  Basutoland. 
As  regarded  future  federation,  whenever 

Sir  Charles  DiJke. 


the  policy  of  the  new  colonies  should 
point  in  that  direction  the  interest 
of  the  Imperial  Government  must  be 
dominant  in  the  consideration  of  the 
question.  They  had  often  heard  South 
African  gentlemen  say  that  all  they 
had  got  to  do  was  to  leave  them 
alone,  that  they  were  going  to  look 
after  the  Transvaal,  and  that  they 
\vould  run  their  show,  as  they  called 
it,  in  their  own  fashion.  That  was 
an  impossibility.  It  was  a  dream,  and 
the  sooner  they  were  told  it  was  a  dream 
the  better.  It  was  impossible  for  them  to 
leave  it  to  be  settled  by  the  white  element 
in  any  of  the  colonies  concerned.  He  did 
not  wish  to  complicate  the  matter  by  intro^ 
ducing  any  fresh  question,  but  he  would 
point  out  that  there  was  a  small  minority 
of  white  population  among  whom  a  danger- 
OX'S  state  of  panic  prevailed  from  time  to 
time,  causing  acts  which  were  most 
dangerous  to  the  Empire,  to  South  Africa, 
and  to  the  neighbouring  colonies.  It 
was  not  disloyalty  to  the  Empire,  there- 
fore, but  a  service  rendered  to  the  Empire, 
to  point  out  these  facts.  He  read  por- 
tions of  an  appeal  in  respect  of  East 
Africa,  addressed  to  hon.  Members, 
setting  forth  claims  and  considerations 
by  a  few  hundred  white  men  to 
treat  that  territory  as  a  white  man*8 
colony,  though  there  were  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  natives  living  in  the  area. 
The  idea  underlying  the  claims  contained 
in  that  document  was  that  self-govern- 
ment should  be  granted,  and  that  a  few 
whites  should  be  allowed  to  dominate 
the  hundreds  of  thousands  of  natives.  It 
was  an  unjust  and  indefensible  policy, 
and  it  was  horribly  dangerous  to  the 
Empire.  The  Empire  could  not  be 
run  on  such  principles;  but,  if  it  were 
attempted,  then  he  was  certain  that 
the  whole  fabric  would  collapse.  It  was 
not  the  policy  of  this  country  to  give 
self-government  in  such  circumstances. 
It  was  refused  to  Ceylon  over  and  over 
again,  and  to  Natal.  If,  however,  in  this 
case  of  a  larger  population  possessing  the 
appliances  of  a  great  civilised  State  the 
experiment  was  to  be  extended  to  the 
Transvaal,  it  could  only  be  done  with  the 
deepest  feeling  of  responsibility  to  the 
majority  of  the  people  of  the  country.  It 
was  because  of  the  dominant  importance 
in  the  British  Empire  of  such  considera- 
tions that  he  had  ventured  to  put  forward 
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tlieee  ideas,  whicli  he  knew  were  not 
exactly  those  either  of  the  late  Colonial 
Secretary  or  of  those  who  sat  on  his  own 
aide  of  die  House. 

Sir  gilbert  PARKER  (Gravesend) 
aaid  that  in  one  sense  the  worst  was  over. 
They   gladly   welcomed    the   statement 
of     the    Under-Secretary    as    to    what 
the  future  government  of  the  Transvaal 
ytrss  to  be.     He  supposed  that  the  Under- 
Secretary  would  never  in  his  career  make 
a  more  important  statement  than  he  had 
made  to-day.    The  whole  Empire  had 
been    watching    for    this    statement    in 
regard  to  the  Transvaal  and  Orange  River 
Colony,   for  it  was  impossible  for  any 
colony    that    had    received    responsible 
government    not    to    view    with    great 
anxiety  the  government  which  was  to 
be  given  to  these  colonies.    They  had 
been  won  by  force  of  arms,  in  a  contest 
extendin.^  over  a  period  of  several  years, 
marked  by  great  waste  and  destruction, 
in   which  the  colonists  themselves  had 
shared  in  order  to  maintain  the  British 
flag   and    the    permanency    of    British 
institutions.    The  statement  of  the  Under- 
Secretary,  made  with  great  moderation, 
and  in  a  manner  befitting  the  occasion,  was 
one  which  would  be  read  in  every  portion 
of    the    Empire    with    the    deepest    in- 
terest.   That    interest    the    Committee 
this  afternoon  shared.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Forest 
of  Dean  had  talked  of  the  loyalty  of  the 
French   Canadians.    A    generation    had 
passed  since 

Sib  CHARLES  DILKE  :  The  French 
Canadians  fought  for  us  in  1812. 

Sir  gilbert  PARKER  said  that  was 
exactly  what  he  was  going  to  say. 
The  generation  which  fought  against  the 
British  at  the  capture  of  Quebec  had  dis- 
appeared or  grown  old  and  used  to  the 
new  conditions.  Then  an  Act  conferring 
representative  govemment  was  passed  in 
1812.  At  the  beginning  of  the  second 
generation  the  French  Canadian  proved 
his  loyalty.  When  the  revolt  took  place 
in  1837  the  peace  was  kept  throughout 
the  whole  of  French  Canada.  If  we  had 
had  in  the  Transvaal  and  the  Orange 
River  Colony  such  a  test  of  the  position 
of  the  Boers  in  relation  to  our  institu- 
tions as  Canada  had,  then  he,  for  one. 


would  have  given  his  willing  adhesion  to 
the  proposals  made  by  the  Under-Secre- 
tary to-day.  He  did  not,  however,  give 
willing  adhesion  to  these  proposals,  and 
he  would  tell  the  Committee  why.  Was 
it  reasonable  to  think  that  three  years 
after  the  signing  of  peace  the  Boers 
should  be  given  the  possibility  of  coming 
into  power  1  The  substance  of  these 
proposals  was  that  there  was  going  to 
be  a  gamble  with  the  Executive.  While 
the  Boers  ought  to  have  representation 
of  their  interests  with  the  British,  there 
should  be  no  danger  permitted  to  the 
permanence  of  British  institutions,  no 
interruptions  of  the  just  and  considerate 
administration  of  British  rule,  no  chance 
of  allowing  any  of  those  things  to  be  done 
that  might  be  done  if  a  Boer  Govemment 
came  into  power.  The  Under-Secretary 
had  said  that  at  Vereeniging  the  peace  was 
made  for  ever.  That  was  a  good  bit  of 
rhetoric,  but  he  was  not  confident  that 
the  prediction  would  be  realised  unless 
we  took  proper  steps  to  see  that  the  British 
mstitutions  were  preserved  over  the  time 
of  danger.  The  majority  of  the  people 
of  Cape  Colony  were  loyal,  but  did  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  forget  that  10,000  of 
the  Cape  colonists  rose  against  us  ?  Did 
he  forget  that  Mr.  Ste3me  on  the  eve  of 
the  Treaty  of  Vereeniging  said  that  per- 
haps even  now  Cape  Colony  was  not  ripe 
for  the  policy  we  had  been  pursuing  with 
regard  to  it  ?  He  had  made  a  list  of  what 
would  be  done  if  the  Boers  again  gained 
power.  They  would  dismiss  the  present 
British  officials  on  the  railways,  and  the 
Boer  workers  would  be  restored  ;  the  Con- 
stabulary would  be  reorganised  on  the 
Dutch  basis  ;  the  Customs  Union  would 
be  broken  up  ;  the  intercolonial  and  the 
railway  union  would  be  destroyed  ;  land 
settlement  would  be  stopped ;  and 
there  would  be  a  boycotting  of  British 
goods.  In  the  Orange  River  Colony  and 
in  the  Transvaal  there  were  two  of  the 
best  agricultural  departments  in  the 
world ;  but  the  Boers  wanted  to  abolish 
them.  Security  was  very  much  better 
than  expectation  ;  and  he  believed  that 
it  would  be  an  evil  day  if  the  control  of 
defence  and  education  were  put  into  the 
hands  of  the  Boer.  Mr.  Smuts,  speaking 
of  the  Civil  servants,  had  said  that  when 
the  Boers  came  into  power  they  would  do 
their  best  to  put  back  all  the  old  Boer 
Civil  servants  in  their  former  positions. 
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It  was  admitted  that  the  Government  of 
the  Transvaal  under  the  Boer  regime  was 
reactionary  and  corrupt.    That  Govern- 
ment had  deliberately  over-ridden  the 
decisions    of    the    Supreme    Court.    A 
Resolution  of  the  VoUcs  Raad  was  re- 
garded as  above  any  decision  which  might 
be  given  by  the  Supreme  Court.  Now,  no 
Resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons 
could    overide    a     judgment     of     the 
Supreme  Court.    [An  Hon.  Member  on 
the   Ministerial   Benches :    An  Act  of 
ParUament    could.]      Mr.     Smuts    had 
also  said  that  the  £10,000,000  which  the 
mineowners  had  under- written  and   the 
£35,000,000    loan    guaranteed    by    the 
British  Government  should  be  distributed 
amongst  the  poor  Boers.    This  was  part 
of  the  old  system  of  bribery  and  corrup- 
tion, and  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Boer 
leaders    if    they  came    into    power  to 
renew   the    condition    of   things    which 
existed  in  the  Transvaal  previous  to  the 
war,  and  which  the  people  of  this  country 
had  condemned,  even  if  they  did  not 
approve    of   the    war.    In   the   scheme 
outlined  by  the  Under-Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  there  were  some  things  which  he 
approved  of  and  others  of  which  he  dis- 
approved.    He  did  not  think  that  respon- 
sible  Government  should  be  given  so  soon 
after  the  war.    The  Under-Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  had  said  that  the  census  of 
1904  should  be  taken  in  order  to  arrange 
for  the  distribution  of  seats  in  the  new 
Legislature ;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  knew 
right  well   that  there  had  been  a  very 
considerable  increase  of  skilled   workers 
employed  in  the  mines  due  to  the  extra 
unskilled   labour   which   had   been   em- 
ployed.   Therefore,    3,000    skilled    men 
would    be    shut    out   from    the    voters' 
register.    The  hon.  Grentleman  was  evi- 
dently desirous  of  doing   some   of  the 
gerrymandering    which    he    stated    had 
been  done  by  the  Lyttelton  Constitu- 
tion.   His    contention    was    that    the 
Lyttelton  Constitution  would  have  been 
for   the   safety   of   the   Transvaal.    He 
did  not  believe  that  they  should  gamble 
with  the  constitution  for  the  Transvaal. 
He  did    not    believe    that    an    Upper 
Chamber    would    be    of    as  much   use 
as  some  expected,  or  that  it  would  be 
any    security    for    the    interests  of  the 
natives.    His    contention    was    that    in 
granting  responsible  GU)vemment  to  the 
Transvaal  at  the  present  moment  the 
Sir  Gilbert  Parker. 


Government  was   taking   upon   itself  a 
great,  a  painful,  and  almost  a  terrible 
responsibility.     The  time  was  not  ready 
for  this  change,   at    all  events    in    the 
Orange     River     Colony.     He     granted 
that  there  had  been  good  6ovemm«it 
in  the  Orange  River  Colony  before  the 
war   and    that   there    had    been    good 
government     since;     but     if     we    gave 
responsible    government  to  that  colony 
we    should    raise     bitter    issues    which 
would  not  be  settled  for  manv  vears  to 
come.    Since     our     Government      was 
established  in  that  Colony  there  had  not 
been  a   single   protest  against  oar  ad- 
ministration, and  why  should  we  disturb 
the  present  state  of  things  ?    Was  it  not 
wise   to   leave   well   alone   and   not   to 
revive  memories  of  the  state  of  things 
before    the    war  ?     We    must     prevent 
opportunity    from   being  given   to    our 
fellow-citizens    in    the    Transvaal    .and 
Orange  River  Colonies,  who  had  not  yet 
learned  the  methods  and  spirit  of  British 
administration,  but  who  must  be  trained 
in  our  way,   and  in  the  constitutional 
traditions  which   belonged  to  us.     The 
Boers  had   no  constitutional   traditions 
whatever.    They  did  not  get  any  good 
Grovernment    through    the   teaching   of 
the   Dutch   Colony;  it  was  the  British 
people  who  redeemed    them    from  the 
traditions    of   the    Dutch    Colony.    He 
considered  that  the  House  of  Common3 
when  well  informed  were  the  most  just 
tribunal  in  the  world,  but  he  believed  they 
were  ill-informed  upon  Colonial  questions. 
Men  did  not  travel  and  read   scrappily. 
With  many  of  the  proposals  of  the  hon . 
Gentleman,  especially  manhood  suffrage, 
he  was  in    sympathy,   but  on  the  whole 
he  wished  to  repudiate  any  responaibiHty 
for   giving    at    this    time    responsible 
government    to    the   Transvaal. 

*Mr.  RUFUS  ISAACS  (Reading)  con- 
gratulated  the  Government  upon  their 
policy,  which  had  been  stated  by  the 
Under-Secretary  in  a  statesmanlike 
manner.  That  statement  reheved  the 
followers  of  the  Government  from  any 
feeling  of  anxiety  which  they  might 
have  previously  felt  in  consequence  of 
rumours  which  had  been  current  during 
the  last  few  weeks,  which  had  set  some 
of  them  wondering  as  to  what  was  to 
be  the  outcrop  of  that  momentous  day. 
They  now  had  a  feeling  of  confidence 
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and  security  as  regarded  the  future. 
Although  he  agreed  with  a  good  deal 
of  what  the  last  speaker  had  said  he 
could  not  go  with  him  entirel}'.  Byery- 
one  would  agree  that  this  was  a  subject 
which  they  should  not  approach  in 
a  Party  spirit,  and  throughout  the 
discussion  the  views  of  hoa.  Members 
had,  he  thought,  been  expressed  iu  a 
befitting  manner.  He  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  Forest  of  Dean  that  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  speech  of  t^e  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  St.  (George's, 
Hanover  Square,  a  former  Colonial 
Secretary,  would  have  been  better  if 
it  had  not  been  delivered.  He  was  sure 
that  a  great  many  Members  of  the 
House,  and  the  country  as  a  whole, 
would  not  share  the  apprehensions 
which  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  had  ex- 
pressed. Upon  the  question  of  ascen- 
dancy he  could  not  agree  with  a  good  deal 
which  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  task  the  Govern- 
ment haa  set  itself  was  to  deal  justly,  f a'rly, 
and  equitably  with  the  claims  of  Biitons 
and  Boer.  He  could  not  find  that  there 
was  this  ascendancy  in  the  proposals 
which  had  been  made,  and  if  hon. 
Members  turned  to  the  number  of  voters 
they  would  find  that  the  number  of 
seats  allotted  to  the  Witwatersrand  area, 
as  compared  with  the  re^t  of  the  Trans- 
vaal and  Pretoria  did  not  give  any  undue 
preponderance.  Taking  the  Transvaal 
the  total  adult  white  male  population, 
excluding  aliens,  according  to^the  census 
of  1904  was  91,406,  and  of  that  57,713 
were  British,  and  33,693  were  Dutch.  If 
they  took  into  account  all  those 
adult  white  males  who  would  have 
attained  the  age  of  twenty-one  in 
October  of  this  year  there  would  be 
98,463,  of  whom  62,162  would 
be  British  and  36,291  would  be  Dutch. 
They  might,  therefore,  say  that  the  pro- 
portion of  British  to  Dutch  was  as  five  to 
three,  and  if  that  was  so  it  could  hardly 
be  said  that  in  the  proportion  of  seats 
which  had  been  allocated  there  had 
been  an  undue  preponderance  given  to 
the  British  over  the  Boera  in  the 
Transvaal.  He  would  ask  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  this  point  which 
seemed  to  him  of  great  importance  when 
dealing  with  the  allocation  of  seats. 
If  the    Grovernn^ent     desired      to    give 


ascendancy  to  the  British  population 
or  to  gerrymander  the  constituencies 
in  such  a  way  as  to  give  to  the 
British  an  undue  preponderance  of 
seats  they  would  have  allocated  the 
seats  in  the  proportion  of  five  to  three. 
That  was  certainly  not  what  the  Govern- 
ment had  done,  and  as  far  as  he  could 
find  there  was  no  gerrymandering  in 
order  to  secure  ascendancy  or  supremacy. 
But  if  under  the  new  Constitution  the 
allocation  of  seats  gave  a  British  majority, 
he  ventured  to  say  for  his  own  part, 
and  for  some  of  those  who  sat  on  the 
Liberal  benches,  that  that  was  no  argu- 
ment against  the  electoral  basis  upon 
which  this  Constitution  was  to  be  granted. 
In  the  great  anxiety  which  existed  that 
we  should  deal  justly  with  the  Boer 
population,  and  in  the  eagerneas  to 
dispel  any  doubt  that  might  obtain  in 
the  Boer  mind  that  we  were  not  dealing 
with  them  justly  and  fairly,  there  was  a 
tendency  to  forget  that  the  British 
also  had  claims,  a  tendency  the  efiect  of 
which  was  quite  unconscious  upon  the 
part  of  thos3  who  were  genuinely  anxious 
to  do  all  they  could  to  reconcile  British 
and  Boer,  that  they  might  be  able  to  live 
in  peice  and  concord  and  insure  that  a 
later  election,  if  not  the  coming  election^ 
might  be  fought  on  grounds  other  than 
racial  and  for  the  benefit  not  of  a  race 
but  of  the  Transvaal  Colony.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  give  him 
and  those  who  might  think  with 
him  credit  for  this,  that  they  were 
not  in  the  slightest  degree  throwing 
any  doubt  on  the  honesty  of  purpose  of 
those  who  might  profess  to  see  in  the 
Oovemment  proposals  a  desire  to  give 
ascendancy  to  the  British,  whereas  these 
Members  were  anxious  to  protect  the  Boers. 
But  in  their  desire  to  protect  the  Boer 
they  must  not  forget  there  was  also  a 
responsibiUty  in  this  House  to  protect  the 
British.  He  would  add  a  few  words,  and 
they  would  be  but  few,  upon  the  question 
of  land  settlement — a  question  in  which  he 
took  great  interest.  What  had  fallen  from 
the  Under-Secretary  upon  this  point  was  of 
much  greater  comfort  than  they  were  led 
to  expect  on  the  last  occasion  when  the 
subject  was  discussed.  Although  he  did 
not  profess,  and  did  not  desire,  to  discuss 
the  subject  of  land  settlement  in  de* 
tail,  he  did  wish  to  call  attention  to 
the    fact    that,   inj  |^his    opinion,   there 
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was  a  great  future  for  land  settle- 
ment in  South  Africa.  There  was 
a  great  future  in  the  Transvaal  for 
land  settlement,  and  he  rejoiced  to  have 
heard  from  the  Under-Secretary  that  the 
Government  had  recognised  its  import- 
ance by  their  method  of  dealing 
with  it  in  framing  the  Constitu- 
tion. That  was  a  matter  for  great 
congratulation.  There  was  to  be  a 
land  commissioner  appointed  to  carry 
out  a  scheme  of  land  settlement,  and 
they  were  further  told  on  the  autho- 
rity of  the  law  officers  of  the  .Crown 
that  the  money  which  came  in  as  repay- 
ment from  the  scheme  of  land  settlement 
could  be  again  used  for  making  further 
loans  in  connection  with  the  scheme. 
They  felt  that  the  Government  had  done 
well  in  taking  this  course;  it  would 
gain  for  them  the  approval  of  a  consider- 
able number  in  this  coimtry  as  well  as  in 
South  Africa.  In  conclusion,  he  desired 
to  say  that  if  he  did  not  feel  that  the 
scheme  which  the  Government  an- 
nounced gave  security  for  British 
institutions  in  the  future,  he,  notwith- 
standing the  loyalty  he  had  to  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  fidefity  with  which  he  was 
anxious  to  serve  it,  would  have  voted 
against  it.  But  feeling  that  the  pro- 
posals put  forward  were  just  and  states 
manlike,  he  could  support  the  Government 
with  great  confidence,  because  they  had 
recognised  the  claims  of  the  Boers  without 
forgetting  that  the  British  had  a  right  to 
demand  that  in  this  Constitution  there 
should  be  security  for  British  institutions. 

Mr.  EVELYN  CECIL  (Aston  Manor) 
complained  that  the  House  was  asked 
to  discuss  a  subject  of  the  utmost 
importance  to  the  Empire,  namely,  the 
Constitution  outlined  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  without  the  material  upon 
which  to  discuss  it,  and  it  was  im- 
possible that  it  could  under  these  circum- 
stances be  discussed  adequately.  It 
was  most  unfortunate  that  the  (Govern- 
ment should  have  so  hastily  brought 
forward  this  proposal  without  either 
giving  themselves  sufficient  time  to  con- 
sider it  or  the  House  to  debate  it.  He  had 
no  hesitation  in  sapng  that  he  and  those 
who  sat  with  him  objected  to  responsible 
government  being  given  now.  When 
they  sat  on  the  other  side  the  un- 
derstanding was  that  responsible  govern- 

Mr,  Rufus  Isaacs. 


ment  should  be  given  as  soon  as  possible. 
Everything  turned  on  those  words  "as 
soon  as  possible,"  and  he  did  not  think 
that  now  was  the  proper  time.  Tiiere 
had  not  been  sufficient  time  for  the 
racial  distinctions  and  feelings  to  be 
merged  in  that  oblivion  ia  which  it  should 
be  the  object  of  both  sides  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  merge  them  as  soon  as  possible. 
But  they  would  not  merge  them  by  raising 
Party  government  and  Party  questions. 
It  was  the  very  thing  which  he  feared 
would  give  rise  to  the  racial  bitterness  just 
at  the  time  when  that  racial  bitterness 
was  by  degrees  subsiding.  We  did  not 
want  British  supremacy  merely  in  name. 
The  Treaty  of  Peace  decided  that  the 
Ejng  was  to  be  supreme,  and  we  did  not 
now  or  at  any  future  time  want  to  pre- 
judice his  authority.  He  quite  concurred 
that  this  question  should  be  dealt  wi^ 
from  a  non-Party  point  of  view.  The 
Under-Secretary  had  said  it  was  desirable 
not  to  delay,  and  he  agreed,  because  delay 
might  cause  injury  to  trade  and  produce 
other  serious  disadvantages ;  but  upon  the 
other  hand  they  ought  not  to  hurry 
to  such  an  extent  as  to  be  likely  to 
produce  greater  hostility  between  the 
two  sections.  He  congratulated  the 
Government  upon  leaving  the  Orange 
River  Colony  alone.  It  was  doing  well 
and  wanted  to  be  left  alone,  and  he  would 
have  been  disposed  to  say  the  same  with 
regard  to  the  Transvaal.  But  as  the 
Government  had  thought  otherwise  they 
could  only  say  that  this  was  not  the  proper 
time  and  they  hoped  this  Constitution 
would  not  be  ill-fated.  Was  it  not  a 
question  of  common  sense  ?  After  a 
severe  war  had  been  waged  it  did  not 
appear  to  be  a  wise  thing  for  the  victor 
within  three  or  four  years  to  give  equal 
rights  to  the  conquered  and  run  the  risk 
of  allowing  them  to  be  the  governing  force 
in  the  conquered  territory.  He  did  not 
think  the  Government  had  acted  with 
that  statesmanship  with  which  they 
had  been  credited ;  it  would  have  been 
mon)  statesmanlike  if  they  had  deferred 
for  some  time  this  responsible  (govern- 
ment, instead  of  throwing  all  the  forces  of 
disorder  in  the  Transvaal  into  the  melting 
pot.  This  was  not  the  time  for  experi- 
ments. They  had  heard  only  this 
year  from  some  responsible  leaders 
of  the  Boers  what  their  intentions  really 
were.      He    noticed    from    the    speech 
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delivered  by  Mr.  Smuts  on  the  23rd  March 
ftt  Pretoria  that  he  believed  that  the 
British  would  have  no  chance  of  securing 
a  majority  in  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment if  voters  rather  than  population 
were  taken  as  the  basis  of  representation. 
He  thought  that  showed  that  directly 
responsible  government  was  given  bitter 
Party  feeling  would  develop,  and  it 
would  take  the  line  of  cleavage  between 
Britons  and  Boers.     Mr.  Smuts  said — 

'*  Oar  claims  are  considered  unfair  and  un- 
reasonable, but  we  inMiftt  upon  them  with  t  le 
object  of  getting  a  majority  in  the  Transvaal 
Parliament  and  ruling  the  country.*' 

It  was  obvious  from  that  what  the  Boers 
would  strike  for.  In  the  face  of  such  a 
statement  it  was  not  judicious  on  our 
part  to  grant  responsible  government, 
and  thus  give  Mr.  Smuts  the  chance  of 
realising  his  ideal.  The  treatment  of  the 
South  African  Colonies  would  aSect 
other  Colonies  indirectly,  and  it  was  not 
improbable  that  such  Colonies  as  Australia 
and  Canada  would  feel  the  reflection  of  our 
action  in  the  Transvaal,  especially  if  it 
turned  out  that  Mr.  Smuts'  ideals  were 
fulfilled.  Mr.  Smut^  went  on  to  say  that 
it  would  be  their  business  when  elected 
to  aasbt  to  restore  to  their  positions  in 
the  police  and  other  Departments  the 
ex-officials  who  were  employed  under 
the  late  Republic.  Great  Britain  had 
had  old  Civil  servants  appointed  under 
Lord  Milner's  (Government  who  had 
served  this  country  well,  and  were  they 
going  to  sanction  responsible  govern- 
ment for  the  Transvaal  when  one  of  the 
objects  aimed  at  would  be  to  displace 
the  old  Civil  servants  and  put  in  their 
places  officials  who  were  of  the  late  Mr. 
Kruger's  way  of  thinking?  What  was 
worse  in  regard  to  this  question  was  the 
probability  that  the  whole  -  hearted 
British  official  would  be  turned  out 
while  the  opportunist  who  was  ready 
to  face  both  ways  would  be  retained  in 
the  public  service.  If  responsible 
government  resulted  in  a  Boer  majority, 
all  those  things  might  happen,  and  they 
m'*ght  not  have  happened  if  the  Govern- 
ment had  waited  a  little  longer.  The 
racial  feeling  of  which  he  had  spoken 
would  have  been  much  less,  and  the 
moment  they  set  fire  to  the  tinder  of 

racial  feeling  by  taking  this  enormously 

important  action  they  would  give  rise  to 

the  most  disquieting  apprehension.    He 


trusted  that  his  forebodings  would  not 
come  to  pass,  but  he  thought  the 
Government  were  running  considerably 

g:eater  risk  than  if  they  had  refrained 
om  giving  responsible  government  for 
some  little  time  longer.  The  responsi- 
bility would  be  upon  His  Majesty's 
Government,  and  the  Opposition  would 
refuse  to  take  any  part  in  it  at  all.  He 
was  abaid  that  the  policy  which  the 
Government  had  adopted  would  result  in 
alienating  their  friends  in  the  eSort  to 
make  others. 

*Mr.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Woodbridge) 
desired  most  heartily  to  thank  the 
Government  for  their  proposal  at  once  to 
give  full  and  complete  self-government 
to  the  inhabitants  of  the  late  South 
African  Republic.  He  was  glad  that 
there  was  to  oe  no  gerrymandering,  for  the 
benefit  of  any  race  or  interest,  but  full, 
complete  self-government,  based  on  man- 
hooa  suffrage,  and  equal  electoral  districts. 
It  was  only  by  treating  the  inhabitants 
thus  that  permanent  contentment  and 
loyalty  could  be  hopefully  looked  for. 
What  were  the  facts  of  the  situation  ? 
We  had  destroyed  and  annexed  by  the 
sword  two  free  republics  of  white  men 
in  South  Africa,  which,  only  eight  years 
ago,  were  full  of  contentment  and 
prosperity.  There  was  no  better  governed 
State  anywhere  than  the  Orange  Free 
State,  and  no  more  prosperous  country 
than  the  Transvaal.  Men  could  go 
there  and  make  fortunes  more  quickly 
than  in  any  other  part  of  the  world,  and 
working  men  could  obtain  employment 
there  at  higher  wages  than  anywhere 
else.  What  had  brought  to  an  end 
that  contentment  and  prosperity  ? 
Why,  an  awful  war  which  had  its  origin 
in  a  wicked  conspiracy  fomented  by 
men  of  immense  riches  in  South  Africa, 
of  which  conspiracy  the  infamous  Raid 
was  a  part,  and  at  which  they  had  reason 
to  believe  the  late  Government  connived. 
This  was  what  brought  on  the  cruel  war, 
which  ended  in  the  overthrow  of  the  two 
Republics  after  the  most  wonderful  fight 
for  their  liberties  that  the  world  had  ever 
seen.  For  nearly  three  years  these 
people,  descendants  of  the  Huguenots  and 
of  the  Dutch  who  made  such  a  stand 
against  the  tyranny  of  Spain  and  France 
two  centuries  ago — men  of  the  best  blood 
in  Europe — though  under  half  a  million. 
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man,  woman  and  child  all  told,  bad  stood 
up  against  the  might  of  the  fifty  millions 
of  England  and  her  colonies.  For  nearly 
three  years  these  brave  farmers  stood  up 
against  the  might  of  our  arms,  and  at  last 
were  only  overcome,  not  in  fighting,  but 
by  the  destruction  of  their  means  of  sub- 
sistence, by  the  systematic  burning  down 
of  their  homesteads,  the  destroying  of 
their  crops,  and  the  laying  of  the  whole 
country  waste,  as  had  been  done  by  the 
armies  of  no  civilised  nation  for  three 
centuries.  We  said  that  we  sought  no 
gold  and  that  we  desired  no  territory, 
but  false  to  those  words  we  had  seized 
the  goldfields  and  had  annexed  the 
territory. 

The  deputy  CHAIRMAN  called  the 
hon.  Member  to  ordei,  stating  that  they 
were  dealing  with  the  Colonial  Office  Vote 
and  present  circumstances.  The  hon. 
Member  was  going  too  far  back. 

♦Mr.  EVEEETT,  continuing,  said  the 
present   grew    out   of    the    past.      We 
were    presented    with    the    problem    of 
how  we  could  best  restore  contentment 
and  prosperity  to  those  conquered  and 
devastated  regions  and  bring  the  gallant 
defenders  of  the  country  into  amicable 
unity  with  the  British  inhabitants  who 
dwelt  with  them^    The    only    possible 
way  was    that  which  the  Government 
was  proposing  to  adopt — that  of  giving 
them  the  same  constitutional  freedom, 
the  same  equal  rights,  the  same  perfect 
self-govfemment  that  they  enjoyed  under 
their    own    republics.    There    was    no 
other  way  by  which  those  brave  and 
gallant  men  could  be  made  happy  and 
contented  again  in  the  land  of  which  we 
had  robbed  them.    We  could  not  undo 
the  past — ^he  would  to  God  we  could — 
but    let    us    make    the    only    repara- 
tion   in    our    power    by   restoring    to 
them    the   full  freedom    they    enjoyed 
when  they  were  members  of  repubUcs, 
with  the  substitution  of  our  King  as 
their  paramonnt  head.    There  was  every 
reason  to  believe  that  when  they  found 
they    could    enjoy    as    much    freedom 
under  the  British  Crown  as  they  enjoyed 
under  their  own  several  repubUcs  they 
would    settle    down    with    Englishmen 
and    strive    with  them    to    lift   up  the 
country   out    of   its   dire   distress   and 
make  it  again  one  of  the  happiest  lands  on 

Mr,  Frentt, 


God's  earth.  He  thanked  the  Govern- 
ment for  its  purpose  to  give  at  once  and 
completely  full,  honest,  free,  self-govern- 
ment^ to  these  brave  men  whom  we  bad 
so  cruelly  wronged  in  the  recent  war,  into 
which  wo  had  hcpn  drawn  by  unscrupulous 
and  designing  covetous  men. 

*Mr.  WEDGWOOD  (Newcastle-nndcr- 
Lyme)    said    that  what    they  had    to 
consider  in   regard   to   these   proposals 
was  what  the  results  were  likely  to  be  to 
South  Africa,  and  how  in  framing  the 
Constitution    they    could    ensure    those 
results  being  satisfactory  not  only  to  South 
Africa  but  also  to  this  country.  He  would 
like  the  Committee  to  consider  an  alterna- 
tive.     Everybody    had    assumed    that 
by    gerrymandering    the   constituencies 
or  the  franchise  they  could  get  a  British 
majority      or    a     moderate      majority 
in  South  Africa.    The  figures  that  had 
been  published  upon  this   subject  wore 
wholly   illusive.    When    the    census   o! 
1904  was   taken  there   was  no   means 
of  deciding  whether  a  man  was  a  Briton 
or  a  Boer,  and  the  only  way  in  which 
the  figures  had  been  arrived  at  was  by 
going  through  the  names  and  judging 
whether  the  perjonj  bearing  tho?e  names 
were   likely  to    be    British    or    Boer. 
There    were    scores    of    Boer    families 
in  the  Transvaal  bearing  British  name^ 
but  they  belonged  to  the  Dutch  race. 
A    large    number,   too,  of    those    with 
British  names  would  at  the  next  election 
vote  against  the  capitalist  Party  because 
they  were  very  suspicious  of  the  Pro- 
gressives and  of  anyone  connected  with 
the  Chamber  of  Mines.     The  uninitiated 
man  in  the  Transvaal  was  apt  to  think 
that  his  country  had  been  governed  for 
the  last  four  years  by  the  Progressive 
Party  and  that   Government   had  been 
associated  with  the  worst  depression  South 
Africa   had   ever   known.    It  was   im 
possible  for  any  country  to  sufEer  such 
depression  without  the  Grovemment  be- 
coming unpopular.    There  could  only  be 
one  result  of  all  this  and  it  was  that 
Het  Volk  would  be  returned  with  an 
enormous    majority.     No    amount     of 
altering  the  basis  of  the  franchise  could 
alter  the  fact  that  at  the  next  election 
the   Transvaal   would   return  a   Dutch 
majority.  Under  these  circumstances  how 
were  the  Government  going  to  protect  the 
interests  of  the  Britiah  1  He  should  like 
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to  say  a  word  as  to  the  Boer  view 
in  regard  to  Chinese  labour.  The 
Dutch  had  the  good  old-fashioned 
prejudice  of  returning  the  most 
wealthy  members  of  their  con- 
stituencies to  represent  them,  and 
naturally  they  were  most  interested 
in  keeping  up  the  mines.  Therefore, 
they  could  not  rely  on  such  represen- 
tatives taking  anythmg  but  a  very  narrow 
capitabst  interest  in  the  future 
of  the  mine"*,  because  their  own 
private  interests  would  be  in  the 
direction  of  the  development  of 
the  mines.  It  should  not  be  forgotten 
that  the  Boer  leaders  had  not 
put  forward  their  opposition  to 
Chinese  labour  on  the  same  grounds 
OS  the  people  of  this  country:  their 
opposition  arose  on  account  of  the  outrages 
committed  on  the  Rand.  Consequentlv, 
when  they  got  into  power,  they  would 
make  the  restrictions  on  the  Chinese 
^eater  than  they  were  at  the  present 
time,  and  control  them  more  in  the 
manner  of  the  Kimberley  compounds. 
And  how  would  they  deal  with  the  great 
danger  of  secession  1  The  Boers  would 
look  upon  the  British  as  the  people  who 
had  devastated  their  country,  and  left 
them  without  any  roofs  to  shelter  their 
families.  They  would  begin  by  federating 
with  the  Orange  River  and  Cape  Colonies 
— not  Natal — and  the  further  step — 
secession — might  naturally  follow.  There- 
fore the  Hou£e  must  take  into  considera- 
tion the  chance  of  the  Boers  seceding 
gain.  If  they  did  secede  would  the  British 
fight  them  again  or  not  ?  The  (Govern- 
ment should  make  up  their  minds  upon 
this  question  now.  He  would  try  to 
show  what  the  result  of  secession  would 
be.  A  good  niany  hon.  Members  sitting 
on  the  Ministerial  side  were  frequently 
taunted  with  Majuba  Hill  during  the 
election.  The  Liberal  Party  had  lived 
it  down,  but  Majuba  was  Dot  good  for  the 
Liberal  Party.  After  the  war  the  Trans- 
vaal Government  borrowed  £35,000,000 
and  this  country  guai^teed  the  interest. 
Of  course,  the  Boers  had  no  voice  in  the 
borrowing  of  that  money,  or  in  the  way 
it  was  spent.  Part  of  it  went  to  the 
British  settlers,  another  part  to  the 
natives,  and  some  of  it  was  spent  on 
public  works,  and  he  thought  the  latter 
had  been  ill  spent.  Over  £2,000,000  of 
that  sum   went   to   purchase   land    for 


British  subjects  to  settle  upon.  Under 
those  circumstances  how  could  we 
expect  the  Boers  to  regard  very  seriously 
the  obligation  of  paying  interest  upon 
that  loan  ?  When  a  South  American 
State  repudiated  its  debts,  it  had  a  very 
evil  future  before  it,  because  nobody 
would  lend  it  any  money.  But  the 
case  was  far  different  with  the  Trans- 
vaal. The  result  of  all  this  would  be 
that  the  British  taxpayer  in  the  end 
would  have  to  pay  the  interest  on  that 
loan.  He  would  like  to  ask  how  far 
we  were  going  to  allow  a  bare  majority 
in  any  Colony  to  secede,  and  endanger 
the  interests  of  a  large  body  of  loyal 
British  ?  If  a  majority  of  the  British  in- 
deed wished  to  secede  and  set  up  on  their 
own  account  and  be  free  from  any  connec* 
tion  with  the  Mother  coimtry,  there  would 
be  no  hesitation  in  bidding  them  God 
speed.  But  were  we  justified  in 
saying  to  any  South  African  Colony, 
where  there  was  a  large  British 
population  which  objected  to  leave 
the  Mother  country,  "  Go  and  do 
as  you  like  ? "  Were  we  justified  in 
handing  over  British  interests  and 
British  subjects  to  the  Boers  'I  He  did 
not  think  that  would  be  fair.  We 
should  not  willingly  repeat  1881  in 
1911.  We  had  supplied  to  the  railway 
companies  there  an  enormous  number  of 
British  railway  servants.  Were  we  to 
aUow  these  men  to  be  deprived  of  their 
work  simply  because  they  were  British  % 
He  thought  it  was  our  duty  to  look 
after  these  people.  Were  we  to  allow 
the  schoolteachers,  nurses,  post  office 
servants  and  all  that  vast  number  of 
British  emigrants  to  lose  all  they  possessed 
and  to  be  turned  out  of  the  country  to 
which  they  went  under  British  pro- 
tection ^ 

Mr.  LUPl'ON:  We  should  com- 
pensate them. 

*Mr.  WEDGWOOD  said  we  could 
never  compensate  any  one  who  had 
been  in  South  Africa  for  having  to  leave 
that  cotmtry,  and  there  was  a  risk 
of  that  happening  imder  present 
circumstances.  How  could  it  best  be 
avoided  ?  He  believed  that  the  nominated 
second  Chamber  would  do  very  well  for 
the  present,  but  it  was  only  a  temporary 
Second   Chamber,  and  we  had  to  look 
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farther  afield  than  five  years  if  we  were 
finally    to    unite    South  Africa  to  the 
British    Empire.     The    first    step    had 
been  taken  that  day  in  manhood  suffrage. 
He  was  quite  certain  that  one  way  of 
securing  South  Africa  for  ever  was  to 
stop  the  present  division  of  society  in 
South  Africa  between  Briton  and  Boer. 
Manhood  suffrage  would  do  that  in  time. 
At  present  they  had  no  British  unskilled 
labour  in  South  Africa  and  very  little 
Boer    unskilled     labour.      They    would 
have  to  wait  a  few  years  before  they 
got    a    Party  that    was    not    a    mere 
race    Party.      There     was    one    Party 
only    which     was    truly    international 
and    paid    no    attention    to    anyone's 
country   of   origin,    and   that   was    the 
Socialist  Party.    If  they  could  start  a 
powerful  Socialist  Party  in  the  Transvaal 
we    would    then    have    that    country 
united  to  the  British  Empire.    It  might 
perhaps  sound  strange  to  say  that ;  but 
if  we   could  wipe   out   the   question  of 
Briton   and   Boer,    and   substitute   any 
other  division   of    political  Parties,    we 
should  set  up  once  and  for  all  a  healthy 
instead    of    an    unhealthy    division    in 
politics  in  that  country.    If  this  second 
Chamber,  which  was  to  form  part  of  the 
Constitution,   was   to   be  nominated   in 
South    Africa    i^e    should   have    there 
in    miniature   a    copy    of     the     lower 
Chamber.     He  therefore  strongly  urged 
on  the  Government  that    they    should 
nominate  the  second  Chamber  in  Eng- 
land, and    that  it   should  consist  to  a 
certain  extent  of  English  people  represent- 
ing our  interests  there,  and  that  they 
should  be  sent  out  to  South  Africa.    He 
believed  that  they  would  soon  acclimatise 
themselves  to  South  African  conditions, 
and  that  they  would  carry  the  necessary 
weight  with  the  people  of  this  country.  We 
should  thereby  secure  not  only  a  satisfac- 
tory solution  of  the  Chinese  labour  ques- 
tion, but  also  better  treatment  for  the 
natives  and  for  the  British  Indians.  If  we 
could  send  out,  for  example,  two  Members 
of  the  Labour  Party  to  represent  the 
interests  of  labour,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tyneside  to  represent   the   interests  of 
the  natives  of  South  Africa,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Leeds  to  represent  the 
interest  of  British  Indians,  he  believed 
that    the    capitalists   or  the  Randlords 
might  have  a  bad  quarter  of  an  hour, 

but   he  would  like  to  see   the  healthy 
Mr.  Wedgwood, 


indignation  of  the  hon.  Member  ioi 
Tyneside  when  he  found  th%t  the 
railway  servants  or  other  Englishmca 
were  dismissed  or  penalised  simply 
because  they  came  from  England.  He 
believed  the  House  could  rely  on  any  men 
they  liked  to  send  to  look  after  the 
interests  of  the  British  people  and 
also  of  the  natives.  They  would 
have  a  safeguard  in  South  Africa 
for  all  they  wanted  whatever  Party 
was  in  power  there.  The  Government 
of  South  Africa  was  concerned  not 
only  with  the  questions  of  Chinese 
labour  and  of  the  natives,  but  also 
with  the  keeping  of  the  country  open 
as  an  outlet  for  emigration  of  our 
own  people  at  home.  If  the  second 
Chamber  was  nominated  here  the 
Government  should  be  careful  not  to 
make  a  second  House  of  Lords,  but 
to  make  the  second  Chamber  representa- 
tive rather  of  the  grades  of  society 
not  represented  in  the  elected  Chamber. 
It  should  be  representative  of  British 
Indians  and  of  poor  people  who  went 
out  there  from  this  countiy. 

*Mr.  MOLTENO  (Dumfries-shire)  said  it 
was  inevitable  that  the  Liberal  Part^hould 
differ  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  upon  this  question.  On 
the  Minsterial  side  of  the  House  they  were 
the  heirs  and  trustees  of  the  great  Liberal 
traditions  of  freedom  and  self -government, 
and  under  their  auspices  self-government 
had  been  extended  over  an  enormous 
area  of  the  world.  The  object  of  our 
country  had  been  to  seek  not  profit  in 
the  government  of  those  distant  de- 
pendencies, but  only  the  good  of  the 
dependencies.  The  Liberals  of  to-day 
should  act  in  a  manner  worthy  of  that 
great  tradition.  He  de  nred  t  >  examine 
the  problem  of  the  new  Constitution 
in  the  light  of  our  Colonial  history.  There 
were  three  periods  in  that  history.  In 
the  first  the  American  Colonies  were  free 
to  govern  themselves,  subject  only  to  our 
commercial  system,  and  without  any 
interference  whatever.  They  defended 
themselves  and  paid  for  their  defence  in 
the  Seven  Tears  War.  In  the  second 
period  we  began  to  tamper  with  that  self- 
government,  and  the  result  was  that  we 
lost  the  American  Colonies,  ^e  at- 
tempted to  govern  those  that  remained 
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and  those  subsequently  acquired  through 
a  central  London  bureau  and  an  agency 
on  the  spot.     We  were  rudely  awakened 
to    the    folly    of   that   policy,    by    the 
rebellion  in   Canada   wluoh  led  to  the 
policy  of  responsible  government    and 
gradually   to    free    government    being 
<ooncened,     thus     forming     the     third 
period.       In    the    Constitution    which 
the    right    hon.    and    learned    (Gentle- 
man   the    Member    for    St.     (George's, 
fianovar  Square,  proposed  for  the  South 
African  Colonies  he  went  back  to  the  worst 
period  of  our  Colonial  history ;  he  took 
the  Constitution  which  brought  Canada 
to  rebellion,  and  thought  that  by  means 
of  that  form  of  government  he  was  going 
to  bring  peace  and  prosperity  to  South 
Africa.     It  was    a    Constitution  which 
contained  provi3i3as   for   a    nominated 
Speaker,   a  nominated  Executive,    and 
Bominated     Members.       Our     Colonial 
bistory  showed   that  everyone  of  those 
<3onditions     had     been    the    cause     of 
conflict  between  the  Mother  country  and 
one     or    othe*    of    the     self-g^vernins^ 
Colonies.    The  right  hon.   and    learned 
Member     had    quoted     Lord    Durham 
in    support    of    his    view.       He    was 
indeed  astonished    to  hear  him    quote 
that  portion  of  Lord  Durham's  statement, 
because  if  the  hon.  and  learned  (Gentle- 
man  had   had   any   knowledge   of   our 
Colonial  history  he  would  have  known 
that   Lord   Durham   had   two    policies. 
One  was  to  give  the  utmost  freedom 
and  self-government,  and  the  other  was 
to  destroy  the  French  nationality.     The 
second    policy  entirely  failed   and   had 
to  be  abandoned.    In  regard  to  the  other. 
Lord    Durham  said    of  Crown    Colony 
government  in  Canada — 

^It  is  diffloalt  to  uoderstand  hoi^  any 
English  StatesniMi  eosld  have  imagined  that 
represeotatire  and  irretponiible  Goyemment 
could  be  saccessfnlly  combined." 

At  this  period  of  our  history  it  would  be 
a  retrograde  step  to  go  back  to  that 
policy.  Aa  Lord  Durham  very  well 
pointed  out — 

'*  The  Crovm  most  submit  to  the  necessary 
cjosequeaces  of  representatire  institntions ; 
and  if  it  is  to  carry  on  the  Government  in 
ociison  with  a  representative  body  it  must 
consent  to  carry  it  on  by  means  of  those  in 
whom  that  representative  body  has  confidence." 

He  would  also  remind  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  of  what  was  said  by 
amother  great  authority,  Edward  Gibbon 
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Wakefield.  To  give  representative 
institutiona,  he  said,  without  responsible 
fijoveriment  was  very  much  like 
Lighting  a  fire  in  a  room  with  the 
chimney  closed ;  how  long  it  would 
last  depended  on  the  strength  of  the  fire. 
There  was  no  constitutional  authority  in 
favour  of  a  policy  of  that  kind.  He 
contended  that  all  Colonial  history  showed 
that  the  nominative  principle  had  been  a 
constant  cause  of  conflict  between  the 
Mother  country  and  the  Colonies.  It 
had  nearly  brought  the  Cape  Colony  to  a 
rebellion.  When  the  Cape  Constitution 
was  given  in  1854,  nomination  was  so 
distasteful  that  the  Chief  Justice,  Sir 
James  Wylde,.  reported  that  it  was 
impossible  to  use  it  for  the  Upper 
Chamber.  His  advice  was  followed,  and 
the  Upper  Chamber  was  made  elective. 
Again,  a  nominated  Bzecutive  kept  the 
Cape  in  a  state  of  unrest,  of  dissatisfac- 
tion, and  of  decay;  and  it  was  finally 
abolished  in  1872.  Further,  a  nominated 
Executive  and  Council  brought  Oriqua- 
land  West  to  rebellion  in  1875.  In 
1877,  when  we  took  over  the  Transvaal, 
self-government  was  promised,  but  was 
not  given ;  and  instead  a  nominated 
Council  and  Executive  were  appointed. 
The  result  was  that  in  a  few  years  that 
Colony  was  in  a  state  of  rebellion.  He 
believed  that  if  we  had  given  responsible 
self-government  to  the  Transvaal  in 
1877,  there  would  never  have  been  the 
rebellion  and  subsequent  war.  Were 
the  Liberal  Government  going  to  repeat 
the  error  of  that  day  ?  The  Liberal 
Party  had  condemned  the  policy  of  the 
Conservative  Government,  and  had  urged 
the  adoption  of  a  different  principle  ;  and 
therefore  they  should  guard  against 
repeating  the  errors  of  the  Liberal 
Party  in  1881,  which  did  not  grant  the 
self-government  often  promised  to  the 
Transvaal.  In  all  climes,  under  the 
snows  of  Canada,  in  torrid  Australia,  in 
New  Zealand,  and  in  South  Africa, 
wherever  Englishmen  were  found,  nomin- 
ated officials  brought  about  the  same 
results ;  while  complete  self-government 
had  brought  order  and  loyalty  out  of 
chaos  and  discontent  in  all  these  Colonies. 
It  had  been  entirely  successful  in  Cape 
Colony.    Sir  Henry  Barkly  reported — 

"  Refiponsible  government  had  the  im- 
mediate effect  of  substituting  a  single  strong 
governing  power  for  the  dual  foroee  of  the 
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Executive  and  Legislature,  which  wer»  before 
as  ofteu  at  not  exerted  in  opposite  dlreetious. 
Responsible  government  promiseH,.a8  I  antioi- 

Sited,  to  anglicise  the  Colony.  The  Second 
eadin^  of  the  Bill  to  permit  free  testamentary 
disposition  passed  the  other  day  by  an  enor- 
mous majority  in  the  Assembly.  The  Govern- 
ment Railway  Bill  authorising  an  expenditure 
of  nearly  £5,000,000  in  constructing  nearly  800 
miles  of  railway  was  read  a  second  time 
unanimously.  A  few  years  ago  both  would 
have  been  objected  to  as  dangerona  devices  of 
Uie  Governor," 

Coming  to  a  later  period,.  Sir  Bertie 
Frere  said — 

"After  a  long  series  of  dislocating  Kaffir 
wars,  the  English  Government  resolved  that 
the  system  of  allowing  colonial  management 
of  colonial  affairs  to  grow  and  develop,  instead 
of  being  ruled  from  Enslaml,  should  be  practi- 
cally tried.  The  plan  has  answered  fairly  in 
other  far-separatea  Colonies.  It  has  been  for 
eight  years  only  in  operation  at  the  Cape.  I 
believe  it  has  answered  still  better  there  than 
in  Canada  or  Australia. 

Sir  Hercules  Robinson  pointed  out  that 
there  were  thVee  contending  forces  in 
South  Africa — Imperialism,  sell-govem- 
ment,  and  Republicanism — and  that  the 
only  means  of  preserving  the  British  Em- 
pire in  that  part  of  the  world  was  by  grant- 
mg  self-government.  The  grant  of  self- 
government  in  the  Cape  Colony  had 
brought  progress  and  contentment  and 
good  relations  between  the  Dutch  and  the 
British — ^between  the  white  and  the 
black.  The  Constitution  there  knew  no 
colour  ;  and  it  was  unfortunate  that  we 
could  not  have  the  same  throughout 
South  Africa  owing  to  the  Vereeniging 
Terms.  It  would  have  been  better  for 
all  the  races  in  South  Africa  had  it  been 
open  to  the  Government  to  give  the 
same  wide  and  liberal  Constitution  which 
had  been  given  to  Cape  Colony.  He  was 
glad  to  hear  the  Under-Secretary  say  that 
the  Gk)vemment  had  provided  for  reser- 
vations until  the  franchise  should  be  given 
to  all  coloured  and  native  races.  They 
had  been  told  of  the  dire  results  which 
would  follow  from  the  Dutch  majority 
in  the  Transvaal  and  the  Orange  River 
Colony;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  in 
the  Cape  Colony  there  had  always  been 
a  Dutch  majority,  and  no  dire  results  had 
followed  from  it.  The  granting  of 
self-government  and  equal  institutions 
had  led  there  to  the  effacement  of  racial 
trouble,  as  it  had  done  in  Canada  and 
Louisiana.  Who  were  these  Boers  % 
Were  they  not  worthy  partners  for  us  ?: 

Jfr.  Molteno. 


They  were  a  stalwart  race,  with  a  great 
record  in  Europe.  They  had  faced  and 
resisted  the  two  EmpireB  of  Spain  and 
France  under  Louis  XTV.  They  w«e- 
great  in  civic  virtues,  in  law,  art,  and  com- 
merce.  Had  they  lost  their  virtues  in 
Africa?  Sir  B.  Durban  said  "No"; 
he  could  quote  manv  other  authorities  as> 
to  their  character  but  would  only  now 
refer  to  the  fact  that  The  Times 
*•  History  of  the  War  "  stated  that— 

'*  The  Dut.ch  were  a  race  who  defended  Uieir 
homes  and  property  with  a  braverv  and  re- 
source which  had  rightly  M'on  the  adnuration 
of  the  world." 

He  was  glad  of  this  tlibute  to  the  Dutch, 
for  it  would  go  far  to  reccmcile  the  racea 
in  South  Africa.  He  knew  that  the  beet 
Dutch  appreciated  the  best  Englishmen. 
He  knew  of  no  English  gentleman  who 
had  been  brought  into  contact  with 
Dutchmen  in  South  Africa  who  did  not 
respect  them.  He  knew  himself  that  there 
was  mutual  respect  and  mutual  admira- 
tion between  the  two  races  in  Cape 
Cblony  which  he  hoped  would  be  extended 
to  the  whole  of  South  Africa.  The  Cape 
,was  free,  and,  because  free  it  was  lo3raL 
Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  and  Mr.  Reid  of  New 
South  Wales  attributed  the  loyalty  of 
"Canada  and  Australia  to  the  complete 
concession  of  self-government.  Why^ 
should  that  precedent  not  be  fol- 
lowed in  South  Africa  ?  Our  late^ 
trouble  was  due  to  not  allowing  self- 
government  free  play.  The  Cape  and 
Natal  had  protested  against  force  and 
war  ;  and  no  other  Colonies  would  have 
stood  the  interference  we  tried  with  the 
Dutch  States.  Our  periods  of  active 
interference  had  always  been  disastTouB 
to  ourselves,  and  to  South  Africa,  as  they 
had  been  in  Canada.  And  why  ?  Be* 
cause  we  could  not  interfere  wisely  in  a 
distant  country.  Lord  Durham  had. 
pointed  out  that — 

'*  The  complete  and  unavoidable  ignormnc^ 
in  which  the  British  public  and  even  the 
great  body  of  the  legLslators  are  with  reitperfr 
to  the  real  interests  of  distant  oommunities  &o> 
entirely  different  from  their  own  produoes  a 
general  indifference  which  nothing  but  some 
great  Colonial  ciisis  ever  dispels,  and  retpoosi- 
bility  to  Parliament  or  to  the  public  opinion 
of  Great  Biitain  would,  except  on  these  great- 
.and  rare  exceptions,  be  positively  mischievons^ 
if  it  were  not  unpoesible.^' 

He  would  remind  the  House  that 
Lord  Durham  had  considered  the  policy 
of  retaining  Canada  by  force  and  thet 
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Binningham   said     ''the    Colonies    are 
with  me    to  a  man"  and  he  claimed 
credit  for  their  loyalty.    It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  loyalty  of  the  ColonieB  was 
not  due  to  any  one  man  whom  the  shifting 
forces  of  politics  might  place  in  power 
for  a  time,  but  that  it  was  due  to  a  system 
of    equal  laws  and  great  constitutional 
principles,  which  were  not  the  monopoly 
of  any  one  Tarty  but  were  the  growth  of 
ages  and  the  outcome  of  the  energy,activity 
and  character,  as  they  were  the  glory,  of 
the  whole  British  people.    Such  loyalty 
we  have  in  Canada,  in  the  Cape  Colony 
and  in  other  Colonies,    and  he  believed 
that  by  similar  methods  we  could  secure 
it  in  South  Africa.    We  had  had  great 
crises  in  our  history.    By  denying  free- 
dom     we     lost     our     first     American 
Colonies,     by    conceding     it     we     had 
retained    Canada.      We    had    another 
crisis    to-day  to  meet  in  South  Africa, 
and  surely  it  would  be  a  glaring  mistake 
to  go  back  and    rely    on    those  dumb 
idols,  brute  force,  crafty  policy,  and  racial 
supremacy.    We    had    gone    through    a 
period  of  stress  and  storm  in  the  War  and 
we  must  now  allow  freedom  and  self- 
government  to  flourish  once  more  in  a  land 
of  liberty.    No  exercise  of  force  could 
turn  a  Frenchman  or  a  Dutchman  into  an 
Englishman,  but  what  we  could  do  was 
by  generous  treatment  to  convert  them 
to    loyalty  to  the  institutions    of    our 
Empire.    The  constant  lesson  of  Colonial 
history   was   that    this   could    only   be 
obtained  by  the  grant  of  self-government, 
and  Lord  Elgin  would  add   to  a  name 
already    illustrious    a    higher     renown 
by  closing  a  dark  and  ill-omened  chapter 
in  our  history ;  by  givine  to  the  continent 
of  Southern  Africa  as  his  father  had  ta 
that  of  Northern  America  the  supreme 
gift  of  equal    rights,    equal  privileges,, 
equal  duties,  secured  to  all  its  varied 
inhabitants  by  the  free  grant  of  an  un- 
grudging share  in  the  great  and  splendid 
liberties  of  our  own  unrivalled  constitu- 
tion. 


policy  of  conceding  self-government,  and 
that  he  came  to  the  conclusion  which 
events  have  since  amply  justified^  viz., 
that— 

''Men  have  not  indolged  in  vain  the  hope 
that  there  is  a  power  in  British  institutions  to 
rectify  existins  evils,  and  to  produce  in  their 
plau)e  the  well-beinR  which  no  dominion  could 
ffive.  It  is  not  in  tue  terrors  of  the  law,  or  in 
tne  might  of  our  armies,  that  the  secure  and 
honourable  bund  of  connection  is  to  be  found. 
It  exists  in  the  beneficial  operations  of  .those 
British  institutions  which  link  the  utmost 
derelopnient  of  freedom  and  civilisation  with 
the  staple  authority  of  an  hereditary  monarchy 
and  wnich,  if  rightly  organised  and  fully 
administered  in  the  Colonies  as  in  Great 
Britiun,  would  render  a  change  of  institutions 
only  an  additionel  evil  in  the  loss  of  the  pro- 
tection and  commerce  of  the  British  Empire. 

He  (Mr.  Molteno)  believed  that 
British  institutions  would  bring  about 
the  same  results  in  South  Africa.  What 
could  the  Dutch  hope  for  under  British 
institutions  ;  what  Lord  Elgin,  the  father 
of  the  present  CJolonial  Secretary,  hoped 
for  the  French  to  have  in  Canada  when 
he  said — 

"Let  them  feel  that  their  religion,  their 
habits,  their  prepossessions,  their  prejudices  if 
V0a  will,  are  more  oonsidered  and  respected 
here  than  in  other  portions  of  this  vast  con- 
tinent, and  who  will  venture  to  say  that  the 
last  band  which  waves  the  British  flag  on 
American  ground  may  not  be  that  of  a  French 
Canadian?'' 

What  closer  relation  could  there  be 
between  two  brothers,  and  yet  a  parent 
often  interfered  and  destroyed  good 
relations.  So  it  was  with  two  nationali- 
ties and  two  parties.  He  was  glad  to  say 
that  the  (Jovemors  of  our  Colonies  were 
now  always  instructed  to  keep  themselves 
apart  from  parties  and  local  politics ; 
and  wherever  that  had  been  done  they 
had  been  successful,  and  he  hoped  it 
would  bring  about  the  same  results 
in  South  Africa.  They  had  heard  a 
good  deal  in  recent  years  of  loyalty  and 
dddoyalty,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tiie  Member  for  Croydon  said  that  a  short 
time  ago  that  he  and  his  Party  were 
special  friends  of  the  Colonies. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Croydon) : 
I  never  said  l^t. 

*Mb.  molteno  said  he  understood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  represent  that 
he  and  his  Party  were  specially  interested 
in  the  Colonies.  Then  again  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the    Member  for   West 


Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  said  that 
what  the  people  of  this  country  wanted 
to  know  was  whether  the  Grovernment 
had  considered  the  effect  of  their  poUcy 
on  the  all-important  question  —  the 
keeping  or  the  losing  of  South  Africa. 
Not  a  single  word  had  been  heard  that 
evening  from  any  Grovernment  speaker 
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which  inspired  a  feeUng  that  what 
they  were  about  to  do  would  operate 
in  favour  of  our  keeping  South  Africa. 
If  tho83  for  whom  he  spoke  could  help 
it  they  did  not  intend  to  lose 
South  Africa.  We  had  recently  been 
engaged  in  a  war  with  the  Boers 
and  he  did  not  suppose  the  Boers  were 
different  from  every  other  race.  If 
we  had  been  defeated  here  in  England 
three  years  ago,  and  the  enemy  had 
taken  our  country,  everyEnglishman  would 
grasp  at  the  first  opportunity  which 
presented  itself  to  regain  all  that  we  had 
lost.  It  was  quite  impossible  that  within 
three  years  all  the  passions  and  prejudices 
which  had  been  engendered  by  the 
conflict  coidd  have  been  eradicated. 
Supposing  it  should  happen  that  there 
was  a  Boer  majority  at  the  elections 
and  that  the  Boers  used  their  n  ajority 
to  recover  all  they  had  lost,  what  protec- 
tion had  we  ?    None,  except  war  again. 

♦Miu  J.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD 
(Leicester)  thought  it  appropriate  to 
express  his  disappointment  that  the 
discussion  of  such  varied  and  exten- 
sive materials  should  have  been  com- 
pressed into  one  day.  There  were  many 
important  matters  with  regard  to  Natal, 
the  most  important  of  which  he  had 
•called  attention  to  in  a  series  of  questions 
at  an  earlier  hour,  which,  however,  he 
had  no  time  to  discuss  now.  The  mind 
of  the  Committee  was  fixed  on  this 
question  of  the  Constitution,  and  upon 
that  he  proposed  to  speak.  He  agreed 
thoroughly  with  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Croydon  that  if  they  could  find  a  guarantee 
that  the  granting  of  this  Constitution 
would  contribute  to  the  stability  of  the 
Colony  they  would  not  be  opponents  to  it. 
The  question,  therefore,  was,  could  they 
in  their  minds  find  such  a  guarantee. 
He  did  not  share  the  view  of  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  regard- 
ing the  question  of  the  Constitution 
for  the  Orange  River  Colony.  It 
might  be  perfectly  true  that  Sir 
Hamilton  Gould-Adams  enjoyed  the 
confidence  of  the  Dutch  party  there, 
but  as  soon  as  they  gave  the  Transvaal 
self-government  they  placed  the  Orange 
River  Colony  in  a  position  of  inequality, 
and  demands  would  be  made  there 
for      self-government,     because      every 

Mr,  Arnold-Forster. 


day  self-government  was  carried  on  at 
Johannesburg  the  Orange  River  Colony 
Was  being  insult  d  whilst  it  was  being 
governed  by  a  benevolent  dictator. 
He  did  not,  however,  understand  that 
a  Constitution  for  the  Orange  River 
Colony  was  to  be  long  postponed. 
He  would  like  to  know  how  long  it 
was  to  be  postponed. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  The  South 
Africa  Committee  have  not  yet  presented 
us  with  their  report  from  the  Orange 
River  Colony,  but  it  is  our  intention  to 
^ve  responsible  government  to  the 
Orange  River  Colony  at  the  eariiest 
possible  moment  and  in  such  a  way  as  to 
secure  fair  and  effective  representation  of 
all  classes  of  the  population, 

♦Mr.  J.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD 
heartily  welcomed  that  statement.  He 
believed  profoundly  that  taking  the 
Dutch  in  both  colonies  into  our  con- 
fidence in  a  whole-hearted  way  would  not 
merely  retain  our  authority  in  South 
Africa,  but  would  make  it  much  more  real 
and  much  more  secure  than  it  was  at 
present.  He  wished  to  bring  before  the 
Committee  the  labour  view  of  the 
situation.  It  was  extremely  important 
for  the  Committee  to  remember  that 
parties  in  South  Africa  were  not  merely 
British  and  Dutch;  that  they  were 
divided  even  more  by  economic  than 
by  racial  differences,  and  he  hoped 
that  when  the  constituencies  were  being 
carved  out  very  great  care  would  he 
taken  that  the  boundaries  were  so  drawn 
that  the  labour  forces  on  the  Rand  would 
not  be  split  up  in  such  a  way  as  to 
render  labour  representation  practically 
impossible.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  manhood  suffrage  he  desired  to  join  in 
the  warning  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
St.  (Jeorge's,  Hanover-square,  not  upon 
the  merits  of  the  proposal,  but  in  reference 
to  the  position  of  the  native.  He  could 
not  conceive  anything  more  objectionable 
than  one  standard  of  franch^  for  the 
white  man  and  another  for  the  coloured 
man.  The  one  effective  way  for  the 
natives  to  bring  their  influence  to  bear 
was  to  allow  them  to  bring  pressure  to 
bear  on  all  the  constituencies.  But  if 
the  whites  had  adult  suffrage,  he  was 
afraid  that  could  not  be  the  condition  of 
a    native    suffrage  as    well.     He    saw 
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that  the  basis  of  election  was  to  be 
the  voters'  list,  but  he  thought  that 
representation  should  be  on  the  basis  of 
population.  If  there  was  no  floating 
population  there  would  be  no  difference 
in  election  on  the  basis  of  the  voters' 
list  and  on  that  of  population.  If 
the  seats  were  distributed  according  to 
the  numbers  on  the  voters'  list  that 
world  give  an  undue  advantage  to  those 
people  who  had  simply  gone  to  exploit 
the  country.  He  would  remind  the 
Committee  that  every  labour  political 
association  had  pronounced  in  favour 
of  population.  It  had  been  suggested 
that  if  there  was  a  Dutch  majority 
in  the  Transvaal  a  great  many  things 
might  happen,  as  for  instance  that  the 
ezclusiyely  English  character  of  the 
Civil  Service  would  be  altered,  or  that 
education  might  be  developed  on  the 
lines  that  Lord  Selbome  had  just  dis- 
covered to  be  the  right  lines.  But  what 
was  wanted  at  Johannesburg  at  the 
present  time  was  a  wise  infusion  of 
Dutch  and  English  administrators  in  the 
same  offices,  and  until  we  had  that  we 
should  not  have  the  efficient  administra- 
tion which  all  desired.  When  we 
used  the  expression  British  and  Boer  it 
was  used  in  an  absolutely  meaningless 
sense.  What  was  '*  British "  in  South 
Africa  %  It  was  used  as  if  it  was  a  thing 
which  divided  the  population  sharply 
into  two  sections.  It  was  imagined 
that  there  was  no  substantial  co- 
operation between  Dutch  and  British, 
ftnd  that  when  they  had  said  "  Dutch " 
they  had  separated  one  section  of 
the  population  into  one  camp,  and 
when  they  had  said  *'  British,''  they  had 
separated  the  other  section  into  another 
camp  equally  distinct.  When  they  said 
•*  Bntiah,"  moveover,  they  imagined  they 
were  suggesting  something  not  merely 
Tscial  but  also  political  in  spirit.  There 
was  nothing  more  fallacious  and  absurd 
than  to  imagine  that  state  of  things  to 
exist.  At  tiie  last  by-election  in  Cape 
Colony  the  Dutch  party  was  championed 
by  an  Englishman  bom  in  England,  and 
who,  being  a  Liberal  in  South  Africa, 
was  able  to  appeal  to  both  Dutch  and 
English  upon  poUtical  grounds  and  so 
got  the  EngUsh  and  Dutch  vote  as  well, 
his  opponent  also  getting  both.  If  they 
had  drawn  a  line  across  the  electorate 
they  would  have  feund  Dutch  and  English 


on  one  side  and  Dutch  and  English  on 
the  other.  That  was  why  he  was  asking 
the  Committee  to  give  this  Constitu- 
tion with  all  its  risks,  believing  that 
only  by  sranting  such  a  Constitution 
in  a  whole-hearted  and  generous  way 
they  could  lay  finally  and  decisively  the 
foundation  of  British  rule  in  South 
Africa.  One  word  more.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  had  stated 
that  fusion  had  gone  far  and  was 
going  on  well.  It  had.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  them  to  wait  until  it  had 
gone  still  further  be&>re  giving  a  Con- 
stitution. If  he  (Mr.  Macdonald)  thought 
that  fusion  could  go  much  further  under 
existing  conditions  he  would  wait,  but  it 
could  not.  Fusion  had  gone  so  far 
because  the  ofEer  of  a  Constitution  had 
awakened  in  the  minds  of  the  Dutch 
leaders  a  genuine  political  interest,  and 
the  more  they  raised  really  poUtical 
questions  in  the  Transvaal  the  more 
would  poUtical  fusion  continue.  But 
without  a  good  old-fashioned  British 
Constitution  such  as  this  brought  in  by 
this  Liberal  Government  they  could  not 
rouse  the  genuine  political  interests 
which  would  eUminate  racial  instincts 
and  ultimately  give  a  united  South 
African  population  living  happily  and 
contentedly  under  the  Union  Jack. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (City  of  Lon- 
don) :  I  think  that  everybody  who  has 
Ustened  to  the  interesting  speech  ]ust 
deUvered  would  take  the  view  that  if 
we  could  agree  with  the  estimate  the 
hon.  Member  fer  Leicester  has  formed 
of  the  results  of  the  poUcy .  of  the 
Government  we  should  take  the  same 
sanguine  view  that  he  does.  But  the 
differences  which  separate  the  hon. 
Member  and  those  above  the  gangway 
are  not  in  the  ideal  we  have  formed  of 
what  the  future  of  South  Africa  should 
be,  but  simply  and  solely  in  the  methods 
by  which  that  common  aim  is  to  be 
attained,  that  goal  which  we  aU  want 
to  be  reached  in  the  smallest  space  of 
time.  But  before  I  come  to  that  ques- 
tion I  must  say  some  words  upon 
another  matter,  which  has  been  dwelt 
on  by  the  Under-Secretary  and  with 
greater  emphasis  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean.  That 
right  hon.  Gentleman  reminded  us  that 


799       Civil  Services  a/rtd  Eevenue      { COMMONS }      Depts.  Estimates,  1 906-7.       800 


the  real  ultimate  problem  South  Africa 
lias  got  to  face,  whether  it  be  a  Dutch  or 
British  South  Africa,  or,  as  we  all  hope, 
a  South  Africa  both  British  and  Dutch 
in  race,  but  British  in  sympathies — 
that  problem  is  the  native  problem. 
Whatever  may  be  the  outcome  of  the 
present  policy  we  are  discussing,  that 
which  our  children  and  grandchildren 
will  have  to  deal  with  is  the  problem 
of  how  to  manage  a  country  in  which 
the  black  population  is,  and  is  always 
going  to  remain,  the  vast  majority  of 
the  population.  No  such  problem  has 
faced  any  Government  up  to  the  present 
time.  There  is  a  d  stant  resemblance, 
but  no  accurate  correspondence,  between 
that  problem  and  that  which  our  cousins 
in  the  United  States  had  to  face  in  the 
Southern  States,  and  have  not  so  far 
faced  successfully.  There  is  no  resem- 
blance to  the  problem  we  have  to  deal 
with  in  the  East  Indies.  One  of  mf 
complaints  against  this  settlement  of  the 
Government's  is  that  I  believe  they 
make  the  solution  of  that  problem  more 
difficult  even  than  it  has  been  made  by 
circumstances  over  which  no  Govern- 
ment has  any  control.  They  have 
cbosen  to  adopt  manhood  suSrage  as 
the  basis  of  their  system.  Now,  when 
you  take  manhood  suffrage  you  cannot 
avoid  everybody  takuig  the  view  that 
that  is  some  theoretical  justification  for 
a  franchise  based  upon  rights.  I  do  not 
know  wbether  there  are  many  gentle- 
men in  tbis  House  who  hold  what  I  regard 
as  the  entirely  antiquated  view  that  the 
question  of  the  rights  of  man,  as  it  used 
1o  be  called,  comes  into  the  question  of 
f:anchise-  reform.  But  directly  you 
adopt  manhood  suffrage  you  do  indicate 
to  the  rash  thinker,  the  ordinary  man 
i  ^  the  street,  that  there  is  some  right 
connecting  the  po8S3S8ion  of  manhood 
with  the  possession  of  the  suffrage. 

An  HON.  MEMBER:  Rates  and 
taxes. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  is  not 
suffrage  based  on*  rates  and  taxes ;  it 
is  manhood  suffrage.  If  you  are  going 
to  suggest  that  theory  of  natural  rights, 
how  are  you  going  to  deal  with  the 
question  of  the  natives  at  all  ?  We 
have  to  face  facts ;  men  are  not 
bom  equp.l.  the   white   and  black    races 

Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour, 


are    not    born  with    equal    capacities  * 
they  are  bom  with  different  capacitieB 
which   education   cannot   and   will   not 
change  ;    and  as  far  as  I  know  there  are 
no  forces  now  in  operation  which  can 
or  will  change  them  within  a  period  of 
time.    If  that  be  tme,   and  if   it   also 
be  true,  as  I  think  it  is,  that  we  most 
allow  the  native  races  to  have  an  in- 
fluence and  position  in  our  legislative 
system,  how  are  you  going  to  reconcile 
that  with  a  theory  of  manhood  suffrage  ? 
I  am  reminded  by  my  right  hon.  friend 
that  they  will  be  as  eight  to  one,  and  if 
they  were  judiciously  organised,  in  their 
hands  alone  would  rest  the  whole  interMt 
of  civilisation,  culture,  and  religion — in 
the  hands  of  a  race  which  is  by  birth 
less  intellectually  and  morally  capable  of 
dealing    with    these    problems    than    a 
white  race.     I  'state  it  quite  plainly  and 
nakedly   as   I   believe   it   to    be.     Yon 
cannot  do  that.    Whether  the   system 
now  in  force  in  the  Cape  is  the  right 
system  or  not  I  do  not  say,  but  it  is  not 
manhood  suffrage,  and  you  could  never 
associate  the  Transvaal  with  the  Cape 
in  any  future  scheme  of  federation  unless 
either    the      Cape    or    the     Transvaal 
changed  its  franchije.   Well,  that  is  a  very 
serious   thing.     In   my   view   the    mere 
fact  that  the  Government  have  chosen 
to  make  manhood  suffrage  the  basis  of 
their  scheme  not  only  brings  them  into 
conflict  with  the  theory  that  if  there 
were    manhood    suffrage    there    is    no 
conceivable  reason  for  excluding  woman- 
hood suffrage,  a  problem  that  seems  to 
me  insoluble,  but  it  brings  us  face  to 
face   with  the  even  greater   and   more 
difficult    present   problem   of   how    you 
are  going  to  associate  North  European 
conditions    of    liberty    and    self-goVcni* 
ment — ^how  you  are  gong  to  associate 
the    aborigines    of    South    Africa    witii 
a    race    which   has   the    same    training 
which  we  have  ourselves,  whether  they 
be  drawn  from  Holland  or  this  country. 
I  believe  it  will  be  a  real  obstacle  to  the 
ultimate   solution   of  what   is   the  tre- 
mendous   question   with   which     South 
African    statesmen    in   the    future    will 
inevitably  have  to  deal.     But  I  pass  on 
to  what  is  not,  indeed,  of  greater  im- 
portance,   and    not,    indeed,    of    more 
permanent  importance  than  the  subject 
I  have  just  touched  upon,  but  which  is, 

after  all,  the  most  pressing  question  we 
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liave  to  deal  with  to-day.  It  is  the 
jutification  for  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, not  in  giving  full  autonomy  to 
the  Transvaal,  because  we  are  all  in 
favour  of  that  and  there  has  never 
been,  as  far  as  I^ow,  any  divergence 
of  opinion  on  any  side  of  House  on  that. 
As  the  Under-Secretary  well  knows, 
that  was  the  declared  policy  of  the  late 
*€k>vemment,  as  it  is  the  declared 
policy  of  the  present.  But  let  there  be 
no  misunderstanding.  If  there  is  to  be 
a  difference  of  opinon  ^between  us,  and  I 
am  afraid  there  is,  that  difference  is  to 
be  found,  not  in  the  ultimate  goal 
which  we  all  desire  to  reach,  but  in  the 
rapidity  of  our  movements  towards  that 
goal.  Now  the  hon .  Member  who  has  j  ust 
Bat  down  said,  truly  enough,  that  what 
we  wanted  to  do  was  to  unite  British 
and  Dutchmen,  that  there  were  questions 
outside  the  question  of  race,  outside  the 
question  of  the  flag,  which  may  well 
occupy  the  minds  of  politicians,  and  ought 
to  occupy  their  minds.  I  agree  also  in 
admitting  at  once  that  there  are  an 
enormous  number  of  persons  of  Dutch 
descent  in  the  Oape  Colony  who  are  quite 
ready  to  work  with  the  British  on  these 
lines.  That  is  a  healthy  condition  of 
things.  It  has  not  gone  so  far  even  in 
Oape  Colony  as  I  could  wish,  but  it  has 
go  n  e  far.  Have  we  a  right  to  assume  that 
^his  process,  which  is  still  an  incomplete 
process  in  Cape  Colony,  which  has  enjoyed 
self-government  for  I  do  not  know  how 
maiy  decades,  which  has  never  been  at 
war  with  us,  which  has  been  in  an  inde- 
pendent position  since  it  was  subject  to 
the  arbitrary  rule  of  the  Dutch  com- 
mercial colonies — are  we  to  suppose  that 
this  process  has  been  carried  out  in  the 
Transvaal  with  which  we  have  been  at 
war  only  three  years  ago  ?  I  think  the 
*Ck)vemment  are  attempting  an  experi- 
ment of  the  most  dangerous  description. 
"Why  should  I  like  to  see  the  experiment 
deferred  ?  Is  it  because  I  distrust  the 
Dut^h  ?  Is  it  because  I  think  of  them  as 
having  different  aims  from  myself  ? 
Not  at  all.  It  is  because  I  think  they 
are  of  the  same  clay  and  are  animated 
by  the  same  motives.  If  we  want  to  judge 
what  the  attitude  of  the  Transvaal 
is  to  be,  let  us  put  ourseVes  in  imagina- 
tion into  the  position  in  which  the 
great  Dut?h  population  are.  Their 
iBiemonei  are  memories  of   war.    They 


are  memories  of  an  independence  which 
preceded  the  war.  The  statesmen  whose 
names  have  b  en  mentioned — Mr.  Smuts, 
Qeneral  Botha,  and  others — ^are  men 
who  took  a  distinguished  part  in  the  war. 
Are  we  to  expect  that  in  three  years  they 
are  to  siy:  "All  that  is  over;  the 
question  has  been  settled  ;  the  arbitra- 
ment of  arm^  has  given  its  decision  ;  we 
accept  it ;  we  are  not  going  to  struggle 
with  the  old  ideal ;  we  are  going  to  make 
the  best  f  the  new  circumstances?" 
They  are  human.  How  can  you  ask  them 
to  make  that  change  of  sentiment  in  the 
few  months  that  have  elapsed  since  the 
overwhelming  forces  at  our  disposal 
obliged  them  to  surrender  ?  Tou  cannot 
ask  it.  The  question  you  have  to  ask  is 
— Human  nature,  be  it  Dutch  or  Bnglish, 
being  what  it  Ib,  can  the  political  institu- 
tions you  are  now  going  to  give  them  be 
ma  e  a  substitute  for  the  military  organi- 
sation, cannon,  and  all  the  rest  of  it,  which 
brought  them  honourablv  into  the  field 
only  three  years  ago  ?  ["  Four  years."] 
Well,  four  years ;  we  all  know  the  war 
began  in  1899  and  when  it  ended.  Is 
not  that  the  question  we  have  to  ask  our- 
selves ?  No  human  being  ever  thought 
of  such  an  experiment  before — that  of 
giving  to  a  population  equal  to,  and  far 
more  homogeneous  than,  our  own, 
absolute  control  of  everything,  civil  and 
military.  There  is  nothing  to  prevent 
the  country  making  every  preparation, 
constitutionally,  quietly,  without  ex- 
ternal interference,  for  a  new  war.  What 
is  it  that  animates  them  ?  It  cannot  be 
Jit  what  it  would  be  if  you  would  only 
wait — it  cannot  yet  be  that  natural  in- 
born loyalty  to  the  British  Throne  and 
the  British  people ;  it  cannot  yet  be  a 
distinct  and  deliberate  preference  for  the 
n3w  over  the  old  state  of  things.  How 
can  it  be  that  ?  I  believe  it  will  come  in 
time.  But  you  are  asking  the  Dutch  to 
do  what  you  would  not  do  if  you  were  in 
their  place.  That  is  a  great  deal  to  ask. 
I  am  astonished  that  any  Government 
or  any  Party  that  cherished  the  British 
connection  in  the  Transvaal  should  desire 
so  audacious  an  experiment  to  be  tried. 
What  is  the  real  reason  for  it  ?  We  know 
that  it  is  done  solely  because  the  Govern- 
ment are  desirous  of  getting  rid  of  all  their 
labour  embarrassments  find  economic 
difficulties  that  their  rash  promises  at  the 
general  election  have  brought  upon  theuL 
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And   the    Transvaal   itself   is    not    less 
desirous  of  getting  rid  of  Downing  Street 
than  Downing  Street  is  of  getting  rid  of 
the  Transvaal  [Cheers.]    I  do  not  know 
whether  those  cheers  are  ironical  or  not. 
["  No,  no."]    I  do  not  know  which  pro- 
position is  disputed  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
Does  he  dispute  that  Downing  Street  is 
anxious  to  get  rid  of  the  Transvaal  ?    I 
think  the  Government    have    said    so. 
["  Oh,  oh."]  I  think  they  have  gone  that 
length.    He  will  not  dispute  that  the 
Transvaal  is  anxious  to  get  rid  of  Down- 
ing Street.     I  think  that  is  obvious  on 
the   face   of   every  document   that  has 
issued  by  the  population  of  British  origin. 
Now  I  ask  if  we  have  the  smallest  right 
to  take  the  optimistic  view  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Reading,  who  made  a  very 
interesting  speech  from  what  I  believe  is 
oalled  the  Liberal  Imperialist  point  of 
view,   and   in  presenting  that  view  he 
expressed  himself   as   entirely    satisfied 
with  the  scheme  of  the  Government.    He 
had  feared  inuch  worse  things,  and  if 
they  had  happened  he  said  nothing  would 
have  prevented  himself  and  his  friends 
from    separating    themselves    from    the 
cause   of   the    Government.     I    do   not 
wish  to  throw  any  doubt  upon  that  pro- 
nouncement   of    hypothetical    political 
heroism,  but  what  it  is  that  has  given 
such  enormous  satisfaction  to  the  hon. 
Member   I   am   utterly  imable  to    see. 
What  ground  is  there  in  the  nature  of 
things  for  making  this  experiment  months 
or  years  before  I  think  it  ought  to  be 
made  ?  [**  Oh,  oh,"  and  interruptions.]  1 
think  it  should  depend  upon  how  rapidly 
the   wounds   inflicted   by  the   war   are 
healed.    But  these  considerations  have 
not  influenced  the  Government.    They 
have  not  asked  how  ready  is  the  Dutch 
population  to  co-operate  with  the  British 
in    internal    administration.     This    con- 
sideration has  not  influenced  them.   Then 
what  does  the  hon.  Member  see  in  the 
plan     for     autonomous      Government  ? 
Does  he  see  that  the  present   lines    of 
Party  cleavage  in  the  Transvaal  will  follow 
the  strict  lines  of  nationality,  and  is  that 
not  likely  to  be  the  cause  of  the  greatest 
of  all  possible  disasters  ?    What  security 


does  he  see  that  this  absolute  power 
given  to  the  Transvaal  will  not  be  used 
to  establish  a  condition  of  things  which 
may  make  some  future  action  against  th& 
country  possible,  probable,  and  dangerous! 
I  see  no  such  security^  and  because  I  see 
no  security  against  this  danger,  I  refuse 
to  accept  the  invitation  so  kmdly  ofEered 
to  us  by  the  Under-Secretary  for  the 
Colfeies  that  we  on  this  side  should 
make  ourselves  responsible  with  the 
Government  for  what  I  regard  as  the 
most  reckless  experiment  ever  tried  in 
the  development  of  a  great  colonial 
policy.  ["  Oh,  oh."J  For  this  reascn 
I  look  with  alarm  and  distrust  to  the 
future,  and  only  from  a  wisdom  we  can 
hardly  hope  or  expect  from  the  popula* 
tion  in  the  Transvaal  can  the  danger 
be  avoided.  For  these  reasons  I  sbalt 
certainly  give  my  vote  against  the 
Resolution  about  to  be  put  from  the^ 
Chair. 

i 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN; 
rising  just  before  10  o'clock,  said: 
In  the  one  minute  left  to  me  I  wift 
only  say  one  thing,  that  never  in  the- 
course  of  my  Parliamentary  career  have 
I  listened  to  a  more  unworthy,  provo- 
cative, and  mischievous — — 

And,  it  being  Ten  of  the  Clock,  ther 
Chairman  proceeded,  in  pursuance  of 
Standing  Order  No.  15,  to  put  forthwith 
the  Question  necessary  to  diapose  of  the 
Vote  under  consideration. 

Question  put,  "That  a  sum,  not  ex- 
ceeding  £29,050,  be  granted,  to  Bis 
Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necesEaiy" 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1907, 
for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  De- 
partment of  His  Majesty's  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  including  a  Grant- 
in- Ad  of  certain  Expenses  connected. 
with    Emigration."  • 

F  The  Committee  divided : — ^Ayes,  316^ 
Noes,   83.    (Division   List   No.   286.)* 
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Hawoith,  Arthur  A. 

Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 

Haaleton,  Richard 

Healy,  Timothy  Michael 

Hedges,  .\.  Paget 

Helme,  Morval  Watson 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Henderson ,«]  .M.(  Aberdeen,  W.; 

Henr>,  Charles  S. 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hobart,  Sir  Robert 

Hobhouse,  Charles  R  H. 

Holden,  E.  Hopkinson 

Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 

Hooper,  A.  G. 

Hope,  John  Dea  tb  (Fife,  West 

Hope,  W.Bateman(Somerset,N 

Homiman,  Emslie  John 

Hudson,  W  alter 

Hyde,  Clarendon 

Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 

Jacoby,  James  Alfred 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jones,  William  (Carnarvonshire 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 

King,  Al&«d  John  (foiutsford) 


Laidlaw,  Robert 

Iiamb,Edmund  G.  (Leominster)i 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester)  g 

Lambert,  George 

Lay  land- Barratt,  Francis 

Leese,SirJosephF.(Accrington)* 

Lt-hmann,  R.  C. 

Lever,  A.Levy(Essex,Harwioh> 

|Lever,W.H.(Cheshire,Wirral) 

Levy,  Maurice*. 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd.Ge<^gev  Rt.  Hon  jDavidc 

Lough,  Thomas. 

Lundon,  W. 

Lupton,  Arnold 

Lyeil,  Charles  Henry 

Lynch,  H.  B. 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macdonald,  J.M.  (Falkirk  Bgh» 

Mackalne8^',  Frederic  C. 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  & 

MacVeigh,Cbarlet(Donegal,E^ 

M'Arthur,  William 

M*Callum,  John  M. 

M'Kenna,  Reginald 

M*KiUop,  W. 

McLaren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.>» 

M'Micking,  Major  6. 

Mallet,  Charles  £. 

Mansfield,  H.  Kendall  (Lincoltt- 

Markh,G.Cro>  don(Launcefcton- 

Mamham,  F.  J. 

Mapon,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry), 

Massie,  J. 

Ma&termau,  C.  F.  G. 

Meehan,  Patrick  A. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Micklem,  Nathaniel 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport* 

Mond,  A. 

Mcntagu,  £.  S. 

Montgomery,  H.  O.  ^ 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall)* 

Moriey,  Kt.  Hon.  John 

Morse,  L.  L.  ^ 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas- 

Murphy,  John 

Myer,  Horatio 

Napier,  T.  B. 

Newnes,  F.  (Notts,  Bassetlaw)". 

Newnes,  Sir  George  (Swansea>. 

NichoUs,  George 

Nicholson,  Chas.  N.  (Donoas'tn 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norman,  Henry 

Norton,  Capt.  CecU  William 

Nuttall,  Harry 

0'Bri€ii,Kendal  (TipperaryMid 

O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 

O'Donnell,  C.  J.  (Walwoith) 

O'Kelly,  James(Roscommon,ll 

O'Malley,  William 

O'Mara,  James 

O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 

Parker,  James  (Halifax)j 

Partington,  Oswald 

Paul,  Herbert 

Paulton,  James  Mellor 

Pearce,  Robert  (Staffa  Leek)' 

Pearce,  William  (Lhnehonse) 

Pearson,  Sir  W.  D.  (CokheeterV 

Philipps,  Col.  Ivor(S'thampton. 
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ThilippB,  O^en  C.  (Pembroke) 
TickerBgill,  Edward  Hare 
Pirie»  DancHn  V. 
'Price.  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh,  Central) 
'Badford,  O.  H. 
'Kaphael,  Herbert  H. 
Ilea,  Russell  (GHouoester) 
Bea,  Walter  Russ^  (Scarboro' 
Hedmond,  John  E.(Waterford ) 
Rees,  J*  D. 
RendiJl,  Athelstan 
^Richards,  Thos.  (W.  Monm'th.) 
'RiokeU,  J.  Gompton 
Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Dnoohi) 
"Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Hoberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs) 
Robertson,  Ut.  Hn.  E.(Onndee 
ItobertsonySir  G.Scott(Bradfrd 
Bobertson,  J.  M.  (T3me8ide) 
Hobinson,  8. 

Rolison,  SirWillinm  Snowdon 
Rosters,  F.  E.  Newman 
Bosd,  Charles  Day 
Rowlands,  J. 
Buneiman,  Walter 
Bussell,  T.  W. 

Butherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 
Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
'  Scott,  A.  H.  ( AshtonunderLyne 
^Sear8,  J.  E. 
;8eavem8,  J.  H. 


Seely,  Major  J.  B. 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hn,  T.  (Hawick  B.) 
F  heehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Simon,  John  AUsebrook 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smyth,  Thomas  F.  (Leitrim,  S.) 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Spioer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanger,  H.  Y. 
Staaley,Hn.  A.Lyulph(Chesh. ) 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith,  D,  (Kendal) 
Straohey,  Sir  Edward 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abinsdon) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Sutherland,  J.  B. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (Glamorgan,  £. 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somer8et»E) 
Tomkinson,  James 
Toulmin,  George 
Ure,  Alexander 
Verney,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 
Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 


Wallaoe,  Robert 
Walters,  John  Tudor 
Walton,  Sir  J.ihn  L.  (LeedajS. 
Walton,  Joseph  (Barnaley) 
Ward,  John(8ioke  upon  Tmi 
Ward,W.DuHlev  (S'tbamploD 
Wason,  JohnCatiic«rt(<MB«y) 
Waterlow,  D  S. 
Watt,  H.  Anderson 
Wedgwood,  Joeiah  GL 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
White,  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  J.  D.  (DumbactofMfaivB) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (HaUlax) 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Williamson,  A. 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R) 
Wilson,  J.  H.  <MiddlesbroiMek 
Wilson, J.  W.  (Woroesterah.  N. 
Winfrey,  R. 

Woodhouse,SiiJT(Hiiddenrd 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 


Teli,krs    for   the 
Mr.    Whiteley      and     Mr 
J.  A.  Pease 


NOES. 


Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Amold-Forster,  Rt.Hn.HughO 
Balcarref*,  Lord 
JBalfour,  RtHn.A.J.(C;ityLond) 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Barrie,  H.  T.  (Lmi'1on«lerrv,N. 
IBeach,  Hn.MichaelH'igh  Hicks 
jBeckett,  Hon.  Gervase 
Bridgeman,  W.  Clive 
Bulclier,  Samu^^l  Henry 
Cave,  Gforjje 

•Cavendish,  Rt.Hn.  Victor  C.  W. 
C*  cil,  Evelyn  (A«ton  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
Oecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  E.) 
•Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  ^Glasgow) 
Oorbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
*Craig,Gha6.  Curtis  (Antrim,  S.) 
•Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Dixon- Hart  land.SirFredDixon 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Du  Cros,  Harvey 
IFaber,  George  Denison  (Yoik) 
Fal>er,tapt.  W.  V.( Hants, W. 
Fell,  Arthur 

Fether^tonhauj^h,  Godfrey 
f^ennes,  Hon.  Eustace 
Finch,  Rt  Hon.  George  H. 


Fletcher,  J.  S. 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gardner,  Ernest  (Berks,  East) 
Gibbft,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 
Gonion,  J.  (Londonderry,  S.) 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Harrison-Broadley,  Col.  EL  B. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  C^rge 
Helmsley,  Viscount 
Herve3r,F.  W.F.(  BuryS.Edm'ds 
Hill,  Sir  Clement  (Shrewsbury 
Hill,  Henry  Staveley  (Staffshi) 
Houston,  Robert  Paterson 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Kennaway,  Rt.Hn.Sir  John  H. 
Keswick,  v\  illiam 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
Kinoaid-Smith,  Captain 
Lambron,  Hn.  Frederi  jk  Wm. 
Lane-Fox,  G.  R. 
Long,  Rt.  Hn.  Walter  (Dublin,S 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownleo 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 
Lvttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 
Mason,  Jame-*  F.  (VVind?<or) 
Meysey-Thomps^n,  E.  C. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 


Nicholson,  Wm.G.(Petenfie)i 
Nield,  Herbert 

O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  TonvM 
Parker,  Sir  Gilliert  (Gravseead 
Pease,  Herbert  Pike(Darlingt^ 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Ratcliff,  Major  R.  F. 
Rawlinson,  John  Frederick  P. 
Roberts,  S.(Shetfield,  Ecclesall 
Rutherford, W.  W.  (Lirerpool) 
Salter,  Arihor  Clavell 
Sandys,Lieat.  -Col.  Thoe  Jf yki 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith,  Abel  H.  (Hertford,  B 
Smith,  F.E.(Liverpool, Walton 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Stoiie,  Sir  Benjamin 
Thomson,  W.Mitchell  (Laaack) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Vincent,  Col  SirC.  E.  Howard 
Walrond,  Hon.  Lionel 
Williams  Col.  K.  (D.>r=4efc.W. 
Wolff,  GusUv  Wilhelui 
Younger,  George 

Tellbbs  fob  thb  Nobb— Sir 
Ale?cander  Aoland  •  Hoed 
a  ad  Viscount  Valentiai. 


The  Chairman  then  proceeded  to  put 
aeverally  the  Questio.-S,  That  the  total 
amount^  of  the  Votes  outs  adding  in  each 
Class  of  the  Civil  Service  Estimates,  iii- 
oluding   Supplementary   Estimates,    and 


the  total  amount  of  the  Votes  outstsTidiiig 
in  the  Estimates  for  the  Army  (including 
Ordnance  Factories)  be  granted  for  tibe 
Services  defined  in  those  CUsaea  and 
Estimates. 
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Class  I. 


2.  **Tliat  a  sum,  not  excedding 
£707,580,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to 
•defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
•course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1907, 
tfcr  Expenditure  on  the  Services  included 
in  Class  I.  of  the  Estimates  for  Civil 
Services,  viz. : 


5.  Miscellaneous  Legal  Build- 
ings, Great  Britain  -        -    34,800 

6.  Art  and  Science  Buildings, 

Great  Britain  -        -        -    45,800 


10.  Surveys    of    the     United 
Kingdom  -        -        -  124,578 

11.  Harbours  under  the  Board 

of  Trade  -        -        -    14,606 

12.  Peterhead  Harbour  -        -    22,000 

13.  Rates  on  Gk>vernment  Pro- 
perty       ....  340,666 

14.  Public  Works  and  Build- 
ings, Ireland     -        -        -     96,477 

15.  Railways,  Ireland      -        -    28,663 


Question    put. 


£707,580 


}> 


The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  324  ; 
Noes,  82.    (Division  list  No.  287.) 


Abraham, William  (Cork,  N.E.) 
Aoland,  Francis  Dyke 
Adkim,  W.  Ryland  D. 
Jkgnew,  Qeorge  William 
Alaeii,  Percy 

JUlen,  A.  Acfaad  (Christchuroh) 
Allen,  Charles  P.  (Stroud) 
Armitage,  R. 

Asqoith^Rt  Hon.  Herbert  Henry 
ABtbury,  John  Meir 
Atbertey'JoneH,  L. 
ifiaker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 

Baker,Jo»epbA.iFinHbarVf  £.) 

Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
3arlow,   Percy  (Bedford) 
JSamard,  E.  B. 
3arran,  Rowland  Hirst 
iBeale,  W.  P. 

fieanmont,  W.  C  B.  (Hexham) 

B^k,  A.  Cecil 
JBell.  Richard 
.Bellairs,  Carlyon 

Beaa,SirJ.  WilUams(l>evonpVt 
JBenn,W.(Tw*r  Hamlets,S.Qeo. 

Berridge,  T.  D.  H. 
iBertram,  Julias 

Bethell,  J.H.  (Essex,  Romford) 

Bsthell,  T.  R.  (Essex.  Mildoa) 

BiUson,  Alfred 

.filack,Arthar  W.(  Bedfordshire 

Bolton,  T.D.  (Derby8Qire,N.E. 

Bottomley,  Horatio 

Boulton,  A.  C.  F.  (R>im8ey) 
iBraoe,  William 

Bramsdon,  T.  A 

BrigK«  John 
Brocklehurst,  W.  B. 
Brooke,  Stopford 
(firunner,J.  F.  L.(Lancs. , Leigh) 
Brunoer,  SirJolin  T.  (Cheshire) 
Bryce,  Rt.  Hn.  James(  A  berdeen 
iB^roeHl*A.(Inveme8s  Burghs) 
.Buchanan,  lliomas  Rybum 
Burke,  K  Hayland- 
Bums,  Rt  Hem.  John 
Bumyeit,  W.  J.  D. 
Burt,  Rt  Hon.  Thomas 
.Buxton,  RtHn.  SydneyCharles 
£yles.  William  Pollard 


AYES. 

Cairns,  Thomas 

Carr-Giomm,  H.  W. 

Causton,Rt  Hn.RichardKnight 

Cavley,  Frederick 

(chance,   Frederick   WiUiam 

Channing,  Francis  AUston 

Cheetham,  John  Frederick 

Cherry,  Rt  Hon.  R.  R. 

Churchill,  Winston  Spsacdr 

aough,   W 

Co:iU,  Sir  T.Glen( Renf re  v, W. 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thornley 

Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 

Collins,SirWm.  J.(S.  Pancras,  W. 

Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,C.EL(Sus3exE.Orinst*d 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edmn  A. 

Cory,  Clifford  John 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 

Cowan,  W.  H. 

Cox,  Harold 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 

Cremer,  William  Randal 

Oombie,  John  William 

Crooks,  William 

Crosfield,  A.  U. 

Crosslev,  William  J. 

Dalzief,  Jame^  Henry 

]  Uvies,David(  MuntgomeryCo. 

Davies,  ElUs  William  (Eifion) 

DaWes,   Timothy  (Fulham) 

Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 

Dewar.  Archur  (EiinburgU,  8. 

Dickson-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 

Dilke,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Charle< 

Dobson,  Thomas  W. 

Duckworth,  James 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Dunne,  Major  £.  M.  (Walsall) 

Edwards,  Clement  (Dan high) 

Edwards,  Enoch  (Hailey) 

Edwards,  Frank  ( Rad  lor) 

Elibank,  Master  of 

Eins,  Rt  Hon.  John  Edward 

Ersldne,  David  C. 

Essex,  R.  W. 

Eve,  Harry  Trelawney 

Everett,  R.  L%cey 

Fenwick,  Charles 


Ferens,  T.  R. 
Ffrecich,  Peter 
Field,  WiUiam 
Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 
Findlay,   Alexander 
Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 
Foster,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Walter 
Fowler,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Henry 
Freeman-Thomas,  Freem  m 
Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
FuUerton,  Hugh 
Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 
Gill,  A.  H. 
Ginnell,  L. 

Gladstone,RtHn Herbert  John 
Glover,  Thomas 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Goooh,  George  Peabody 
GreenwoQd,  G.  (Peterborough) 
Greenwood,  Hamar  (York) 
Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Churchill 
Gulland.  John  W. 

Gurdon,  Sir  W.  Brampton 
Hall,  Frederick 
Harcourt,  Right  Ho  i.  Lewis 
Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (Worc'r 
Harvey,  A.  (J.  C.  (Rochi  ile) 
Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 
Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 
Haworth,  Arthur  A. 
Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 
Hazleton,  Richard 
Hfaly,  Timothy  Michael 
Hedges,  A.  Paset 
Helme,  Norval  Watson 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Henderson,  J.  M.( Aberdeen,  W^ 
Henry,  Charles  S. 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hoiiirt,  Sir  Robert 
Hobhouse,  Charles  B.  H. 
Holden,  E.  Hopkinson 
H  jUand,  Sir  William  Henry 
Hoopor,  A.  G. 

Hope,  John  Deans  (Fife,  W»^t 
Hope,  W.Bateman  (SomersetN. 
Homiman,  Emslie  John 
Hudson,  VValter 
Hyde,  Clarendon 
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IsaacsJBufufbDaniel 

Jackson,  R.  g. 

Jacoby,  James  Alfred 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Jobnson,  W.  (Nnneatcn) 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jones,  William  (Camarronphinj 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 

King,  Alfred  Jobn  (Knntsford) 

Laidlaw,  Kobert 

Lamb,  Edmund  G.  (Leominster 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lambert,  George 

Lamont,  Korman 

Layland-Bairatr,  Francis 

Leete,Sii  Jofej  bF.(Accnngton 

Lebmann,  R.  C. 

Leyer,A.Leyy(Es6ez,  Barwicb) 

Lever,  W.  H.  (Che8hire,W»rral) 

Levy,  Maurice 

Lewis,  Jobn  Herbert 

Lloyd -George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Longb,  Thomas 

Lnndon,  W. 

Lnpton,  Arnold 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

Lynch,  H.  B. 

Hacdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macdonald,  J.M.rFalkirkB'gbs 

Mackarness.  Frederic  C. 

MacVfaf b,  Jc-iemiah  (Dc"wn> 

MacVeigh,  Chas.  (Donegal,  E.) 

M*Arthnr,  William 

M'Calltim,  John  M. 

M'Kenna,  Reginald 

M*Killop,  W. 

M'Laien,  H.  D.  (Slaffcid,  TV .) 

M*Micking,  Major  G.^ 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 

Mansfield,  H.  Rendall  (Lincoli.) 

Mark8,G.Crovdon(Launceston 

Marnbam,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry), 

MasBie,  J. 

Mastennan,  C.  F.  G. 

Meehan,  Patrick  A. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Mioklem,  Nathaniel 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

Mend,  A. 

Montapu,  E.  S. 

Montgomery,  H.  G. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

Morcan,  J.Lloyd  (Cnmmrthen 

McTley,  Rt.  Hon.  John) 

Morreil,  PbOip 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alplieus  Cleopbas 

Murphy,  Jonn 


Myer,  Horatio 

Napier,  T.  B. 

Newnes,F.  (Notts,  Bassetlaw) 

Newnes,  Sir  George  (Swansea) 

Nioholls,  George 

Nicholson,CharIesN.(Doncaster 

Nolan.  Joseph 

Norman,  Henry 

Norton,  C'apt.  Cecil  William 

Nuttall,  Harry 

O'Brien,  K.  (Tipperary  Mid.) 

O'Connor,  Jobn  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Donnell,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 

0'Kel]y,Jame8(Ro8common,N. 

O'Malley,  William 

O'Mara,  James 

O'Sbanghnessy,  P.  J. 

Parker,  James  (Halifax) 

Partington,  Oswald 

Paul,  Herbert 

Paulton,  James  Mel  lor 

Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs.  Leek) 

Pearee,  Willir.m  (Limebonse) 

Peaison,  Sir  W.  D.  (Colchester) 

Philippp,  Col.Ivoi  (S'tbampton 

Philipps.  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 

Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 

Pirie,  Duncan  V. 

Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh,  Central) 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Raphael,  Herbert  H. 

Rea,  Ruj»pen  (Gloucester) 

Rea.  Walter  RuFselKScarboro' 

Redmond,  John  £.  (Waterford 

Rees.  J.  1). 

Rendall,  Athelstan 

Renton,  Major  Leslie 

Ricbarap,Thcnia8(W.Monm'th 

Rickett,  J.  Compton 

Rol  erts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 

Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 

Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs. 

Rolertson,  Rt.Hn.K.(Dundee) 

Robertson,  Sii  G.  Scott(Br'dfr'd 

Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyiv»iae) 

Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  Wilh'am  Snowdon 

Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 

Rose,  Charles  Day 

Rowlands,  J. 

Runciman,  Walter 

Russell,  T.  W. 

Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 

Scott,  A.H.(Ashton  under  Lyne 

Sears,  J.  E. 

Seavems,  J.  H. 

Seely,  Major  J.  B. 

Shaokleton,  David  James 

ShawRtHonT.(HawickBurgh  s) 

Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 


Shipman,  Dr.  John  O. 
Siloook,  Thomas  Ball 
Simon,  John  Allsebrook 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smyth,  Thomas  F-CLeitnni^S.^ 
Scames,  Arthur  Welleslej 
Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanger,  H.  Y. 

Stanley,  Hn.  A.  Lyulph(Chedw 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith,  D.  (Kendal) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon, 
Stuart,  James  (Sundlerland) 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Suth(rli«i<d,  J.  £. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Tei>n}i]«t,  H.  J.  (Berwick8biie> 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (Glamorgan,  £. 
Thompson  J.W.H.(8omeraet^ 
Tomkmson,  James 
Toulmin,  George 
Ure,  Alexander 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henrv 
Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester^ 
Wallace,  RoUrt 
^  alsb,  Stephen 
Walteis,  John  Tudor 
Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leeds,  S.)r 
Walton,  Joseph  (Banisley^ 
Ward,  J.  (Stoke  upon  Trent) 
WardW.Dudley(S<uthampt'tt 
Wason,  John  C.  (Orkney) 
Waterh.w,  D.  S. 
Watt,  H.  Anderson 
Wedgwood,  Josiah  0. 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
White,  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonahiie) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (HaHftjL) 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williamp,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Williamson,  A. 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  Heiry  J.  (York.  WJl.> 
Wilson,  J.  H. (Middlesbrough V 
Wilson,  J.  W.  (Worce8tetsh.N .  ► 
Winfrey,  R. 
Wood,  T.  M*Kinnon 
Woodhouse.  SirJT(Hudd'rBfi  'd 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 


TXLLXBS     rOB     THB      ATX8 — 

Mr.  Whiteley  and  Mr.  J.  A^ 
Pease. 


Acland-Hood,RtHn.SirAlexF. 
Aiscn,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Arkwtight,  Jobn  Stanhope 
Amold-Forster.Rt.HnHugbO. 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Barrie,  H.  T.  (London derry.N. 
Beach,  Hn.Michael  HughHicks 
Beckett,  Hon.  Geivase 
Bridgeman,  W.  Olive 


NO£S» 

Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 
Can?on,Rt.Hon.Sir£dward  H. 
Cave,  (jeoige 

Cav*ndi8b,RtHn.VictorC.W. 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  Jobn  P.  Joicey- 
Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Mary lei one,E. 
Cocbrane.Hn.  Thomas  B  A.E. 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron(Glasgcw 


Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  Nortb)^ 
Craig,Char]e8Cnrtls(Antrim,S 
Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Dixon-Hartland,  Sir  F.  Dixon 
Douslas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Dn  Cros,  Harvey 
Faler,  George  Deniaon  (York^ 
Faber,  Capt.  W.  V.  (HanU,  W^ 
Fell,  Arthur 
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Fethentonhaugb,  Godfrey 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  Geowe  H. 
Fletcher,  J.  S. 
Forster,  Heary  Williatn 
Oardner,  Eraest  (Berks,  East) 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Briatol,  West) 
Oordon,  J.  (Londonderry,  S.) 
Hamilton,  ICarqnen  of 
Harrison-Broadley,  Col.  H.  B. 
SaT,  Hon.  CUnde  George 
Helmsley,  Visooant 
Horvey.F.W.F.(BurTS.Edm*d8. 
Hill,  Sir  Clement  (Shrewsbury 
Hill,  Hen^Staveley(Staflr8h. 
Houston,  Robert  Paterson 
JBnnt,  Rowland 
Kennaway,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  JohnH. 
Keswick,  William 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
Kincaid-Smith,  Captain 

Class  II. 

^3.  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£1,203,002,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty, 
"to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
"conise  of  payment  during  the  year 
-ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1907, 
for  Expenditure  in  respect  of  the  Services 
included  in  Class  II.  of  the  Estimates  for 
<3ivil  Services,  viz. 


Lambton,  Hon.  Frederick  Wm. 
Lane-Fox,  G.  R. 
Long,Col.  Charles  W.  ( Evesham 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William    « 
Lvttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred ' 
Maolver,  David  (Liverpool) 
Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 
Afason,  James  F.  (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson,  E.  C. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Nicholson,  Wm-  G.(Peter3field 
Nield,  Herbert 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Parker,  Sir  Gilbert(Gravesend 
PeaseHerbertPike(  Darlington 
RatcUflF,  Major  R.  F. 
Rawlinson,John  Frederick  Peel 
Robert?,  S.  (Sheffield,  Eccle^all 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 


Sandys.Lieut.-Col.Thos.Myles 
S^soon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith,AbelH.(Hertford,  East) 
Smith,  F.E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Stone,  Sir  Banjamin 

Thomson,  W.Mitohell.(Lin»rk 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Vincent,  Col.  Sir  C.  E.  Howard 
Walrond,  Hon.  Li  mel 
Williams.  Col.  R.  ( Dorset), W.) 
Wood,  T.  M*Kinnon 
Younger,  George 

TflLLlBS      FOB     TBI      NOBS-* 

Sir  Frederick  Banbury  and 
Mr.  Lonsdale. 


£ 

10,210 

17,900 


1.  House  of  Lords  Offices 

2.  House  of  Commons  Offices 

3.  Treasury  and  Subordinate 
Departments 

4.  Home  Office 

8.  Board  of  Trade 

9.  Mercantile  Marine  Services 
10.  Bankruptcy  Department  of 

of  the  Board  of  Trade 
12.  Charity  Commission 

16.  Local  (Government  Board  -  147,470 

17.  Lunacy  Commission,  Eng- 
land        .        .        .        - 

22.  Registrar-General's  Office, 
England  ... 

23.  Stationery  and  Printing    - 

24.  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land 
Revenues,  etc.,  Office 

25.  Works  and  Public  Build- 
ings Office        •        -        .    45,278 

26.  Secret  Service  -        -    10,000 


59,911 
124,085 
160,373 

69,873 

5 

16,079 


10,736 

25,412 
401,480 

12,756 


Scotland. 


9,750 

13,691 

3,731 

3,241 

10,470 


27.  Secretary   for   Scotland's 
Office       .... 

28.  Fishery  Board 

29.  Lunacy  Commission 

30.  Registrar-GeneraFs    Office 

31.  Local  (Jovemment  Board 
for  Scotland     ... 

Ireland. 

32.  Household  of  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland     - 

35.  Charitable    Donations  and 
Bequests  Office 

37.  Public  V  Record  Office, 
Ireland    .... 

38.  PubUc  Works  Office 

39.  Registrar  (Jeneral's  Office 

40.  Valuation  and  Boundary 
Survey  (including  a  Sup- 
plementary ftum  of  £1,000)    12,276 


2,672 

1,049 

3,484 

23,938 

7,132 


£1,203,002  " 


Question  put — 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes,  342; 
No3S,  82.      (Divis.ca  List,  No.  288.) 


J^braham,WUli«n)|KOork,N.£.) 

AolAod*  Fraocis  Dyke 

idkioB,  W.  Rylftod  D. 

Affoeir,    George    William 

^jdeo,   Percy 

Allen,  A.  Acland  (Ghristohnroh) 

ADen,  Charles  P.  (Strood) . 

Armitage,  R. 

\sqaitb,  Rt.  Hn.  Herbert  H. 


AlES. 

Astbory,  John  Meir 
Atherley- Jones,  L^ 
Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 
Baker,  Joseph  A.  (Finsbury,  E 
Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  .Wight) 
Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 
Barnard,  B.  B. 
Barran,  Rowland  Exrat 
Beale,  W.  P. 


1 


Beaumont,  W.  C.  B.  (Hexham) 

Beck,  A.  Cecil 

Bell,  Richard 

Bellair8»Carlyon 

Benn,Sir  J.WilliamsrDeTonyrt 

Bonn.  W.(rw*r  Hamlet^S.(fea 

Berridge,  T.  H.  D. 

Bertram,  Julius 

BetheU,  J.H.(E88ez,Romlord) 
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Betbell,  T.  R.  (Epsex,  Maldon) 
BillBon,  Alfred 
BirrelU  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 
BUok,Arthur  W.(  Bedfordshire) 
Bolton,T.D.(Derby8hire,N.E.) 
Bottomley,  Horati»» 
Boulton,  A.  C.  F.  (Ramsey) 
Brace,  William 
Bramsdon,  T.  A. 
Brigff,  John 
Br<Sklehurst,  W.  B. 
Brooke,  Stopford 
Bninner,J.F.L.(Lanc8.,Lei£^) 
Brunner,Sir  John  T.(Che6hire) 
Bryce,Rt.Hn.  Jam  es(  Aberdeen 
Bryce,J.A.(Inveme88  Burghs) 
Bnohanan,  Thomas  Ryburn 
Burke,  E.  Haviland- 
Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bumyeat,  W.  J.  B. 
Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Buxton,  Rt.Hn.Sydney  Charles 
Byles,  William  Pollard 
Calms,  Thomas 
Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 
Causton.Rt.Hn.  RichardKnight 
Cawley,  Frederick 
Chance,  Frederick  William 
Channing,  Francis  AUston 
Cheetham,  John  Frederick 
Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 
Churchill,  Winston  Spencer 
Clarke,  C.  Goddard 
Cleland,  J.  W. 
Clough,  W. 

Coats,  SirT.Glen  (Renfrew,  W. ) 
Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 
Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 
Collin8.SirWm.J.(S.Pancra8.W. 

Cooper,  G.  J. 
CorDett,C.H(Su88ex,E.Grinst'd 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cory,  Clifford  John 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 

Cowan,  W.  H. 

Cox,  Harold 

Ciaig,  Herbert  J.(Tynemonth) 

Cremer,  William  Randal 

Crombie,  John  William 

Crookii,  WilUsm 

Crosfield,  A.  H. 

Crossley,  Wilham  J. 

Cullinan,  J. 

Dalziel,  James  Henry 

Davies,  Ellis  William  (Eifion) 

Daviet,  Timothy  (Fulham) 

Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 

Dewar,  Arthur  (Edinburgh,  S.) 

Didoon-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Dobson,  Tin  mas  W. 

Duckworth,  James 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

DurneMajorEMartinlWalsall 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Edwardi,  Enoch  (Hanley) 

Edwards,  Frank  (Radnor) 

Elibank,  Master  of 

SUIb,  Rt  Hon.  John  Edward 

Erskine,  David  C 

Essex,  R.  W. 

Eve,  Harry  Trelawney 

Everett,  B.  Laoey 


Fenwick,  Charles 
Ferens,  T.  R. 
Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro 
Ffrench,  Peter 
Field,  William 
Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 
Findlay,  Alexander 
Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 
Flynn,  James  Christopher 
Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 
Fowler,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Henry 
Freemsn-Tho'rms,  Freeman 
Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 

•  Fullerton,  Hugh 
Gardner,  Col.  A  lan(  Hereford,S. 
Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 
Gill,  A.  H. 
Ginnell,  L. 

Glad8tone,Rt.  Hn.HerbeTtJohn 
Glendinning,  H.  G. 
Glover,  Thomas 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Gooch,  George  Pealody 
Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 
Greenwood,   Hamar  (York) 
Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Churchill    ' 
Gulland,  JohnW 
Gurdon,  Sir  W.  Brampton 
Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 
Hall,   Froderick 
Harcourt,  Right  Hon.  Lewis 
Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (WoroV) 
Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 
Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 
Haworth,  Arthur  A. 
Hayden,  John  Patrick 
Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 

Hazleton,  Richard 

Healy,  Timothy  Michael 

Hedges,  A.  Paget 

Helme,  Norval  Watson 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Henderson,J.M.(Aberdeen,  W.) 

Henry,  Charles  S. 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hobart,  Sir  Robert 

Hol>honse,  Charles  £.  H. 

Holden,  E.  Hopkinson 

Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 

Hooper,  A.  G. 

Hope,  John  Deans  (Fife,  West) 

Hope,  W.  Bateman(Som6rset,N 

Homiman,  Emslie  John 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hyde,  Clarendon 

lUingworth,  Percy  H. 

Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 

Jackson,  R.  S. 

Jacoby,  James  Alfred 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Johnson,  W.  Nuneaton) 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jones,  William  (Carnarvonshire 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 
ELincaid-Smith,  Captein 
King,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lamb,  Edmund  G.  (Leominster 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 


Lambert,  George 

Lamont,  Norman 

Layland-Bairatt,  FVaacia 

Leese,  SirJo6ephF.(AccTingtoiL 

Tiehmann,  R.  6. 

Lever,  A.  Levy(Essex,Harwie]i 

Lever,W.H.  (Cheshire,  Wirral) 

Levy,  Maurice 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

Lupton,  Arnold 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

Lynch,  H.  B. 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macdonald,  J.M.  (FaUdrk  Bgh*» 

Ma«karne8S,  Frederic  C. 

MacVeagh,  Jeremi>Ji(Do«  njS. 

MacVeigh,  Oiaa.  (Donegal,  E.^ 

M'Arthur,  William 

M*Callum,  John  Bi. 

M*Keima,  Reginald 

M'Killop,  W. 

M'Laren,  H.  D.  (StafiFotd,  W.) 

M'Micking,  Majcr  G. 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 

ManfifieId,H.  Rendall  (Lincoln) 

Marks,  G.Croydon  (Launcestoa 

Mamham,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coveotry) 

Massie,  J. 

Masterman,  C.  F.  G. 

Meehan,  Patrick  A. 

Menziee,  Walter 

Micklem,  Natiianiel 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

Mond,  A^ 

Montagu,  E.  S. 

Montgomery,  H.  G- 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Comwall) 

MorreU,  Philip 

Mono,  L.L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophaa 

Murphy.  John 

Myer,  Horatio 

Napier,  T.  B. 

Newnes,  F. (Notts,  6a«etlavy 

Newnes,  Sir  George  (Swansea) 

Nicholls,  George 

Nicholson,  Chas.  N.(]>onca8t'r> 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norman,  Henry       ^^ 

Norton,  Capt  Cecil  WOliam 

NuttaU,  Hany 

0'Brien,Kendal  (TipperairlGA 

O'Connor,  John  (KikLai^  N.) 

O'Connw,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 

O'Donnell,  a  J.  (Walworth) 

O'Grady,  J. 

O'Kelly,  Jamee(Roeonmmen,K 

O'Malley,  William 

O'Mara,  James 

CShaughnessy,  P.WJ. 

Parker,  James  (HaHfaz) 

Partington,  OswaM 

Paul,  Herbert 

Paulton,  James  Mellor 
Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs.  Le^ 
Fearoe,  WOliam  (limehonse) 
F^araoQ,  Sir  W.  D.  (OoldhMtor^ 
PhUipps,OoL  Ivor(8*thaaptoD> 
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Phil^ppt,  Owwk  GL  (Pembroke) 
Piokeregill,  Edward  Hare 
Piria,  J>iinoan  V. 
Price,  a  £.(£dinburgh,Central 
Prie»t)«y,  Arthur  (Grantham) 
Badford,  G.  H. 
Rainy,  A.  Holland 
Raphael,  Herbert  H. 
Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 
Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro* 
Redmond,  John  £.  (Waterford 
Reea,  J.  D. 
Rendall,  Athelstan 
Rentoo,  liUior  Leslie 
Richards,  Thomas  ( W.Monm'th 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  Charles  H.  (LinooUi) 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 
^Robertson,  Rt.  Hn.  £.(I>undee) 
Robertson,  SirG.ScoU(Bradf  rd 
Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 
Robinson,  8. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
Rogers,  F.  £.'  Newman 
Rose,  Charles  Day 
Rowlands,  J. 
Runcimao,  Walter 
Russell,  T.  W. 

Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 
Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
Sohwa]in,Sir  C.  E.(Manche8ter) 
8oott»  A.H.  (/4hton-und.-Lyne 
Sears,  J.  £. 


Seavems,  J.  H. 
Seely,  Major  J.  B. 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hn.  T.  (Hawick,  B. 
Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
SJ»eehy,  David 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Silcock,  Thomas  BallH 
Simon,  John  Allsebrook 
Sinclair,  Bt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smyth,  Thomas  F.(Leitrim,S.) 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
SUnj^er,  H.  Y. 

Stanley,  Hn.  A.  L3rulph  (Cheshu 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith,  D.  (Kendal/ 
Strachey,  Sir  Edwafd 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End)  ] 
Strauss,  £.  A.  (Abingdon 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Sutherland,  J.  E. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Tennant,  Sir  Edward(Sali8bury 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,  SirA.  (Glamorgan,  E.) 
Thompson,  J.W.H.(Soinerset,E 
Tomkmson,  James 
Toulmin,  George 
Ure,  Alexander 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 


Walker^  JH.  De  R.  (Leicester) 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walsh,  Stephen 
Walters,  John  Tador 
Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leeds^  S.^^ 
Walton,  Joseph  (Banisley) 
Ward,  John  (Stoke* upon  Trent 
Ward, W.Dudley  (Southampt'o* 
Wason,  JohnOathoart  (Orkney)  >< 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 
Watt,  H.  Anderson 
Wedgwood,  Josiah  C. 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
White,  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire  - 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Williamson,  A. 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
WiKon,  HenryJ.(York,W.R.)j 
Wilson,  J.  H.  (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson ,  J .  W.  ( Worcester8h.N. ) 
Winfrey,  R. 
Wood.T.  M'Kinnon 
Woodhoate,SirJT.(HuddMrsfi'<r . 
Y  oxalT,  James  Henry 

TXLLXBS  TOB  THB  AtS8 — Mr. 

Whiteley     and    Mr.   .J.    A. 
Pease. 


NOES. 


Aolaiid-Hood,RtHn.Sir  Ale^. 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Arinrright,  John  Stanhope 
Amold-For8ter,Rt.Hii.  Hu  ghO. 
Balcarree,  Lord 
Balfour,RtHn.A.J.(CftyLond.) 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Barrie,  H.T.  (Londonderrv,N.) 
Beach,  Hn.Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Beckett,  Hon.  Gervase 
Bridseman,  W.   Clive 
Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 
CMSon,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cave,  George 

Cavendish,Rt.Hon.  Victor  C.W. 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  E.) 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Corbett,A.  Cbmeiori(Gla8gow) 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down.  North) 
C^aiff,  Charles  Curtis  ( Antrim,S. 
Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Douglas,  Rt.Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Do  &ot,  Harvey 
Vbbcr,  George  Denison  (York) 
Mwr,  Capt.  W.  V.  (Hants,W. 
Fetherstonhaugh,  Godfrey 
Finch,  Rt  Hon.  George  H. 


Fletcher,  J.  S. 
Forster  Henry  William 
Gardner,  Ernest  (Berk»,  East) 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 
Gordon,J.(LoDdonderry,South 
Hamilton,   Marquess  of 
Harrison-Broadley,  Col.  H.  B. 
Helmsley,  Viscount 
Hervey,F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm*ds 
Hill,  Sir  Clement  (Shrewsbury) 
Hill,  Henry  Staveley  (Stafi'sh.) 
Houston,  Robert  Paterson 
Huut,  RowluDd 
Kennaway,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  H. 
Keswick,  William 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
Lambton,  Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lane-Fox,  G.  R. 
Long,  RtHn.  Walter  (Dvblin,S 
Lonsdale,  Ji  hn  Brownlee 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 
Mason,  James  F.  (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson,  E.  C. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Nicholson,  Wra.  G.  (Petersfield) 
Nield,  Herbert      \^^   f  ^  ^ 


O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Parker,  Sir  Gilbert  (Graveeend)  « 
Pease,HerbertPike(Darlington 
Ratcliff,  Major  R.  F. 
Rawlinson,  John  Frederick  P. 
Roberts,  S.  (Sheffield,  Ecclesall  ! 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
Salter,'  Arthur  Clavell 
Sandy 8,Lieu  t.  •  Col.  Thos  My les 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith,  Abel  H.  (Hertford,  East 
Smith,F.£.(Liverpool,Walton) 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Thom8on,W.Mitchell-(Lanark) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Vincent,  CoL  Sir  a  R  Howard^  J 
Walrond,  Hon.  Donel 
Williams,  Col.  R.  (Dorset,  W.) 
Wolff,  GusUv  Wilhelm 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Younger,  George 

TjtLLBBS     FOB      THB     N0B8 

Mr.  Claude   Hay  and  Mr. 

FelLl 


Class  III. 

4.  ^  That     a     sum,     not     exceeding 
£2,077,936,  be  granted  to  His    Majesty 


to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  pa3aneiit  during  the  year  ending 
on  the    31st    day  of    Match,  1907,  for 
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Expenditure  in  respect  of  the  Services  in- 
cluded in  Class  III.  of  the  Estimates  for 
<Svil  Services,  viz.  : — 

£ 

1.  Law  Charges    -        -        -    31,954 

2.  Miscellaneous  Legal  Ex- 
penses     .        -        -        .    21,914 

4),  Supreme  Court  of  Judi- 
cature     ...        -  179,066 

4.  Land  Registry  -        -    25,602 

-5.  County  Courts  -        -  2 

'7.  Prisons,  England  and  the 

Colonies  -        -        -  394,255 

8.  Reformatory  and  Indus- 
trial Sc}iools,  Great  Britain  113,977 

0.  Broadmoor  Criminal  Luna- 
tic Asylum       -        -        -    27,121 


Scotland. 

10.  Law  Charges  and  Courts 

of  Law             -        -        -  50,828 

11.  Register  House,  Edinburgh  27,745 
12  Crofters'  Commission  -  2,445 
13.  Prisons     ....  52,600 


Ireland. 

14.  Law  Charges  and  Criminal 
Prosecutions 

15.  Supreme  Court  of  Judica- 
ture and  other  Legal  De- 
partments       ... 

13.  Irish  Land  Commission    - 

17.  County  Court  Officers,  &c. 

18.  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police 

19.  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 

20.  Prisons     -        -        -        - 

21.  Reformatory  and  Indus- 
trial Schools    -        -        - 

22.  Dundnun  Criminal  Lunatic 
Asylum  ... 


32,652 

59,586 
124,215 

66,068 

35,721 
710,038 

62,556 

55,995 
3,576 


£2,077,936  " 

Question  put — 

The  Committee  divided:  — Ayes,  339 ; 
Noes,  81.    (Division  List,  No.  289.) 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,  N.K) 

Acland,  Franois  Dyke 

Adkios,  W.  Rylaud  D. 

As;  lew,  George  William 

Alden,  Percy 

Allen,  A.Aoland(Ohri8toharoh) 

Allan,  Charles  P.  (Stroad) 

Armitage,  R. 

Asqaith,  Rt.Ha.Herbert  Henry 

Astbury,  John  Meir 

Atherley-Jones,  L. 

Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmoath) 

Baker, Joseph  A.(Finsbury,E.) 

Biring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Bimard,  E.  B. 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Beaumont,  W.  G.  B.  (Hexham) 

Beck,  A.  Cecil 

Bell,  Richard   I 

Bellairs,  C^lyon 

Benn.SirJ.  Willi>ims(Devonprt 

Benn,W.(T*w*rHamlets,S.Qeo. 

Berridge,  T.  H.  D. 

Bertram,  Julius 

Bethell,J.H.(  Essex,  Romford) 

Bethell,  T.  R.  (Essex,  Bialdon) 

BigQold,  Sir  Arthur 

BiUBon,1Alfred 

Black.  .^thurW.(Bedford8hire) 

Bolton,  T.  D.  (Derbyshire,  N.B. 

Buttomley,  Horatio 

Boulton,  X.  C.  F.  (Ramsey) 

Brace,  VmUam 

Bramsdon,  T.  A. 

Brigff,  John 

Brooklehurst,  W.  B. 

IBrooke,  Stopford 


AYES. 

Brunner,  J.  F.  L.  (Lanes,  Leigh 
Brunner,  Sir  John  T.  (Cheshire) 
Bryce,  Rt.Hn.James(  Aberdeen 
Bryce,  J.AKInyerness  Burghs) 
Buchanan,  Thomas  Ryburp 
Barke,  £  Haviland* 
Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Burnyeat.  W.  J.  D. 
Burt,  Rt  Hon.  Thomas 
Buxton,  Rt.Hn.  Sydney  Chas. 
Byles,  William  Pollard 
Cairns,  Thomas 
Carr-Giomm,  H.  W. 
Cauiton,RtHn.RiohardKiiight 
Cawley,  Frederick 
Chance,  Frederick  William 
Channing,  Francis  Allston 
Cheetham,^ohn  Frederick 
Cherry,  Rt  Hon.  R.  R. 
Clarke,  G  G^oddard 
Cleland,  J.  W. 
Clough,  W. 

Goats,SirT.Glen(Renfrew,  W.) 
Oobbold,  Felix  Thornley 
C!ollias,  Stephen  (La'nbsth) 
CJollins,SirWm.J.(S.Pancras,W 
Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,  GH.(Suss9xE.Grin8t*d 
Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 
Cory,  Clifford  John 
Ck>tton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 
Cowan,  W.  H. 
Cox,  Harold 

Craig,  Herb.  J.  (Tynemouth) 
Cremer,  William  Randal 
Crombie,  John  William 
Crooks,  William 
Crosfield,  A.  H. 
Crossley,]William  J. 


Culliaaa,  J. 
Dalziel,  Jamei^  Henry 
Davies,  Ellis  William  (Bifioo) 
Daries,  Timothy  (Fulh^m) 
Daries,  W.  Howell  (BrUtd.  S. 
Dewar,  Arthur  (Ediabirgh  S.) 
Dickinson,  W.H.  (StPaocraa,  N 
Dickson-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Dilke,  Kt.  H  m.  Sir  CU^rlc^ 
Dobson,  Thomas  W. 
Duckworth,  James 
Dunn,  A.  Edward  (CSamborae) 
Dunne,  MajorE.Hartin(Walsali 
Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 
Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 
Edwards,  Frank  (Radnor) 
Ellis,  Rt  Hon.  John  Bdwmni 
Erslune,  Darid  C. 
Essex,  R.  W. 
Eve,  Harry  Trelawney 
Everett,  R.  Laoey 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Ferens,  T.  R. 
Ferguson*  R.  C.  Monro 
Ffrench,  Peter 
Field,  William 
Fietines,  Hon.  Eustace 
FindUy,  Alexander 
Flynn,  James  Christopher 
Foster,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Walter 
Freeman-Thomas,  Froemao 
Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
Fnllerton,  Hn^ 
Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 
Gill,  A.  H. 
Ginnell,  L. 

Gladstone,  RtHn.HarbertJohB 
Glendinning,  R.  G. 
Glover,  Thomas 
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QoddMd,  Dftoid  Ford 
Goooh,  Geom  Peabody 
Oreenwood,  O.  (Peterborough) 
Greenwood,  H*iiiar  (York) 
Gntfith.  ElUa  J. 
Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Churchill 
GulUnd,  John  W. 
GurdoQ,  Sir  W.  Brampton 
HiLldane,  Rt  Hon.  Richard  B. 
Hall,  Frederick 
Haroonrt,  Rt.  Hon.  Lewia 
Harms  worth,  Cecil  B.(WorcV) 
Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
Haalam,  James  (Derbyshire) 
Haalam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 
If  a  worth,  Arthur  A. 
I  layden.  John  Patrick 
llaxel,  Dr.  A.  E. 
Hazleton,  Richard 
Hea^y,  Timothy  Michael 
Hodges,  A.  Paget 
Helms,  Nerval  Watson 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Henderson,  J.  M.  (Aberdeen,  W. 
Henry,  Charles  S. 
Higfaam,  John  Sharp 
Holmrt,  Sir  Rob#»rt 
Hothouse,  diaries  E.  H. 
Holden,  B.  Hopkinson 
Holland,  Sir  mlliam  Henry 
Hooper,  A.  G. 

Hope,  John  Deans  (Fife,  West) 
Hope.W.Bateman(Somerset,N) 
Homiman,  Emalie  John 
Hudson,  Walter 
Hyde,  Clarendon 
nUngworth,  Ptoroy  H. 
Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 
Jackson,  R.  S. 
Jacoby,  James  Alfred 
Jardine,  Sir  J. 
Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 
Jonep,  Leif  (Appleby) 
Jones,  Wm.  (Carnarvonshire) 
Jowett^  F.  W. 
Joyce,  Michael 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Kekewich,  Sir  George 
Kincaid-&nith,  Captain 
King,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 
Lai£aw,  Robert 
Lamb,  EdmundG.(Leominster) 
Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 
Lambert,  George 
LamoQt,  Norman  ^ 

Layland-Barratt,  Francis 
Lease,  8irJose^iF.(Aoorington) 
Lehmann,  R.C. 
Lsyer,  A.  LeT3r(B8sex,Harwiob) 
Lever,  W.  H.  (Cheshire,  Wirral) 
Lev^,  Maurice 
Lewis»  John  Herbert 
Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 
Lo«^S^  Thomat 
Lundon,  W. 
Lupton,  Arnold 
Lyell,  Charles  Henry 
Lynch,  H.  B. 

M%cdonakl,  J.  R.(Leioester) 
MacdonakU.M.(FaUdrk  B*ghs 
Mackarness,  Fripderio  C. 
Maonamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J« 
MacVsagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,8.) 


MacVeigh,CH'arles(Donega),E. 

M*Arthur,  William 

M'Callura,  John  M. 

M'Kenna,  Reginald 

M'Killop.  W. 

M'T^ren,  H.  D.  (StafTord,  W.) 

M'Micking,  Major  G. 

Mallet.  Charles  E. 

Mansfield,  H.  RendaU(Dncoln) 

Marks,G.Crordon(Launoeston 

Mamharo,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Ooventry) 

Ma88i«,  J. 

Masterman,  C.  P.  G. 

Meehan,  Patrick  A. 

M«»n7.>«,  Wnltor 

Mioklem,  Nathaniel 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

McMid,  A. 

Montagu,  E.  S. 

Montgomery,  H.  G. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

Morgan,  J.  Lloycl(Cai*marthen 

Morrell,  Philip 

Morse  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Murphy,  John 

Myer,  Horatio 

Nicholls,  CJeorge 

Napier,  T.  B. 

Newnes,  F.  (Notts,  Bassetlaw) 

Newn«>8,  Sir  Geor^^  (Swansea) 

Nicholson,  Chas.  N.  (Doncast'r 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norman,  Henry 

Nortoi,  Capt.  Ci'cil  William 

NiitUll,  Harry 

0*Brien,Kendal  (Tipperary  Mid 

O'Connor,  John  (Kilclaro,  N. ) 

O'Connor.  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 

0*Donnell,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 

O'Grady,  J. 

0*Kelly,James(  Roscommon,N. 

O'Malley,  William 

O'Mara,  James 

0*Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 

Parker,  James  (Halifax) 

Partington,  Oswald 

Paul,  Herb*»rt 

Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs.  Leek) 

PMrce,  William  (limehouse) 

Pearson,  Sir  W.  D.  (Colchester) 

Philippe,  Col.Ivor(S*thanipton 

Piiilipps,  Owon  C.  (Pembroke) 

Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 

Pirie,  Duncan  V. 

Price,  aE.(Edinburffh,Csntral) 

Priestley,  Arthur  (Grantham) 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Rainy,  A.  R^llar.d 

R^phiel,  Horhort  H. 

Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 

Rea,  Walter  RusselljSearboro*) 

Redmond,  John  E.  Waterford) 

Roes,  J.  D. 

Randall,  Athelstan 

Ronton,  Ifajor  Leslie 
Richards,Thomas(W.Monm'lh 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 

B Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
oberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 


Robertson,  Rt  Hn.  E.(Dundeo) 
Robertson,Sir  G.8cott(Bradf  rd 
Robertson,  J.  BL  (Tyneside) 
Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 
Rom,  C^iarles  Day 
Rowlands,  J. 
Runciman,  Walter 
RusselL^.  W. 

Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 
Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Clevebmd) 
Schwann,  Sir  C.  E.  (Manchester 
Scott,  A.H.  (Ashton-und.-Lyna 
.Sfiars,  J.  E. 
Seaverns,  J.  H. 
Seely,  Major  J.  B. 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hn.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 
Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
"Sbeehy,  David 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Siloook  Thomas  Ball 
Simon,  John  AUsebrook 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smytli,Thomas  F.  (Leitrini,  S.) 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Spioer,  Sir  Albert 
Stangsr,  H.  Y. 
Stanley,  Hn.A.Lyulph  (Chesh:) 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Stewart^mith,  D.  (Kendal) 
Strschey,  Sir  Edwanl 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Sutherland,  J.  E. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Tennant,  SirEdward(Salisbury) 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (GlamcMrgan,  K 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset,E 
Tomkinson,  James 
Toulmin,  George 
Ure,  Alexander 
Verney,  P.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 
Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walsh,  Stephen 
Walters,  John  Tudor 
Walton.  Sir  John  L.  (Leeds,  S.) 
Walton^  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Ward,  John(Stoke-upon-Trent. 
Ward,W.Dudley(Southampt'n 
Wason,  John  Gathoart(Orkney ) 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 
Watt,  H.  Anderson 
Wedgwood,  Josiah  C. 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
White,  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (HaUfax) 

Wiles,  Thomas 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Williamson,  A. 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R.) 


VOL.  CLXn.    rFouRTH  Bbriss.]  2  E 
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WilsoD,  J.  H.  (Middlesbrough     Wood,  T.  M'Kiimon 

WilBOD,  J.W.(  WoreestenlLN.     Woodhoase,SirJ.T  (Hadd'nfd 

Winfrey,  R.  ToxaU,  James  Henry 


Tmllmbs    fob     tks    Ai 
Mr.    Whitdey  mad  Mr.  J. 
A.  Pease. 


Acland-Hood,Rt  Hn.  SirAlexF. 
Anson,  Sir  William  Bevnell 
Arkwright,   John  Stanhope 
Arnold -Forster,  Mu  Hn  UugUO. 
Baloarres,  Lord 
Barrie,  H.T.  (Londonderry,  N.) 
BeaohtHn.  Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Beckett,  Hon.  Qervae 
Bridgeman,  W.  Oive 
Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  £!dw.  H. 
Caye,  George 

('AvendUh,  Rt.Hn.  Victor  C.W. 
Cecil,  Eyelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebo  le,  £.) 
Cochrane,  Hn.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Craig,  Chas.  Curtis  (Antrim,  S) 
Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers* 
Dn  Cro^  Harvey 
Faber,  George  Deaison  (York) 
Faber,  CJapt.  W.  V.  (Hants,  W.) 
Fen,  Arthur 

Fetheritonhnugh.  Golfrpy 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 

Class   IV. 


NOES. 

Fletcher,  J.  S. 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gardner,  Ernest  (Berks,  East) 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 
Gordon,  J.  (Londonderry,  S.) 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Hfldrrison-Broadley,  Col.  H.  B. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 
Heimsley,  Viscount 
Herve^,F.  W.F.(BuryS.Edm  'ds 
Hill,  Sir  Clement  (Shrewsbury) 
Hill,Henry  Stayeley(Star8h.) 
Houston,  Robert  Paterson 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Kennaway,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  H. 
Keswick,  William 
Kiinber,  Sir  Henry 
Lambton,  Hon.  Frederick Wm. 
Lane-Fox,  G.  R. 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 
Mason,  James  F.  (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson,  £.  C. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Nicholson.  Wm.  G.(Petersfield 
Nield,  Herbert 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 


Parker,  Sir  GObert  (OfmvMMi) 


Ratcliff,  Major  R.  F. 
Rawlinson,  John  FVadetkk  F. 
Boberta,8.  (ShefficddJBodcMB) 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liywpool) 
Salter,  Arthur  daydtt 
Sandy8,Lieat.-C!oLTlKMLMyka 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Sloan,  Thomas  Heorv 
Smith,  Abel  H.(Herttinl.  East) 
Smith,  F.  E.  (LiTerpool,WallBB 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Thomson,  W.  MitohelMT  a—fr 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Vincent,  Col.  Sir  C.  E.Howafd 
Wslrond,  Hon.  Lionel 
WilUams,  CoL  R.  (Donet,  W.) 
Wolff,  GustAv  Wilhelm 
Wortley,  Rt  Hon.  a  B.  Siaart- 
Younger,  George 

Tellers  for  thb  Non-* 
Sir  Frederick  Baobory  mmi 
Mr.  LonsdfUe. 


5.  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£8,3a7,882,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty, 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  end- 
ing on  the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1907,  for 
expenditure  in  respect  of  the  services, 
included  in  Class  lY.  of  the  Estimates 
for  Civil  Services,  viz. : — 


1.  Board  of    Education   (in- 
cluding a  Supplementary 

Sum  of  £200,000)     -        (>,339,600 

2.  British  Museum         -        -    99,998 

3.  National  Gallery       -        -      7,038 

4.  National  Portrait  Gallery  -      2,619 

5.  Wallace  Collection    -        -      3,821 

6.  Scientific       Investigation, 
etc.,  United  Kingdom 


7.  Universities  and  Colleges, 
Great  Britain  and  Inter- 
mediate Education,  Wales  140,400 

8.  Public  Education,  Scot- 
land        .        -        -        1,122.128 

9.  National     Gallery,     etc., 

Scotland  -        -        -        -  768 

Ireland. 

10.  Public  Education      -        -  633,223 

11.  Endowed    Schools    Com- 
missioners       -        -        -         510 

12.  National  Gallery       -        -       1,766 

13.  Queen's  Colleges       -        -      2,361 


£8,387,882 


33,650     I 


Question^put. 

The  Committet  divided  :— Ayes,  341 ; 
Noes,  79.     (Division  List,  No.  290.) 


Abrsbam,  WiUiMn,  (Cork,  N.E. 
Acland,  Francis  Dyke 
Adkini,  W.  RyUnd  D. 
Agnew,  (jeorge  William 
Aiden,  Perc  v 

Allen,  AAofand  (Christohuroh) 
Allen,  Churles  P.  (Stroud) 


AYES. 

Armitage,  R. 

Astbury,  John  Meir 

AUierlev-Jones,  L. 

Baker,  Sir  John  (Portimouth) 

Baker,  Joeeph  A.(Finebnry,  E.)  i 

Bvjng.  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight)  K 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 


Barnard,  £.  B. 

Barran,  Rowland  Hiat 

Boale,W.P. 

Beaumont,  W.  C  B.  (Hexham) 

Beck,  A.  CecU 

Bell,  Richard 

Bellain^  Cariyoo 
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for  Expenditure  on  the  Servioes  included 
in  CisM  v.  of  the  Estimates  for  Civil 
Services,  viz. : — 


1.  Diplomatic  and   Consular 
Services  -        -        -  303,856 

2.  Colonial  Services       -        -  827,952 

3.  Telegraph    Subsidies    and 
Pacific  Cable    -        -        -    49,497 


4.  Cyprus  (Grant  in  Aid) 

5.  Treasury  Chest  Fund 


1,000 
14,600 


£1,196,905 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  337  ; 
Noes,  79.    (Division  List,  No.  291.) 


Abrahain,William(Cork,N.  E.) 

AcUod,  Francis  Ihrke 

AdkiiM,  W.  RjUnd  D. 

Asnew,  George  WillUm 

Aldcn,  Penw 

AUeii,  A.  Adand  (Christohurch 

Allen,  Gharlee  P.  (Stroud) 

Armitage  R. 

Aetborj,  John  Meir 

Atberlej-Junet,  L. 

Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 

B^ker,  JoMph  A.  (Finsbary,  E. 

Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Bartow,  Peroy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  KB. 

Bacran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Beale,  ^n»  ^» 

Beaumont,  W.  C.  B.  (Hexham) 

Beck,  A.  C^ecil 

Bell,  Richard 

BellatrB,  Carlyon 

BennJSir  J.William8(Deyonp'rt 

Benn,W.  (Twr  HamletsS.Geo. 

Berridge,  T.  H.  D. 

Bertram,  Julins 

Bethel!,  J.  H.  (E8Bez,Romford) 

Bethell,  T.  R  (Essex,  Maldon) 

BillMMi,  Alfred 

Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Aoffnstine 

Black,Arthar  W.(Bedfordshire) 

Bolton,  r.D.(  Derbyshire,  N.E. 

Boitomley,  Horatio 

Bonlton,  A.  C.  F.  (Ramsey) 

Brace,  William 

Bramsdon,  T.  A. 

Brigi(,  John 

Brocklehurst,  W.  B. 

Brooke,  Stoplord 

Bnmner,  J.  F.  L.(  Lanes. ,  Loigh) 

Bninner,Sir  John  T.CCIiesliire) 

Bryee,  Rt  Hn.  Jas.  (Aberdeen) 

Bryce,  J.  A.  (InTemees  Burghs) 

Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 

Barke,  E.  Haviland- 

Bums,  Rt  Hon.  John 

Bomyeat,  W.  J.  D. 

Bnri,  Rt  Hon.  Thomas 

Buxton,  Rt  Hn.  Sydney  Chaa. 

Bykss,  William  PolUrd 

(^jiinis,  Thorn  AS 

(:*rr  Goinm,  U.  W. 

Oaoston,  RtHnRicharlKnight 

Gawley,  IVederick 

Chance,  Frederick  William 

Channing,  Francis  Alhton 

CKcetham,  John  Frederick 

Ch'^rry,  Rt  Hon.  R  R 


AYES. 

Chorohill,  Winston  Spencer 
Clarke,  C.  Qoddard 
Cleland,  J.  W. 
aough,  W. 

Ckiau,SirT.Glen(Renf.ew.\V.) 
Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 
Collins,  Stephen  (LfBiabeth) 
Collins,  Sir  W.  J.(S.  Pancras.  W. ) 
Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 
Cooper,  G.  J. 

0>rbett,C.H.(Su8A9x,EGr  inst*d 
Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 
Cory,  Clifford  Joliri 
Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 
Cowan,  W.  H. 
Cox,  Harold 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tyneinoiuli) 
Ck«mer,  William  Randal 
Crombie,  John  Wi'liam 
Crooks,  William 
Crossley,  Williatn  J. 
CuUioan,  J. 
Dalziel,  James  Henry 
Davies,  Ellis  WilUam  (EiOon) 
Davios,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 
Dewar,  Arthur(Kdinbargh,S.) 
Dickinson,  W.  H.(S  t  Pancras,N. 
Dickson- Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Dilke,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Chiirle^ 
Dobeon,  Thomas  W. 
Duckworth,  James 
Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 
Dunne,Maj.E.Martin(Wal8a11) 
Edwaids,  Clement  (Denbigh) 
Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 
Edwards,  Frank  (Radnor) 
Elibank,  Master  of 
ElUs,  Rt  Hon.  John  Edward 
Erskine,  Dayid  C. 
Essex,  RW. 
Eve,  Harry  Trelawnoy 
Everett,  R  Lacey 
Fenwick,  (Charles 
Ferens,  T.  R. 
Ferguson,  R  C.  Mnnro 
Ffrench,  Peter 
Field,  William 
Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 
Fiodlay.  Alexamler 
Flynn,  James  Christopher 
Foster,  Kt  Hon.  Sir  Waller 
Freeman -Thouiafl,  Fret^iiian 
Fuller,  John  Biichsel  F. 
FuUerton,  Hugh 
Oibb,  James  (ll*&rrow) 
Gill,  A.  H. 


Ginnell,  L. 

Gladstone,  RtHon.  Herb. John 
Glover,  Thomas 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Gk>och,  George  Peabody 
Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 
Greenwood,  Haraar  (York) 
Grey,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Edward 
GriHith,  Ellis  J. 
Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Churchill 
Gullaud,  John  W. 
Gurdon,  Sir  W.Brampton 
Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 
Hall,  Frederick 
Haruonrt,  Rt.  Hoo.  Lewis 
Hardie,  J.  KeiriMerthyrTydvil 
Harmiworth,  Cecil  B.  (Woro*r. 
Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
Hatlam,  James  (Derbyshire) 
Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 
Haworth,  Arthur  A. 
Hayde'u  John  Patrick 
Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 
Hazleton,  Richard 
Healy,  Timothy  Michael 
Hedges,  A  Paoet 
Helnie,  Norval  Watson 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Henry,  Charles  S. 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hobart,  Sir  Robert 
Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 
Holden,  E.  Hopkinson 
Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 
Hooper,  A.  O. 

Hope,  W.  Bateman(Somer8et,  N. 
Homiman,  Emslie  John 
Hudson,  Walter 
Hyde,  Clarendon 
lUingworth,  Percy  H. 
[saacSf  Rufus  Daniel 
Jackson,  K.  S. 
Jaooby,  James  Alfred 
Jardine,  Sir  J. 
Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 
Jones,  Leif  (AppKby) 
Jones,  Willi'ini  (Carn'irvun-sh. ) 
Jowott,  F.  W 
Joyce,  Mioliaf-i 
Kf'arley,  Hudson  E. 
K'-kewich,  Sir  George 
ICinoaid-Smith,  Captain 
King,  Alfred  John  (Knuteford) 
LaidUw,  Robert 
Lamb,  Edmund  G.  (Leominster 
Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester 
Lambert,  George 
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Pearoe,  William  (Limehouse) 
Pearson,  Sir  W.  D.  (Colchester) 
Philipps.ColIyor  (S*thampton) 
Pbilipps,  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 
Pffikersgill,  Edward  Hare 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Price,  aE.(£dinburgh,  Central) 
Priestley,  Arthur  (Grantham) 
Badlord,  G.  H. 
Rainy,  A.  Holland 
Raphael,  Herbert  H. 
Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 
Kea,  Walter  Kub8ell(Scarboro' 
Redmond,  John  E.  (Waterford) 
Bees,  J.  D. 
Kendall,  Athelstan 
Ronton,  Major  Leslie 
Richard8,Thonias(  W.  Mourn  'th 
lliekett,  J.  Compuia 
Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 
Robert8on,Rt.Hn.£.(Dundee) 
Robertson,  SirG.Scott(Bradf  rd 
RobertBon,  J.  M.  (Tyneside 
Robimon,  8. 

Robton,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 
Rose,  Charles  Day 
Rowlands,  J. 
Runciman,  Walter 
Russell  T.  W* 

Rutherfoiil,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 
Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (CleTeland) 
Schwann,  SirC.£(Manchester) 


Soott,A.H.(Ashton  under-Lyne 
Sears,  J.  £. 
Seavem4  J.  H. 
Seely,  Major  J.  B. 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick,  B) 
Sheehao,  Daniel  Daniel 
Sheehy,  David 
Sbipman, -Dr.  John  G. 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Simon,  John  Allsebrook 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Sroeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Saiytli,  Thomas  F.(Leitrim,S.) 
Soanien,  Artliur  Wellesley 
Spicor,  Sir  Albert 
Stanf;er,  H.  Y. 

Stanley,  Hn.A.Lyulph(Chesh.) 
Stewart,  Hal  ley  (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith,  D.  (Kendal) 
Stracbey,  Sir  Edward 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Summorbell,  T. 
Sutherland,  J.  E. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Tennant,  SirEdward(  Salisbury) 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,  SirA.  (Glamorgan,  B. 
Thompson,  J.  W.  H.  (S'lners'^E. 
Tomkmson,  James 
Toulmin,  George 
Ure,  Alexander 


Vemey,  P.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H.  Be  R.  (Loicester) 
Wallace,  Robett 
Walsh,  Stephen 
Walters,  John  Todor 
Walton,  Sir  John  L.(Leeds,  S  : 
Walton,  Joseph  ( Bam.<ley) 
WMrd,  John  (stoke  upon  Trent 
Ward,  W.  Dudley(SouthampC*a 
Wason,  John  Cathcairt(OiicBay) 
Waterlow,  D.  8. 
Watt,  H.  Aiidemon 
Wedgwood*  Josiah  C 
W^eir,  James  Galloway 
While,  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  J.  D.  (Dombartoashin) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
WhiUey,  J.  H.  (HaUIaz) 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williams,  J.  (GUmcurgaa) 
WilliauiBou,  A. 
WilU.  Arthur  Walt  rs 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York.W.R.) 
Wilson,  J.  U.  (Middleabroitt^) 
W  ilson,J .  W.i  Woroostersh.  K. ) 
Whifrev,  R. 
Wood,  T.  M'Kinnon 
Woodhouse^irJ.T.lHuddanra 
Toxall,  Jamea  Heory 

Tellers  for  tub  Ayb~ 
Mr.  Whiteley  and  Mr.  J.  A. 
Pease. 


Acland  Hood.RtHuSirAlexF 
Anson,  Sir  WiUiam  Reynell 
Arkwright,  John  Stanhope 
Arnold -For8ter,Rt.Hn.  Hugh  0. 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Barrie,  H.T.(Londonderr3,N.) 
Beacli,  Hn.  Michael  HughHicks 
Beckett,  Hon.  Gervase 
Bridgeman,  W.  Clive 
Butcner,  Samuel  Henry 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cave,  George 

Cavendish,  Rt  Hn.  Victor  CW. 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
Cecil,Lord  R.  (Marylebone,E.) 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Craig,  C^as.  Curtis  (Antrim,  S.) 
C*raik,  Sir  Henry 
Doughty,  8ir  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Du  t-ros,  Harvey 
Fabor,  George  Denison  (York) 
Faler.Capt.  W.  V.(HanU,W.) 


NOES. 

Fell,  Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh,  Godfrey 
Finch,  Rt  Hon.  George  H. 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gardner,  Ernest  (Berks,  East) 
<iordon,  J.  (Londonderry,  S.) 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Harrison-Broadley,  Col.  H.  B. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 
Hervey,F.W.F.(Bury  S.Edm'dB 
Hill,  Sir  Clement(Shrewsbury) 
HUl,Henry  Stoveley  (SiaflTsli.)' 
Houston,  Robert  Paterson 
KennawaVfRt.  Hon.  Sir  John  H. 
Keswick,  William 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
Lambton, Hon.  Frederick  Wm. 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 
Lvttelton,  Rt  Hon.  Alfrod 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 
Mason,  James  F.  (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson,  E.  C. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Nicholson,  Wm.G.  (Petersfield) 
Nieid,  Herbert 
O'Niell,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 


Parker,  Sir  Gilbert(GraveMBd) 
Pease,UerbertPike(  Dariiogtoa) 
RatcUff,  Major  R.  F. 
Kawliuson,John  FrederickPeel 
Roberts,  S.(Sbeffield,Eoclenll 
Ratherford,  W.  W.(Liveipool) 
Salter,  Arthur  CUvell 
Sandys,Lieut.  Cot.  Tbo^.  My les 
Sassoon,  Sir  E  •  ward  Albt  rt 
Sloan,  Thomas  Heunr 
Smith,Abel  H.  (Hertford,  East 
Smith,F.K  (Liverpool,  Walton) 
Starkey,  John  R. 
S;x>ne,  Sir  Benjamin 
Thom8on,W.MitclieU(Lanark 
Thornton,  Bsroy  M. 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Vincent,  Col.  Sir  O.E.  Howard 
Walrond,  Hon.  Lionel 
Williams,  Col.  R.  (D.»rMt,W. 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Wortley,Rt.Hon.C.  B.Stuart- 
Younger,  Geoige 

Tellers  for  the  Nob»— 
Mr.  Lane-Fox  and  Mr. 
Gibbs. 


Class  V. 

6.  "That     a     sum,     not     exceeding 
£1,193,905,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty, 


to  defray  the  Charge  which  wiU^oosm 
in  course  of  pajrment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  dlst  day  of  Haroh,  1907, 
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for  Expenditure  on  the  Serrioes  included 


iix  C9a88  V.  of  the  Estimates  for  CSvil 
Services,  viz. : — 


1.  Diplomatic  and   Consular 
Services  -        -        -  303,856 

2.  Colonial  Services  -  827,952 

3.  Telegraph    Subsidies    and 
Pacific  Cable    -        -        -    49,497 


4.  Cyprus  (Grant  in  Aid) 

5.  Treasury  Chest  Fund 


1,000 
14,600 


£1,196,905 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  337  ; 
Noes,  79.    (Division  List,  No.  291.) 


Abraharo,William(Cork,N.  E.) 

Adand,  Francis  Uiyke 

Adldiw,  W.  Rjiand  D. 

Aonew,  George  William 

ATd«  n,  Penw 

Allen,  A  AoUnd  (Christohuroh 

Allen,  Gharlee  P.  (Stroud) 

Armitage  R. 

Aetlmry,  John  Bfeir 

Atberlej-Junet,  L. 

Baker,  Sir  John  (Portemoath) 

Baker,  Joeeph  A.(FiDsbary,  E. 

Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Bariow,  Peroy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  KB. 

Bacran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Heale,  vr .  & . 

Beaumont,  W.  C.  B.  (Hexham) 

Beok,  A.  Cecil 

Bell,  Richard 

Bellatrs,  Carlyon 

Benn^ir  J.  William8(Deyonp'rt 

Benn,W.  (Twr  HamletsS.Qeo. 

Berridge,  T.  H.  D. 

Bertram,  J  alios 

BethelU  J.  H.  (Essex, Romford) 

Bethell,  T.  R  (Essex,  Maldon) 

Billson,  Alfred 

Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Angostine 

Black,Arthiir  W.(Be&ordshire) 

Bolton, T.  D.  ( Derbyshire,  N.  E. 

Bottomley,  Horatio 

Boalton,  A.  C.  F.  (Ranney) 

Brace,  William 

Bramsdon,  T.  A. 

Brigg,  John 

Brocklehurst,  W.  B. 

Brooke,  Stopford 

Branner,  J.F.  L.(  Lanes.,  Leigh) 

Bninner,Sir  John  T.  (Cheshire) 

Bryoe,  Rt  Hn.  Jas.  (Aberdeen) 

Bryoe,  J.  A.  (Inverness  Burghs) 

Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 

Barks,  E.  Haviland- 

Burns,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Barnyeat,  W.  J.  D. 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

BuxUm,  Rt  Hn.  Sydney  Chaa. 

Byles,  William  PolUrd 

Cuinis,  Thomas 

C^rtGoinm.  U.  W. 

Uoiton,  RtHnRichariKnight 

Oawlsy,  Frederiok 

CSianoe,  Frederick  William 

Channing,  Francis  AUston 

Chcetham,  John  Frederick 

Chxry,  Rt  Hon.  R  R 


AYES. 

ChorohiU,  Winston  Spencer 
aarke,  C.  Qoddard 
Cleland,  J.  W. 
Clough,  W. 

CoaU,SirT.Glen(Reiif.ew,W.) 
Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 
Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 
Collins,  Sir  W.  J.(S.  Panoras,  W. ) 
Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 
Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,C.H.(Su8sox,EGr  inst*d 
Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 
Cory,  Clifford  Johri 
Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 
Cowan,  W.  H. 
Cox,  Harold 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tyneniotiih) 
Cremer,  William  Randal 
Crombie,  John  Wi'listn 
Crooks,  Williaiu 
Crossley,  Willian  J. 
Culliaan,  J. 
Dalziel,  James  Henry 
Davies,  Ellis  William  (EiOon) 
Davics,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 
Dewar,  Arthur  (Kdinbargh,S.) 
Dickinson,  W.  H.(S  t  Pancras,N. 
Dickson- Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Dilke,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Dobeon,  Thomas  W. 
Duckworth,  James 
Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 
Dunne,Maj.E.Martin(Walsall) 
Edwaids,  Clement  (Denbigh) 
Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 
Edwards,  Frank  (Radnor) 
Elibank,  Master  of 
Ellis,  Rt  Hon.  John  Edward 
Erskine,  David  C. 
Essex,  RW. 
Eve,  Harry  Trelawney 
Everett,  R  Laoey 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Ferens,  T.  R. 
Ferguson,  R  C.  Munro 
Ffrencli,  Peter 
Field,  William 
Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 
Ftndlay,  Aloramler 
Flynn,  James  Christopher 
Foster,  Kt  Hon.  Sir  Waller 
Freeman -Thoinas,  Freeman 
Fuller,  John  Biichael  F. 
FuUerton,  Hugh 
Gibb,  James  (H»irrow) 
Gill,  A.  H. 


Ginnell,  L. 

Gladstone,  RtHon.  Herb.  John 
Glover,  Thomas 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Gh>ooh,  George  Peabody 
Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 
Greenwood,  Hamar  (York) 
Grey,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Edward 
GriHith,  Elll^  J. 
Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Churchill 
Gullaud,  John  W. 
Gurdon,  Sir  W.Brampton 
Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 
Hall,  Frederick 
Haruonrt,  Rt.  Hoo.  Lewis 
Hardie,  J.  Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Hamuworth,  Cecil  B.  (Woro'r. 
Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 
Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 
Hawortb,  Arthur  A. 
Haydeo.  John  Patrick 
Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 
Hazleton,  Richard 
Healy,  Timothy  Michael 
Hedges,  A  Paoet 
Helnie,  Norval  Watson 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Henry,  Charles  S. 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hobart,  Sir  Robert 
Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 
Holden,  E.  Hopkinson 
Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 
Hooper,  A.  G. 

Hope,  W.  Bateman(Somer8et,  N. 
Homiman,  Emslie  John 
Hudson,  Walter 
Hyde,  Clarendon 
Ulingwortb,  Percy  H. 
Isaacs,  Rtifus  Daniel 
Jackson,  K.  S. 
Jaooby,  James  Alfred 
Jardine,  Sir  J. 
Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 
Jones,  Leif  (Appl<;by) 
Jones,  W  ill  i-ini  (Carn'irvon-ah. ) 
Jowott,  F.  W 
Joyce,  Miclia^-i 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
K^kewich,  Sir  George 
Kincaid-Smith,  Captain 
King,  Alfred  John  (Knuteford) 
Laidlaw,  Robert 
Lamb,  Edmund  G.  (Leominster 
Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester 
Lambert,  George 
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I^mont,  Norman 

I^ayland-Barratt,  Franols 

Le6Be,Sir Joseph  F.(Aocriiigton) 

Lehmann,  R.  C 

Lever,A.  Levy  (Essex^Harwich) 

Leyer,  W.  H.(Che8hire,  Wirral) 

Levy,  Maurice 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

Lupton,  Arnold 

LyeU,  CHiarles  Henry 

MiEusdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Maodonald,  J.  M.  (FaUdrkB'hs) 

Mackarness,  Frederic  C. 

Maonamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,8. 

M  acV  eigh  ,Charlo8(  Donegal  £. 

M'Callum,  John  M. 

M'Kenna,  Reginald 

M'Killop,  W. 

M*Laren.  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 

M'Micking,  Major  Q. 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 

Mansfield,  H.  Rendall  (Lincoln) 

Marks,G .  CroydcnlLauuceston 

Mamham,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 

Massie,  J. 

Masterman,  C.  F.  G. 

Meehan,  Patrick  A. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Micklem,  Nathaniel 

Molteno,  Rsrcy  Alport 

Mond,  A. 

Montagu,  E.  S. 

Montgomery,  H.  G. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

Morrell,  Philip 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alphens  Cleophas 

Murphy,  John 

Myer,  Horatio 

Napier,  T.  B. 

Newnes,  F.  (Notts,  Bassetlaw) 

Newnes,  Sir  George  (Swansea) 

NichoUs,  George 

Nichol8on,Charles  N.(Doncast*r 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norman,  Henr^ 

Norton,  Captain  Cecil  William 

NnttaU,  Harry 

0'Brien,Kendal  (TipperaryMid 

O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 

0*DonneU,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 


O'Grady,  J. 

0*Kelly,Jame«(Ro8common,N 
CMalfey.  William 
O'Mara,  James 
O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 
Parker,  James  (Halifax) 
Pai'tiu)(ton,  Oswald 
Paul,  Herbert 
Paulton,  James  Mel  lor 
Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs.  Leek) 
Pearce,  William  (Limehouse) 
Fearrton,  Sir  W.  D.  (Colchester 
PhilippSjCol.  Ivor(S'thampton) 
Philippe,  Owen  C  (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill,  Edwa^  Hare 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Price,  a  E.  (Edinb'gh,  Central) 
Prirtstloy,  Arthur  (Grantham) 
Radford,  G.  H. 
Rainy,  A.  Holland 
Raphael,  Herbert  H. 
Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 
Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro' 
Redmond,  John  ]^  ( Waterford) 
Rees,  J.  D. 
Rendall,  Atlielstan 
Kenton.  Major  Leslie 
,Richards,Thomas(W,Monm'lh 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 
Robert8on,Rt.  Un.E. (Dundee) 
Robertson^ir  G.Scott(Bradf  rd 
Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 
Robinson,  S. 

Robeon,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 
Rose,  Charles  Day 
Rowlands,  J. 
Runciman,  Walter 
Russell,  T.  W. 

Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 
Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
Schwann,  Sir  C.  E.  (Manchester 
Scott,A.  H.(Ashton  under  Lyne 
Seavems,  J.  H. 
Seely,  Major  J.  B. 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hn.  T.  (Hawick,  B. 
Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
Sheehy,  David 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G, 
Silcock,  Thomas  BaU 
Simon,  John  AUsebrook 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 


SmyUi,Thoma8  F.(Leitrim,S.) 
Soames,  Arthur  Welle>ley 
Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanger,  H.  Y. 

Stanley,Hn.  A.  LjrulfA  (Che^ ) 
Stewart  Halley  (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith,  D.  (KflDda!) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mik>  find) 
Straus^  E.  A-  (Abingdon) 
Stuart',  James  (Siindeiland) 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Summerbell,  T. 
Sutherland,  J.  E. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Darham) 
Tennant,SirEdward(Salisbar7 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (BerwIckBhin) 
ThomatsSir  A.  (Glamorgan,  E. 
Thomp8on,J.W.H.(8omenet»S 
Tomkinson,  James 
Toulmin,  George 
Ure,  Alexander 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 
Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leioaiiw) 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walsh,  Stephen 
Walters,  John  Tndcw 
Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leeds^) 
Walton,  Joseph  (Barnsl^) 
Ward,  John  (Stoke-on-'frent) 
Ward,W.Dadley(Soathampt'B 
Wason,  John  Cathcart  (Orkny) 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 
Watt,  H.  Anderson 
Wedgwood,  Joeiah  C 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
White,  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbiwtoiishirs) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Wil««,  Thomas 
Wiluie,  Alexander 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Williamson,  A. 
WUls  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,Henry  J.  York,(W.R-) 
Wil8on,J.  W.(Worce8teiBh.N.) 
Winfrey,  R. 
Wood,  T.  M'Kinnon 
Woodhouse,SirJT(  Haddcrsfd 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 


TXLLIBS  FOB    TRV 

Whiteley    and    Mr.    J 
Ptoaae. 


Adand-Hood,  Rt.Hn.Sir  AlexF. 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Arkwriglit,  John  Stanhope 
Arnold-For8ter,RtHn.  Hugh  O 
Baloarres,  Lord 
Balfour,  RtHn.A.J.(atyLond. 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Banner,  John  8.  Harmood- 
Beacb,Hn. Michael  HughHicks 
Beckett,  Hon.  Gervaae 
Bridgeman,  W.  Clive 
Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 


NOES. 

Carson,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H- 
Cave,  George 

Cavendish,  RtHomVictorCW. 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  E. 
CSochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  K 
Corbett^  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Crain,Charle.sCu  rti«(  AntrimS. 
Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Doughty,  Sir  George 


Doudas,  Rt  Hon.  A.  Akan- 
Du  Croa,  Harvey 
Faber,  George  DeniiiOQ  (York) 
Faber,  Oapt  W.  V.  (Hants.  W.) 
Fell.  Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh,  Crodfrey 
Finch,  Rt  Hon.  G^twgs  H. 
Forster.  Henry  William 
Gardner,  Ernest  (Berks,  East) 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol.  West) 
Gordon,  J.  (Londonderry,  S.  ) 
HauMlton.  IJUrqneas  of 
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HarriiiOD-Broadley,  Col.  H.  B* 
Hay,  Hon.  CUode  George 
Herrey.l'.W.F.CBarsrS.Edm'ds 
HilU  Henry  Stoveley  (Stalt'sh. 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Kennawav.RtHn.  Sir  John  H. 
Kea wick,  William 
1janibU>n,HoD.  Frederick  Wm. 
lAoe-Fox,  G.  R. 

JLong.  RtHn.Walter(DoUin3. 
Lonsdale,  John  Bntwnlee 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 
Lvttelton,  Rt  Hn.  Alfred 
Mnelver,  David  (Lirerpool) 
Marka,  EL  H.  (Kent 
Alaaon,  James  F.  (Windsor) 


Meysey-Thompson,  E.  C. 
Morpeth,  Viscoont 
Nicholson,  Wm.  G.(Pcter8field 
Nield,  Herbert 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Turrens 
Parker,  Sir  Gilbert  (Gravesend) 
Pease,Herberi  Pike(Darlington 
Ratcliff,  Major  R.  F. 
Rawlinson,  John  Frederick  P. 
Roberts,  S.  (Sheffield^Eoolesall) 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 
Sandys,Lieut.  -ColThos.  Myles 
Saasoon.  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith,  AbelH.(Herttord,Ea8t) 


Smith,F.  E.(Liverpool,  Walton) 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Thomson,  W.BiitcheU-(Lanark) 
Thornton,  Percy  M^ 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Vincent.  Col.  SirC.E.  Howard 
Walrond,  Hon.  Donel 
Williams,  Col.  R.  (Dorset.  W.) 
Wolff,  Gu8tav  Wilhelm 
Wortley,  Rt.  Ha.  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Younger,  George 

Tellers  for  the  Noes— 
Mr.  Starkie  and  Sir  Clement 
Hill. 


Class  VI. 

7.  "  That  a  soin,  not  exceeding  iS582, 
be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  defi»y  the 
charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the 
3l8t  day  of  Harch,  1907,  for  Expenditure 
in  respect  of  the  Services  included  in 
Class  VI.  of  the  Estimates  for  Civil 
Services,  viz. — 


3.  Miscellaneous    Charitable  and    £ 
other  Allowances   -        -        -  383 

4.  Hospitals  and  Charitiesjreland  199 


£582 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  334  ; 
Noes,  78.    (Division  List  No.  292.) 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,N.E.) 
Acbuid,  Firanois  Dyke 
Adkins,  W.  Byland  D. 
Agnew,  George  William 
AEieo,  Percy 

AUeii,A.Aclaiid  (Christohnroh) 
Allen,  Charles  P.  (Strond) 
Armitage,  R. 
Aatbnry,  John  Meir 
Atherley-Jonee,  Ia 
Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 
Baker,Joseph  A.(Fin8bi:^,  E.) 
Baring,Godfrey(X8le  of  Wight) 
Bariow,  Pisroy  (Bedford) 
Barnard,  B.  B. 
Barrao,  RoiHand  Hirst 
Beale,  W.  P 

BeaomoQt,  W.  C.  B.  (Hexham) 
Beck,  ACecil 
Bell,  Richard 
BeDairs,  Cariyoa 
Benn,SirJ.William8(Dev»iip'rt 
Beim,W(Tw^  Hamlets,aGeo. 
Berridge,  T.  H.  D. 
Bertram,  Jnliua 
BetheD,  J.  H.  (Smox,  Romford) 
BetheU,  T.  R.  (BMex,  Makion) 
BillfQO,  Alfred 
BifTell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augnstine 
Black,  Arthur  W.  (BeSocdshire 
Boltoo,T.D.  (I)erbyBhire,N.E.) 
Bottomley,  Horatio 
BooHon,  A  a  F.  (Ramsey) 
Brace,  William 
Bramtdon,  T.  A. 
Brigar,  John 
BnwUehnrst,  W.  B. 
BftM^My  Stopford 
Bramier,J.F.L  (Lanes., Leidi) 
6ryce,Rt.Hii^MnM  ^Aberdeen 


AYES, 

Bryoe,  J.  A.  (Inverness  Bnrghs) 
Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 
Burke,  E.  Haviland- 
Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bumyeat,  W.  J.  D. 
Burt,  Rt  Hon.  Thomas 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney  Charles 
Byles,  William  Pollard 
Cairns,  Thcmias 
Carr-Oomm,  H.  W. 
Cau8ton,Rt.  Hn.  RlchardKnight 
Cawley,  Frederick 
Chance,  Fredericjc  William 
CSiaoning,  Francis  AUston 
Cbeetham,  John  Frederick 
Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 
Churchill,  Winston  Spencer 
Clarke,  C.  Goddard 
Cleland,  J.  W. 
Clough,  W. 

Coats,Sir  T.Glen  (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 
Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 
Collins,Sir  Wm  J.(S.PaacrasW. 
Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 
Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett.C.  H(Sussex,E.Grinst'd 
Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 
Cory,  Clifford  J<rfm 
Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 
Cowan,  W.  H. 
Cox,  Haroki 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 
Cremer,  William  Rwdal 
Oombie,  John  William 
Crooks,  William 
Orossley,  William  J. 
Chillinan,  J. 

Davies,  Ellis  William  (Eifion) 
Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 


Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 

Dewar,  Arthur  (Edinburgh,  S.) 

Dickinson, W.H.  (StPancrasN. 

Dickson-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 

Dobson,  Thomas  W. 

Duckworth,  James 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Dunne,Major  E.Martin(  Walsall 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 

Edwards,  Frank  (Radnor) 

Elibank,  Master  of 

Ellis,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Edward 

Erskine,  David  C. 

Essex.  R.  W. 

Eve,  Harry  Trelawney 

Everett,  R.  Laoey 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ferens,  T.  R. 

Ferguson,  R.  C.  Mimro 

Ffr^oh,  Peter 
Flennes,  H<m.  Eustace 
Findlay,  Alexander 
Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 
Flynn,  James  Christopher 
Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 
Freeman-ThcHnas,   Freeman 
Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
Fullerton,  Hugh 
Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 
Gill,  A.  H. 
Ginnell,  L 

Gladstone,Rt.Hn.Herbert  John 
Glendinning,  R.  G. 
Glover,  Thomas 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Gooch,  George  Peabody 
Greenwood,  G.  ( Peterborough  > 
Greenwood,  Hamar  (York) 
Grey,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward 
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Griffith,  EUis  J. 
Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Churchill 
GuUand,  John  W. 
Gurdon,  Sir  W.  Brampton 
Haldsnc,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 
HaU,  Frulerick 
Harcourt,  Rt.  Hon.  Lewis 
Hardie,J.Keir  (MerthyrTydvU) 
Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (Worc'r) 
Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
Haslam,  James  (I)erb3rshire) 
Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 
Haworth,  Arthur  A. 
Hay  den,  John  Patrick 
Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 
Hazleton,  Richard 
Healy,  Timothy  Michael 
Hedges,  A.  Paget 
Helme,  Norval  Watson 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Henry,  Charles  S. 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hobart  Sir  Robert 
Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 
Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 
Hooper,  A.  G. 

Hope,  W.BatemaQ(Somerset,N 
Homiman,  Emslie  John 
Hudson,  Walter 
Hyde,  Clarendon 

Illingworth,  Percy  H. 

Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 

Jackson,  R.  S. 

Jacoby,  James  Alfred 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jones,  William  (Carnarvonshire 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 

Ki^paid-Smith,  Captain 

King,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 

LaidJaw,  Robert 

Lamb,  Edmund  G.  (Leominster 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lambert,  George 

Lamont,  Norman 

Layland-Barratt,  Francis 

Leese,Sir Joseph  F.(Accrington 

Lehmann,  R.  C. 

Lever, A.Levy  (Essex, Harwich) 

Level,  W.  H.  (Cheshire, Wirral) 

Levy,  Maurice 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lundon«  W. 

Lupton,  Arnold 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

Macdonald.  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macdonuld,J.M.(Falkirk  B*ghs 

Mackamess,  Frederic  C. 

Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

MacVeagb, Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 

MacVeighyCharles  (Donegal»E.) 

M'Callum,  John  M. 

M'Kenna,  Reginald 

M*Kilbp,  W. 

M*Laren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 

M*Micking,  Major  G. 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 


Mansfield,  H.  Rendall  (Lincoln 

MarksyG.Croydon  (Launceston) 

Mamham,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 

Massie,  J. 

Ifasterman,  C.  F.  G. 

Meehan,  Patrick  A. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Micklem,  Nathaniel 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

Mond,  A. 

Montagu,  E.  S. 

Montgomery,  H.  G. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

Morrell,  Philip 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Murphy,  John 

Myer,  Horatio 

Napier,  T.  B. 

Newnes,  F.  (Notts,  Bassetlaw) 

Newnes,  Sir  George  (Swansea) 

Nicholls,  George 

Nicholson,Charle8N.(Donca8ter 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norman,  Henry 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nuttall,  Harry 

0*Brien,Kendal(Tipperary  Mid 
O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N. 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool). 
O'DonnoU,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 
O'Grady,  J. 

0'Keny,Jame8(Ro6oommon,N. 
O'MaUey,  WUIiam 
O'Mara,  James 
O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 
Parker,  James  (Halifax) 
Partington,  Oswald 
Paul,  Herbert 
Paulton,  James  MeUor 
Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 
Pearce,  WiUiam  (limehouse) 
Pearson,Sir  W.  D.  (Colchester) 
Philipps,CoLIvor  (S'thampton) 
Philipps,  Owen  C.  (Pemwoke) 
PiokersgiU,  Edward  Hare 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Price,  C.  E.  ((Edinb'gh,Central) 
Priestley,  Arthur  (Grantham) 
Radford.  G.  H. 
Rainy,  A.  Rolland 
Raphael,  Herbert  H. 
Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 
Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Soarboro* 
Redmond,  John  E.  ( Waterford) 
Rees,  J.  D. 
Rendall,  Athelstan 
Renton,  Major  Leslie 
Richards,  Thoma8(W.Monm'th 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Robert?,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Rt.Hn.  E.  (Dimdee) 
Robertson  SirG.Scott(Bradf  rd 
Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 
Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 
Rose,  Charles  Day 
Rowlands,  J. 
Runoiman,  Walter 


Russell,  T.  W. 

RuUierford.  V.  H.  (Brentlafd) 
SamueU  Herbert  L.  (C^evebiid) 
Scott,A.H.(A8htoo  under Lyntf) 
Sears,  J.  E. 
Seavems,  J.  H. 
Seely,  Major  J.  B. 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick.  B) 
Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
Sheehy,  David 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Silcock,  Thomas  BaU 
Simon,  John  Allsebnx^ 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackwnne 
Smytii,  Thomas  F.  (Leitrim,  S.) 
Sounes,  Arthur  WeDesley 
Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanger,  H.  Y. 
Stanley,  H. A  Lyulph  (Chedi.) 
Stewart,  Halley  (Grreenock) 
Stewart-Smith,  D.  (Kendal) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Stuart,  James  (Sund^land) 
Sullivan,  Donal 

Summerbell,  T. 

Sutherland,  J.  E. 

Taylmv  John  W.  (Duriuun) 

Tennant,Sir  Edward(8alisbar7 

Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwiokidiire) 

Thomas,  Sir  A.  (GlamofganJL) 

Thomp8on,J.W.H.  (Somenet»B 

Tomkinson,  James 

Toulmin,  George 

Ure,  Alexander 

Vemey,  F.  W. 

Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leioestflr) 

Wallace,  Robert 

Walsh,  Stephen 

Walteis,  John  Tudor 

Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leeda,  S.) 

Walton,  Joseph  (Bauialey) 

Ward,  John  (Stoke  upon  Trent) 

Ward,  W.Dudley(SouUiamp«on 

Wa8on,John  CAthcart(Oikney) 

Waterlow,  D.  S. 

Watt,  H.  Anderson 

Wedgwood,  Josiah  C. 

Weir,  James  Galloway 

White,  George  (Norfolk) 

White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 

Whitehead,  Rowland 

Whitley.  J.  H.  (Halifax) 

Wiles,  Thomas 

Wilkie,  Alexander 

Williuns,  J.  (Glamorgan)        i 

Williamson,  A. 

Wills,  Arthur  Walters 

Wibon,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.  R 

Wilson,  J.W  (Worcesterah.N.) 

Winfrey,  R. 

Wood.  T.  M*Kinnon 

Woodhou6e,SirJ.T.(Hnddec8fd 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

TCLLTBS   FOR  THI  ArS8 — Blf. 

Whiteley    and    Bir.    J.    A. 
Pease, 
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NOES. 


Aoland-Hood,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  A.  F. 
Anaoii,  Sir  WiUi»m  Rejrnell 
Arkwrigfat,  John  Stanhope 
Amold-Forster  Jtt^n-Hii^h  0. 
B«lcAne8,  Lord 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Beach,  Hn.  Michael  HughHicks 
Beckett,  Hon.  Gervase 
Bridffeman,  W.  Clive 
Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 
Carson,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
CaTe,  George 

CaTendiBh,RtHon.VictorC.W. 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joioey- 
Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Bfarylebone,  £.) 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Craig,  Ohae.  Curtis  (Antrim,S.) 
Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Faber,  George  Denison  (York) 
Faber,  Capt  W.  V.  (Hants,  W.) 
Fell,  Arthur 
Fetherstonhaugh,  Godfrey 


Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gardner,  Ernest  (Berks,  East) 
Gordon,  J.  (Londonderry,  S.) 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Harrison- Broadley,  0>L  H.  B. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  (jreorge 
Hervey,  F.W.F(BurySEdmn*ds 
Hill,  Sir  Clement  (Shrewsbury( 
Hill,  Henry  SUveley  (StaflTsh.) 
Houston,  Robert  Paterson 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Kennaway,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  J.  H. 
Keswick,  William 
Lambton,  Hon.  IVederick  Wm. 
Lane-Fox,  G.  R. 
Long,  Rt.  Hn.Walter(DubUn,S. 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 
Mason,  James  F.  (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson,  E.  C. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Nicholson,  W.  G.  (Petersfield) 
Nield,  Herbert 
O'Neill,  Hn.  Robert  Torrens 


Parker,  Sir  Gilbert  (Gravesend) 
Pease,  HerbertPikc(Darlington 
Ratcliff,  Major  R.  F. 
RawUnson,  John  FrederickPecl 
Roberts,  S.  (Sheffield,EoclesaU) 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavel) 
Sandys,  Lieut-Col.  Thos.Mylea 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith,  Abel  H.(Hertford,  East 
Smith,  F.E.(Liverpool,  Walton) 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Vincent,  Col.  Sir  C.  E.  Howard 
Walrond,  Hon.  Lionel 
WiUiams,  Ck>l  R.  (Dorset,  W.) 
WolfiF,  GusUv  Wilhelm 
Wortley,  Rt  Hn.  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Younger,  (jreorge 

TXLLBBS  FOR  THE  NOSS  —  Mr. 

Mitchell-Thomson    and  Mr. 
Gibbe. 


Class  VII. 
8.  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£dM,759,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty, 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  end- 
ing on  the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1907,  for 
Expenditure  in  respect  of  the  Services 
included  in  Class  VII.  of  the  Estimates 
for  Civil  Services,  viz. — 

£ 

1.  Temporary  Commissions-    27,000 

2.  lliscellaneous  Expenses    -    10,743 

3.  Repayments  to  the  Local 
Loans  Fund    -        •        -  58 

4.  Ireland  Development  Grant   85,000 


5.  Repayments  to  Civil  Con- 
tingencies Fund       -        -    22,958 

6.  Inter-Parliamentary    Con- 

ference -        -        -        -      5,000 

7.  Expenses  under  the  Unem- 

ployed   Workmen    Act, 

1905       -        -        -        -  200,000 


£350,750 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  322  ; 
Noes,  74.    (Division  List  No.  293.) 


Abraham,  Wm.  (Cork,  N.E.) 

Acland,  Francis  Dyke 

AdkiDB,  W.  Ryland  D. 

Agnew,  George  William 

AkJen,  Percy 

Allen,  A.  Acland  (Christchurch) 

Allen,  Charles  P.  (Stroud) 

Armitage,  R. 

Aitbury,  John  Meir 

Atherley -Jones,  L. 

Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 

Baker,  Joseph  A.  (Finsbury,  E. 

Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  E.  B. 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Beaumont,  W.  C.  B.  (Hexham) 

Beck,  A.  Cecil 


AYES. 

Bellairs,  Carlyon 

Benn,Sir  J.  WiIUanis(Devonp*rt 

Benn,  W.(TVr  Hamlets,S.Geo. 

Berridge,  T.  H.  D. 

Bertram,  Julius 

Bethell,  J.  H.  (Essex,  Romford) 

Biltson,  Alfred 

Birrell,  Rt.  Hn.  Augustine 

Black,  Arthur  W.  (Beflfordsh. 

Bolton,  P.  D.  (Derby8hire,N.E. 

Bottomley,  Horatio 

Boulton,  A.  C.  F.  (Ramsey) 

Brace,  WiUiam 

Bramsdon,  T.  A. 

Brigs,  John 

Brc^lehurst,  W.  B. 

Brooke,  Stopford 

Bryce,  Rt.  Hn.  Jas.  (Aberdeen) 

Bryce,  J.  A.  (Inverness  Burghs) 


Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 
Burke,  E.  Haviland- 
Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bumyeat,  W.  J.  D. 
Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Buxton,  Rt.  Hn.  Sydney  Chas. 
Byles,  William  Pollard 
Cairns,  Thomas 
Carr-Gomin,  H.  W. 
Causton,  Rt.  Hn.  Richard  Knight 
Cawley,  Frederick 
Channing,  Francis  Albton 
Cheetham,  John  Frederick 
Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 
ChurohiU,  Winston  Spencer 
Clarke,  C.  Goddard 
CleUnd,  J.  W. 
aough,  W. 
Coats,  Sir  T.Glen(Renfrew.W.) 


\ 
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Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 

Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 

CJoUina,  Sir  W.J.  (8.  Pancras.W. 

Ck>ndon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,  C.H.(Sii8sexEGrinstM 

Cornwall,  8ir  Edwin  A. 

Cory,  Clifford  John 

Cotton,  8ir  H.J.  8. 

Cowan,  W.  H. 

Cox,  Harold 

Craig,  Herb.  J.  (Tynemouth) 

Cremer,  William  Randal 

Crombie,  John  William 

Crooks,  William 

Crossley,  William  J. 

Cullinan,  J. 

Dalziel,  James  Henry 

Davies,  Ellis  WilUam  (Eifion) 

Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 

Davies,  W.  HoweU  (Bristol,  8.) 

Dewar,  Arthur  (Edinburgh,  8. 

Dickinson,  W.H.(8t.Pancras,N. 

Diokson-Poynder,  8ir  John  P. 

Dobson,  Thomas  W. 

Duckworth,  James 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Dunne,  MajorE.Martin(  Walsall 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 

Edwards,  Frank  (Radnor) 

Elibank,  Master  of 

Ellis,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Edward 

ErsUne,  David  C. 

Essex,  R.  W. 

Eve,  Harry  TrelaWney 

Everett,  R.  Laoey 

Fenwiok,  Charles 

Ferens,  T.  R. 

Ferguson,  R.  C.Munro 

Ff  rench,  Peter 

Field,  WiUiam   • 

Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 

Findlay,  Alexander 

Flynn,  James  Christopher 

Foster,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Walter 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 

Fullerton,  Hugh 

Gill,  A.  H. 

Ginnell,  L. 

Glendinning,  R.  G. 

Glover,  Thomas 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Gooch,  George  Peabody 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 

Greenwood,  Hamar  (York) 

Grey,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward 

Griffith,  EUis  J. 

Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  diurchill 

Gulland,JohnW. 

Gurdon,  Sir  W.  Brampton 

HaMane,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 

Hall,  IVederick 

Haroourt,  Right  Hon.  Lewis 

Hardie,  J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 

Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (Worc'r) 

Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 

Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 

Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 

Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 


Hazleton,  Richard 
Healy,  Timothy  Michael 
Hedges,  A.  Paget 
Helme,  KorvalWatson 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Henry,  Charles  8. 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hobart,  Sir  Robert 
Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 
Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 
Hooper,  A.  G. 

Hope,  W.  Bateman(Somerset,N. 
Homiman,  Emslie  John 
Hudson,  Walter 
Hyde,  Clarendon 
HUngworUi,  Percy  H. 
Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 
Jackson,  R.  8. 
Jacoby,  James  Alfred 
Jardine,  Sir  J. 
Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 
Jones,  William  (CSamarvonshire 
Jowett,  F.  W. 
Joyce,  Michael 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Kekewich,  Sir  George 
Kincaid-Smith,  C!aptain 
King,A]fred  jdin  (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw,  Robert 
Lamb,  Edmund  G.(Leomin8ter 
Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 
Lambert,  George 
Lamont,  Norman 
Layland-Barratt,  Francis 
Leese,8ir  Joseph  F.(Aocrington 
Lehmann,  R.  C. 
Lever,  A.  Levy  (E8sex,Harwich 
Levy,  Maurice 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Lloyd-George,  Rt.Hn.  David 
Lough,  Thomas 
London,  W. 
Lupton,  Arnold 
Lyell,  Charles  Henry 
Maodonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 
Maodonakl,  J.M.(Fa]kirk  Bg'hs 
Mackamess,  Frederic  C. 
Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 
MaoVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  8. 
MacVeigh,  Charles  (D<megal,E. 
ITKenna,  Reginald 
M'KiDop,  W. 

M*Laren«  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 
M'Micking,  Major  G. 
Mallet,  Charles  E. 
Mansfield,  H.  RendaIl(Linooln) 
Bilarks,G.Croydon  (Launoeston) 
Mamham,  F.  J. 
Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 
Massie,  J. 

Masterman,  C  F.  G. 
Meehan,  Patrick  A. 
Menzies,  Walter 
Micklem,  Nathaniel 
Molteno,  Percy  Alport 
Mond,  A. 
Montagu,  E.  8. 
Montgomery,  H.  G. 
Morgan  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 
MorreU,  Philip 
Morse,  L.  L. 
Morton,  Alphens,  Cleopha^ 


Murphy,  John 

Bfyer,  Horatio 

Napier,  T.  B. 

Newnes,  F.  (Notts. Bassetlaw) 

Newnes,  Sir  George  (Swansea) 

NichoUs,  George 

Nicholsoa,Charles  N.(DoDeasti^ 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norman,  Henry 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  WiUimm 

Nuttall,  Harry 

0'Brien,Kendal  (TipperaryMid 

O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N. ) 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 

O'Donnell,  C.  J.  (Wahrorth) 

0'Grady,J. 

0*Kelly,James  (Ro0oommoii,N. 

O'Malley,  WiOiam 

O'Mara,  James 

O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J* 
Parker,  James  (Halifax) 
Partington,  Oswald 
Paul,  Herbert 
Paulton,  James  Mettor 
Pteroe,  Robert  (Staffs.  Leek) 
Pteroe,  William  (limehoose) 
Pearson,  Sir  W.  D.(Oo]diester) 
^ilipps,ColIvor  (S'thampioo 
Philipps,  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 
Pickersgin,  Edward  Hare 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Price,  a£.(Edinburgfa,OMitra]) 
Priestley,  Arthur  (Ghrantham) 
Radford,  G.  H. 
Rainy,  A.  Holland 
Raphael,  Herbert  H. 
Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter  Russell  (Soarbofo') 
Redmond,  John  E.  (Watwlord) 
Rees,  J.  D. 
Rendall,  Athelstan 
Renton,  Ifojor  Leslie 
Richardfi,Thomas  (W.Monm'th 
Rickett,  J.  Oomptoa 
Roberts,  Charles  H.  (linooln) 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Robertson,  Rt.E[n.E.  (Dundee) 
Robert6on,Sir  G.Scott(Bradf  rd 
Robertson,  J.  M  .(Tynestcie) 
Robinson,  S. 

RobsoQ,  Sir  William  Snowdco 
Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 
Rose,  Charles  Day 
Rowlands,  J. 
Runoiman,  Walter 
Russell,  T.  W. 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.(Clevdand) 
Schwann,  Sir  CE.(Manche«ter) 
Scott,  A.  H.  (Ashton-und.-I^yne 
Sears,  J.  E. 
Seaveius,  J.H. 
Seely,  Blajor  J.  B. 
Shaokleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Rt.Hon.  T.  (Hawick^.) 
Sheehan,  Daniel  Dani^ 
Sheehy,  David 
Shipman,  Dr.  J<^n  G. 
Siloook,  Thomas  Ball 
Simon,  John  Allsebrook 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Maokenaie 
Smyth,  Thomas  F.(LeHriro,  &) 
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Soam«0,  Arthur  WeUesley 
Spioer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanger,  H.  Y. 
Stanle7,Hn.A.Lyolph  (Ghesh. 
Stewart,  H&lley  (Groenook) 
Stewart^mith,  D.  (KencUl) 
Strachoy,  Sir  Edward 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
Strsoss,  E.  A.  (Abingdoo) 
Staart,  James  (Sanderl%nd) 
Sutlivan,  Donal 
Summerbell,  T. 
Satherland,  J.E. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Tennant,  Sir  Bdward(SaU8bury 
Thomas,  Sir  A.(GlamorgaQ,  £. 
Thompson,  J.  W.H.(Somer8et,E 
Tomkinson,  James 


Tonlmin,  George 
Ure,  Alexander 
Vemey,  F.  W. 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leiceater) 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walsh,  Stephen 
Walters,  John  Tudor 
Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leeds,  8.) 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Ward,  John  (Stoke-upon-Trent 
Ward,  W.Dudley  (Southampt'n 
Wason,  John  Cathoart  (Orkney) 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 
Watt,  H.  Anderson 
Wedgwood,  Josiah  0. 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
White,  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 


Whitdiead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Hali^z) 
Wiles,  Thomas 
WiUde,  Alexander 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Williamson,  A. 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (Ycnrk,  W.R.) 
WUson,  J.  W.(Worcestersh.  N.) 
Winfrey,  R. 
Wood,  T.  M'Kinnon 
Woodhouse,Sir  J.T.(Hudd'rs*fd 
Yoxali.  James  Henry 

TSLLSRS    FOB  TBM  At*8— Mr. 

Whiteley    and   Mr.    J.    A. 
Pease. 


Acland.Hood,Rt.Hn.SirAlex.F. 
Anson,  Sir  William  ReyneU 
Arkwright,  John  Stanhope 
Amo]d-Fors(er,RtHon.  HugfaO. 
Baloarres,  Lord 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Bannei-,  John  8.  Harmood- 
Beach, Hn.BIichael  Hugh  Hicks 
Beckett,  Hon.  Gervase 
Bridi^man,  W.  Cliye 
Butcher,  Samuel  Hennr 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cave,  George 

Cayendish,Rt.Hon.  Victor  0.  W. 
Cecil,  Eyelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joioey 
Cecil,  Lord  R.  (MaryleboQe,B.) 
Corbett,  A.  Ouneron  (Glasgow) 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Craig,Charles  Curtis  (Antrim,S. 
CMk,  Sir  Henry 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  RtHon.  A.  Akers- 
Fabor,  George  Deoioon  (York) 
Faber,  Capt.  W.  V.  (Hants,  W.) 
F^,  Arthur 


NOES. 

Fetherstonhaugh,  Gkidfrey 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gardner,  Ernest  (Berks,  East) 
Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 
Gordon,  J.  (Londonderry,  S.) 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Harrison,  Broadley,  CoL  H.  B. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 
Hervey,F.  W.F.(  Bury  S.Edm'd 
Hill,  Sir  Clement  (Shrewsbury) 
Hill,  Henry  SUveley  (StaTsh.) 
Houston,  Robert  Paterson 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.Sir  John  H. 
Keswick,  William 
Lambton,  Hon.  Frederick  Wm 
Lane-Fox,  G.  R. 
Long,  RtHn.  Walter  (Dublin,S. 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 
I^telton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
MBcIver,  David  (Liverpool) 
Bffarks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 
Meysey-Thompson,  E.C. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 


Nicholson,  Wm.  G.(Ptoter8fiekl) 
NieU,  Herbert 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
ParkBr,Sir  Gilbert  (Gravesend) 
Pease,Herbert  Pike(Dariington 
Ratcliff,  Major  R.  F. 
Rawlimion,  John  Frederiok  Peel 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 
Sandys,Lient..CoLThos.  Mylea 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith,  Abel  H.(Hettford,  East) 
Smith,  F.B.(Liverpool,Walton) 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Thomson,  W.Mitchell  (Lanark) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Vincent,  CoLSir  C.E.  Howard 
Walrond,  Hon.  Lionel 
Williams,  CoL  R.  (Dorset,  W.) 
Wortley,  Rt.Hon.C.B.  Stuart 
Younger,  Gtoorge 

TSLLEBS    FOB  THB  NOBS — Mr. 

Samuel    Roberts    and    Mr. 
James  Mason. 


ARMY    ESTIMATES,    190ft-7. 

9.  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£1,803,100,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty, 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  end- 
ing on  the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1907,  for 
Bjqpenditure  on  the  Army  Services,  includ- 
Army  (Ordnance  Factories),  vir  : — 

£ 
6.  Volunteer     Corps,     Pay 

and  Allowances     -        -  1,244,000 


13.  War  Office  and  Army  Ac- 
counts Department 
Ordnance  Factories 


559,000 
100 

1 

£1,803,100  " 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes,  318'; 
Noes,  67.     (Division  List  No.  294.) 


Abraham,  WilUam  (Cork.  N.E.) 
Aoland,  Francis  Dyke 
Adkins,  W.  Ryland  D. 
Agnew,  George  William 
Akien,  Percy 


AYES. 

Allen,  Charles  P.  (Stroud) 
Armitage,  R. 
Astbury,  John  Meir 
Athcrley-Jones,  L. 
Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 


Baring,God£rey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 
Barnard,  E.  B. 
Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 
Beale,  W.  P. 


AUen^  A.  AcUnd((airi8tchurch)  |  Baker^  Joseph  A.(Fin8bury,E.)  i  Beaumont,  W.C  B.  (Hexham) 
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Bolton,  T.D.  (DerbyBhire,N.E.) 

Bottomley»  Horatio 

Boulton,  A.  G.  F.  (Ramsey) 

Braoe,  William 

Bramsdon,  T.  A. 

Brigg»John 

Brocklehorst,  W.  B. 

Brooke,  Stopford 

Bryoe,Rt.Hn.Jame8(Aberdeen) 

Bryoe,  J.  A  (Inverness  Burghs) 

Baohanan,  Thomas  Rybum 

Burke,  E.  Haviland- 

Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Bumyeat,  W.  J.  D. 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Tliomas 

Buxton,  Rt.Hn.  Sydney  Charles 

Byles,  William  Pollard 

Cairns,  Thomas 

Carr-Qomm,  H.  W. 

Cau8ton,Rt.Hn.RiohardKnight 

Cawley,  Frederick 

C9ianning,  Francis  Allston 

Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 

Churchill,  Winston  Spencer 

Clarke,  C.  Qoddard 

Clough,  W. 

CoatsSirT.Glen  (Renfrew,  W.) 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 

Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 

ColUnB'SirWm.J.(S.Pancra8  W. 

Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,C.  H(SuS8ex,£.Qr  inst'd 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cory,  difFord  John 
Cowan,  W.  H. 

Cox,  Harold 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 

Cremer,  William  Randal 

Crombie,  John  William 

Crossley,  William  J. 

Cullinan,  J. 

Davies,  EUis  WilUam  (Eifion) 

Dayies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 

Bewar,  ArUiur  (Edinburgh,  8.) 

Biokson-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 

Dobson,  Thomas  W. 

Duckworth,  James 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Dunne,Major  E.Martin(WalsaU 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 

Edwards,  Frank  (Radnor) 

Elibank,  Mastor  of 

Ellis,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Edward 

Erskine,  David  C 

Essex,  R.  W. 

Eve,  Harry  Trelawney 

Everett,  R.  Lacey 

Fenwick,  Charley 

Fejrens,  T.  R. 

Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro 

Ffrench,  Pctor 

Field,  William 

Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 

Findlay,  Alexander 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 

Fullorton,  Hugh 

GiU,  A.  H. 

Qinnoll,  L. 


Gladstone,  RtHn.HerbertJohn 

Glendinning,  R.  G. 

Glover,  Thomas 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 

Greenwood,  Hamar  (York) 

Grey,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward 

Griffith,  EUis  J. 

Gulland,  John  W. 

Gurdon,  Sir  W.  Brampton 

Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 

Hall,  Frederick 

Harcourt,  Rt.  Hon.  Lewis 

Hardie,J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 

Hardy,  George  A.  (Suffolk) 

Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (Worc'r) 

Harvey,  A  G,  C.  (Rochdale) 

Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire)  ' 

Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 

Hasel,  Dr.  A.  E. 

Hazleton,  Richard 

Healy,  Timothy  Michael 

Hedges,  A.  Paget 

Helme,  Norval  Watson 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Henry,  Charles  S. 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hobirt,  Sir  Robert 

Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 

Hooper,  A  G. 

Hope,W.Bateman(Somersot,N. 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hyde,  Clarendon 

niingworth,  Percy  H. 

Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jones,  William(CarnarvonBhi  re) 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Kekewitii,  Sir  George 

Kincaid-Smith,  Captein 

Kinff,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 

Laidlaw,  Robart 

Lamb,  Edmund  G.(Leomin8ter) 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lambert,  Qeorgd 

Lament,  Normal 

Layland-Barratt,  Francis 

Leese,SirJoseph  F.(Accrington) 

Lehmann,  R.  C 

Lever,  A.Levy(Essex,Harwich) 

Levy,  Maurice 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

Lupton,  Arnold 

Lyell,  CSiarles  H^iry 

MMMlonald,  J.  R.  (lleicestet) 

Mackamess,  Fredei  ic  C 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah(Down,  8 ) 

MacVeigh,  Chas.  (Donegal,  E.) 

M*Callum,JohnM. 

M'Kenna,  Reginald 

M'Killop,  W. 

M'Laren,  H.  D.  (Staff oid,  W.) 

M'Micking,  Major  G. 

Mallet,  CharleaE.  | 


Mansfield,  H.  Rendall  (Lincoln) 

Maiks,  G.Croydon(Lannoestoo) 

Marnham,  F.  J. 

Massie,  J. 

Meehan,PatrickA. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Micklem,  Nathaniel 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

Mond,  A. 

Montagu.  E.  S. 

Montgomery,  H.  G. 

Mooney,  J.  J. 

Morgan,  G.  EEay  (Cornwall) 

Morrell,  Philip 

Morse,  L.L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Murphy,  John 

Myer,  Horatio 

Napier,  T.B. 

Ncwnes,  F.  (Notto,  Bassetkw) 

Newnes,  Sir  George(SwaoMa) 

Nicholls,  GSeorge 

Nicholson,  Chas,  N.(DoDca8tfli ) 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norman,  Henry 

Norton,  Captain  Cecil  William 

Nuttall,  Harry 

d*Biicn,  K.  (Tipperary  Mid.) 

O'Connor,  John  ( Kildare,  N.) 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 

O'Donnell.  C.  J.  (Walworth) 

O'Grady,  J. 

0*Kelly,JameR(RoBcommon,N. 

O'MaUey,  WiUiam 

0*Mara,  James 

Parker,  James  (Halifax) 

Partington,  Oswald 

Paul,  Herbert 

Pearoe,  Robert  (Steffs..  Leek) 

Pearce,  William  (Limehouae) 

Pearson,  Sir  W.D.  (Colchester) 

Philippe,  Col.  Ivor  (S'thamptoo 

Philippe,  Owen  C  (Pembroke) 

PickersgiU,  Edward  Hare 

Pirie,  Ihincan  V . 

Price,  a  E.  (Edinb'gh.  Ceotnl) 

Priestley,  Arthur  (Grantham) 

Rainy,  A.  RoUand 

Raphael,  Herbert  H. 

Redmond,  John  E.  ( Waterfocd) 
Rendiai,Athelstan 
Ronton,  Major  Leslie 
Richards,  Thos.  ( W.  Monm^th) 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberto,  Charles  H.  (Linooln) 
Roberto,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Robertson,  Rt.  Hn.E.(I>imdee) 
Robertson,  SirG.8cott(  Bradfrd 
Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 
Robinson,  8. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdoo 
Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 
Rose,  CSiarles  Day 
Rowlands,  J. 
iRunciman,  Walter 
Russell,  T.W. 
Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 

Schwann,  Sir  C.E.  (Manohasler) 
Scott,  A.H(  Aahton  underLyno) 
Seavems,  J.  H. 
Seely,MajorJ.  B. 
8haokleton«  David  Jamea 
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Shaw,  Rt  Hon.  T.  (Hawiok,B.) 
Sheehao,  Daniel  Daniel 
Sheehy,  David 
Shipman,  D.John  G. 
Siloock,  Thomas  Ball 
Simon,  John  Allsehrook 
Sinclair,  Rt  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smyth,  Thomas  F.  (Leittim,S.) 
Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanley,  Hn.  A.  Lynlph  (Ghesb. 
Stewart^mith,  D.  (Kendal) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Straus,  B.  a  (Mile  End) 
Strauss,  £.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Sulliyan,  Donal 
Summerbell,  T. 
Sutherland,  J.  R 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 


Tennant,  Sir  Edw.  (Salisbury) 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (Glamorgan,  E. 
Thompson,J.W.H  (Somerset,E. 
Tomkinson,  James 
Toulmin,  George 
Ure,  Alexander 
Vemey,  P.  W. 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walsh,  Stephen 
Walters,  John  Tudor 
Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leeds,  S) 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Ward»  John  (Stoke  uponTrent) 
Ward,  W.Dudley(Southampt*n 
Wason,  JohnCathcart(  Orkney) 
Watt,  H.  Anderson 
Wedgwood,  Josiah  0. 
Weir,  James  Galloway 


White,  Cteorge  (Norfolk)     ^^ 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Wiles,  Thomas 
WiUde,  Alexander 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Williamson,  A. 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  HeniyJ.  (York,  W  R.) 
Wilson^.  W.(Worcestershire,N 
Winfrey,  R. 
Wood,  T.  M*Kinnon 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Huddersrd 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tkllsbs  fob  thb  Aybs — Mr« 
Whiteley  and  Bifr.  J.  A. 
Pease. 


Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.SirAlex.F 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Arkwright,  John  Stanhope 
Amold-Forster,Rt.Hn.HughO. 
Baloarres,  Lord 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood* 
Beach,  Hn.MichaelHugh  Hicks 
Beckett,  Hon.  Gervase 
Bridfloman,  W.  Cflive 
Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 
Carson,  Rt  Hn.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Gave,  George 

Cavendish,  Rt  Hn.  ViotorO.  W. 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  E.) 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glaseow) 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  Rt  Hn.  A.  Akers- 
Fkber,  George  Denison  (York) 
Fell,  Arthur 


NOES. 

Fetherstonhaugh,  Godfrey 
Finch,  Rt  Hn.  George  H. 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 
Gordon,  J.  (Londonderry,  S.) 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Harrison-Broadley,  Col  H.B. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  Geor^ 
Hervey,  F.W.F.(BurySEdm*d8 
Hill,  Sir  Clement  (Shrewsbury) 
Hill,  Henry  Staveley  (StafTsh.) 
Houston,  Robert  Paterson 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Lambton,  Hn.  Frederick  Wm. 
Lane-Fox,  G.  R. 
Long,  RtHn.Walter(Dublin,S) 
Ix>nsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Lyttelton,  Rt  Hn.  Alfred 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 
Bfason,  James  F.  (Windsor) 
Bfeysey-Thompson,  E.  C. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Nieid,  Herbert 


O'Neill.  Hon.  Robert  Torrens  ^ 
Pease,  Herb.  Pike  (Darlington) 
RatcUfif,  Major  R.  F. 
Rawlinson,  JohnFredk.  Peel 
Roberts,  S.  (Sheffield,£cclesall) 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 
Sandys,  Lieut -Col.  Thos.  Myles 
Sloan,  Thomas  Hem  y 
Smith,  Abel  H.  (Hertford,East) 
Smith,  F.£.(Liverpool,  Walton 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Thomson,  W.  Mitchell-(Lanark) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Walrond,  Hn.  Lionel 
Williams,  Col  R.  (Dorset,  W.) 
Wortley,  Rt  Hn.  C.  B.Stuart- 
Younger,  George 

Tbllxbs  lob  thb  Noes — Sir 
Francis  Lowe  and  Captain 
Faber. 


Resolutions  to  be  reported  to-morrow. 


WAYS    AND    MEANS. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
[Mr.  Emmott  (Oldham)  in  the  Chair.] 


Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted 
to  His  Majesty  for  the  Service  of  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1907,  the 
sum  of  £68,52S,S28  be  granted  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  King- 
dom." 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes,  252  ; 
Noes,  64.    (Divisional  List  No.  296.) 


Abndiam,William  (Cork,  N.E.) 
Aoland,  Francis  Dyke 
Apew,  George  William 
Alden,  Percy 
Armitage,R, 

AMiiiitli3t.Hn.Herbert  Henry 
Attburj,  John  Meir 
Atherlmr.Jones,  L. 
BtkBr,&  Jdin  (Portsmouth) 


AYES. 

Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
Barlow,  Perc^  (Bedford) 
Barnard,  E.  B. 
Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 
Beale,  W.  P. 

Beanmont,  W.  C.  B.  (Hexham) 
Beck,  A.  Cecil 
Bellairs,  Garlyon 
Benn,W.(T'w^r  Hamlets,aGeo. 


Berridgd,  T.  H.  D. 
Bertram,  Julius 
Billson,  Alfred 
Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 
Black, Arthur  W.  (Bedfordshire 
Bolton,T.  D.  (Derbyshire,  N.E.) 
Bottomley,  Horatio 
Boulton,  A.  C.  F.  (Ramsey) 
Brace,  William  . 
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Bramsdon,  T.  A. 

Brigg,  John 

Brocklehurst,  W.  B. 

Brooke,  Stopford 

Bryce,  J.  A.(Inv©rn©ss  Burghs) 

Buchanan,  Thomas  Ryburn 

Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Bumyeat,  W.  J.  D. 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Buxton,RtHn.Svdney  Charles 

Byles,  William  PoUard 

Cairns,  Thomas 

Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 

Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKjiight 

Cawley,  Frederick 

Channinc;,  Francis  Allston 

Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 

Clough,  W. 

Coast,Sir  T.Glen  (Renfrew,  W.) 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 

<k)ndon,  Thomas  Jose^m 

Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,C  H  (Sussex,  E.Grinst'd 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A- 

Cory,  Clifford  John 

Cowan,  W.  H. 

Cox,  Harold 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 

Cullman,  J. 

Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 

Dewar,  Arthur  (Edinburgh,  S.) 

Dickson-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 

Dobson,  Thomas  W. 

Duckworth,  James 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Dunne,Major  E.Martin(Walsall 

Fidwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Edwards,  Enoch  (Haaley) 

Edwards,  Frank  (Radnor) 

Elibank,  Master  of 

Ellis,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Edward 

Erskine,  David  C 

Essex,  R.  W. 

Eve,  Harry  Trelawney 

Everett,  R.  Lacey 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ferens,  T.  R. 

Ferguson,  R.  C  Munro 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Field,  William 

Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 

Findlay,  Alexander 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 

FuUerton,  Hugh 

Gill,  A.  H. 

Ginnell,  L. 

Gladstone,Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 

Glendinning,  R.  G. 

Glover,  Thomas 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 

Grey,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward 

Griffith,  ElUs  J. 

Gulland,  John  W. 

Gurdon,  Sir  W.  Brampton 

Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 

Hall,  Frederick 

Harcourt,  Right  Hon.  Lewis 

Hardy,  George  A.  (Suffolk) 

Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (Woro*r) 

Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 

H—Um,  Jamet  (Dwbyibira) 


Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 
Haworth,  Arthur  A. 
Hayden,  John  Patrick 
Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 
Hazleton,  Richard 
Healy,  Timothy  Michael 
Hedges,  A.  Paget 
Helme,  Norval  Watson 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hobart,  Sir  Robert 
Hope,W.Bateman  (Somerset.N 
Hudson,  Walter 
Hyde,  Clarendon 
Illingworth,  Percy  H. 
Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 
Jones,  William(Caraarvonshire) 
Jowett,  F.  W. 
Joyce,  Michael 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Kekewich,  Sir  George 
Kincaid-Smith  Captain 
King,  Alted  John  (Knutsford) 
Lamb,Edmund  G.( Leominster 
Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 
Lambert,  George 
Lamont,  Norman 
Layland-Barratt,  Francis 
Leese,Sir  Joseph  F.(Accrington 
Lehmann,  R.  C. 
Lever,A.Levy  (Essex, Harwich 
Levy,  Maurice 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Lloyd-Greorge,  Rt.  Hon.  David 
Lough,  Thomas 
Lundon,  W. 
Lupton,  Arnold 
Lyell,  Charles  Henry 
Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 
Macyeagh,Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 
MacVeigh,  Charles  (Donegal,£. 
M'Callum,  John  M. 
M*Kenna,  Reginald 
M*Killop,  W. 

M*Laren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 
Mansfield,  H.  Rendall  (Lincoln) 
Marks,G.  Croydon  (Launceston) 
Massie,  J. 
Meehan,  Patrick  A. 
Menziee,  Walter 
Micklem,  Nathaniel 
Mond,  A. 
Montagu,  E.  S. 
Montgomery,  H.  G. 
Mooney,  J.  J. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 
Morrell,  Philip 
Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 
Murphy,  John 

Newnes,  F.  (Notts,  Bassetlaw) 
Newnes,  Sir  George  (Swansea) 
Nicholls,  George 
Nicholson,Char  lesN.  ( Doncast'r 
Nolan,  Joseph 
Norman,  Henry 
Norton*  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nuttall,  Harry 

0*Brien,Kendal  (TipperaryMid 
O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool  ) 
O'Donnell*  C.  J.  (Walworth) 
O'Qrady,  J. 


0'Kelly,James<Roscommoii,K. 
O'MaUey,  William 
0*Mara,  James 
Parker,  James  (Halifax) 
Paul,  Herbert 

Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs.  Leek 
Pearson,  Sir  W.  D.(Colchestei 
Philipps,ColIvor  (S'thampton) 
Philippe,  Owen  C.  (Pembzt>ke) 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Price,C.E.(Edinburgh,  Central) 
Priestley,  Arthur  (Grantham) 
Radford,  G.  H. 
Rainy,  A.  Holland 
Raphael,  Herbert  H. 
Redmond,  John  £.  (Waterford 
Rendall,  Athelstan 
Renton,  Major  Leslie 
Richards,Thomas  (W.Monm'th 
Ri(  kett,  J.  Comptoa 
Roberta,  G.  N.  (Norwich) 
Robert8on,Rt.  Hn.  £.  (Dundee 
Robertson,Sir  G.Scott<Bradrrd 
Robertson,  J.  M  (Tyneside) 
Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
Rose,  Charles  Day 
Rowlands,  J. 
Runciman,  Walter 
Russell,  T.  W. 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
Scott,A.H.(  Ashton  under  Lyne) 
Seavems,  J.  H. 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick,  B.) 
Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
Sheehy,  David 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Simon,  John  Allsebrook 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smyth,Thomas  F.  (Leitrim,  S.) 
Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanley,  Hn.  A.  Lyulph  (Cheah. 
Stewart-Smith,  D.  (Kendal) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edwar 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abindgon) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Summerbell,  T. 
Sutherland,  J.  E. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Tennant,Sir  Edward  (Salisbury 
Thoma8,Sir  A.  (Glamorgan,  E.) 
Thompson,  J.  W.H.(Somenet,E 
Tomlanson,  James 
Toulmin,  Gieorge 
Ure,  Alexander 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Walsh,  Stephen 
Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leeds,  S.) 
Ward,  John  (Stoke-upon-Trent 
Ward,  W.Dudley  (Southanipt*ii 
Wason,  John  Cathcart  (Orlmey 
Watt,  H.  Anderson  • 
Weir,  Jamee  Galloway 
White,  George  (NorfoUc) 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Hali&kx) 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williams,  J|  (Glamorgan) 
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Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R.) 
Wilson,  W.  J.(Worcest©r8h.  N.) 
Winfrey,  R. 


Wood,  T.  M*Kinnon 
Woodhou8e,Sir  J.T.CHudd'rsfd 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 


Tellers  foe  the  Ayes — Mr. 
Whiteley  and  Mr.  J.  A. 
Pease. 


AclAnd-Hood,RtHn.Sir  Alex.F 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Arkwright,  John  Stanhope 
Amold-For8ter,Rt.Hn.Hugh  O. 
Halcarres,  Lord 
Hanbury,  Sir  Frederick  Gleorge 
Banner,  John  S:  Harmood- 
B')ach,Hn'.Miohael  Hugh  Hicks 
IV^ok^tt,  Hon.  Gervase 
Hridgeman,  W.  Clive 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cave,  George 

(^vendi8h,Rt.Hn.  Victor  C.  W. 
Owil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
('•Hjil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
<>^cil,Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  E.) 
Oorbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Corbett.  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Doaglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Faber,  Capt.W.V.  (Hant8.,W.) 
Fell,  Arthur 


NOES. 

Fetherstonhaugh,  Godfrey 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 
Gordon,J.( Londonderry,  South 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Harrison-Broadloy,  Col.  H.  B. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  Grcorge 
Her  vey  ,F.  W.  F.  ( Bury  S.  Edm'ds 
Hill,  Sir  Clement  (Shrewsbury) 
Hill,  Henry  Staveley  (Staff'sh.) 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Lambton,  Hon.  Frederick  Wm. 
Lane-Fox,  G.  R. 
Long,Rt.  Hn.  Walter(Dublin,S. 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Lowo,  Sir  Francis  William 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Maclvor,  David  (Liverpool) 
Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 
Mason,  James  F.  (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson,  E.  C. 
Morpeth,  Vigcount 


Nield,  Herbert 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Pea8e,Herbert  Pike(Darlington 
Ratcliff.  Major  R.  F. 
Rawlinson,John  Frederick  Pee 
Roberts,  S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavoll 
Sandys,  Lieut. -Col.Thos.  My les 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith,  Abel  H.(H-rtford,  East) 
Smith,F.  E.  (Liverpool, Walton 
Star  key,  John  R. 
Thomson,  W.  Mitchell  (Lanark) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Williams,  Col.  R.  (Dorset,  W.) 
Wortloy,Rt.  Hon.  O.B.  Stuart- 
Younger,  George 

Tellers  for  the  Noes — Mr. 
George  Faber  and  Mr. 
Walrond. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That  i      The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  239 
the  Chairman  do  report  this  Resolution  I  Noes,  55.      (Division  List  No.  297.) 
to  the  House.'*  I 


Almbham,  Wm.  (Cork,  N.E.) 

Acland,  Francis  Dyke 

Agnew,  George  William 

Alden,  Percy 

Armitage,  R. 

Asquith,  Rt.  Hn.  Herbert  H. 

Astbury,  John  Meir 

Atherley -Jones,  L. 

Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 

Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  £.  B. 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Beaumont,  W.  0.  B.  (Hexham) 

Beck,  A  Cecil 

Bellairs,  Oarlyon 

Benn,  W.  (TwV  HamletsSGeo 

Berridge,  T.  H.  D. 

Bertram,  Julius 

Billson,  Alfred 

Birrell,  Rt.  Hn.  Augustine 

Black,  Arthur  W.(Bedford8h.) 

Bolton,  T.  D.  (Derby8hire,N.E. 

Bottomley,  Horatio 

Boulton,  A  0.  F.  (Ramsey) 

Brace,  William 

Bramsdon,  T.  A 

Brigg,  John 

BrcSdehurst,  W.  B. 

Bryce,  Rt.  Hn.  Jas.  (Aberdeen) 

Bryoe,  J.  A  (InvemessBurghs 

Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 

Bums,  Rt.  Hn.  John 

Bumyeat,  W.  J.  D. 


AYES. 

Byles,  William  Pollard 

Cairns,  Thomas 

Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 

Causton,  RtHnRichard  Knight 

Cawley,  Frederick 

Channing,  Francis  Allston 

Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 

Clough,  W. 

Coats,  Sir  T.  Glen  (Renfrew,  W. 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thornley 

Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,CH(Sus8exE.  Grinst'd) 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A 

Cory,  Clifford  John 

Cowan,  W.  H. 

Cox,  Harold 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth 

Cremer,  William  Randal 

Cullinan,  J. 

Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 

Dewar,  Arthur  (Edinburgh,  S.) 

Dobson,  Thomas  W. 

Duckworth,  James 

Dunn,  A  Edward  (Camborne) 

Dunne,  Maj.  E  Martin(  Walsall) 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Edwards,  Frank  (Radnor) 

Elibank,  Master  of 

EUis,  Rt.  Hn.  John  Edward 

Ersldne,  David  C 

Essex,  R.  W. 

Eve,  Harry  Trelawney 

Everett,  R.  Lacey 

Fen  wick,  Charles 


Ferens,  T.  R. 
Ferguson,  R.  C.  Mimro 
Ffrenoh,  Peter 
Field,  William 
Fiennes,  Hon.  Ehistace 
Findlay,  Alexander 
Flavin,  ftliohael  Joseph 
Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
FuUerton,  Hugh 
GiU,  A.  H. 
Ginnell,  L. 

Gladstone,  Rt.  Hn.  Herbert  J. 
Glendinning,  R.  G. 
Glover,  Thomas 
Croddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 
Grey,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Edward 
Griffith,  Ellis  J. 
Gulland,  John  W. 
Gurdon,  Sir  W.  Brampton 
Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 
Harcourt,  Right  Hon.  Lewis 
Hardie,  JKeir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 
Hardy,  George  A  (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (Worc*r) 
Harvey,  A  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 
Ha  worth,  Arthur  A 
Hayden,  John  Patrick 
Hazel,  Dr.  A  E. 
Hazleton,  Richard 
Healy,  Timothy  Michael 
Hedges,  A  Paget 
Helme,  Nerval  Watson 
Henderson,  Arthiu*  (Durham) 
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Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hobart,  Sir  Robert j 

Hope,  W.  Bateman  (SomersetN 

Homiman,  EmsUe  John 

Hudson,  Walter 

IlUngworth,  Percy  H. 

Johi^n,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jones,  Wm.  (Camaryonshire) 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 

Kincaid-Smith,  Captain^ 

Lamb,  Edmund  G.  (Leominster 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lambert,  George 

Lament,  Norman 

Layland-Barratt,  Francis 

Leese,  Sir  J.  F.  ( Acorington) 

Lehmann,  R.  G. 

Lever,  A.  Levy  (EsseZfHarwich 

Levy,  Maurice 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

Macdonald,  J.R.  (Leicester) 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S 

MacVeigh,  Chas.  (Donegal,  £.) 

M*OaUum,  John  M. 

M'Kenna,  Reginald 

M*KiUop,  W. 

McLaren,  H.  D.  (Staflford,  W.) 

Mansfield,  H.  Rendall  (Lincoln 

Marks,  G.Croydon(Launceston) 

Massie,  J. 

Meehan,  Patrick  A. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Micklem,  Nathaniel 

Mond,  A. 

Montagu,  £.  S. 

Montgomery,  H.  G. 

Mooney,  J.  J. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

MorreU,  Philip; 

Morse,  L.L.'[' ft 


Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Murphy,  John 

Newnes,  F.  (Notts,  Bassetlaw) 

Nicholls,  George 

Nicholson,  Chas.  N.  (Doncaster 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norman,  Henry 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

Nuttall,  Harry 

O'Brien,  K.  (Tipperary,  Mid) 

O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 

O'Donnell,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 

O'Grady,  J. 

O'Kelly ,  James(  Roscommon,N. 

O'Malley,  William 

O'Mara,  James 

Parker,  James  (Halifax) 

Paul,  Herbert 

Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs.  Leek) 

Pearson,  Sir  W.  D.  Colchester) 

Philippe,  Col.  Ivor  (S'tham'ton) 

Philipps,  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 

Pirie,  DuncantV. 

Price,  Robert  John  (Norfolk,  E. 

Priestley,  Arthur  (Grantham) 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Rainy,  A.  Holland 

Redmond,  John  E.  (Waterford 

RendaU,  Athelstan 

Renton,  Major  Leslie 

Richards,  Tho8.(W.Monm'th) 

Rickett,  J.  Coniiton 

Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 

Robertdon,SirG.Scott(Bradf'rd 

Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 

Robinson  S. 

Rose,  Charles  Day 

Runciman,  Walter 

Russell,  T.  W. 

Samuel,  Herb.  L.  (Cleveland) 

Scott,  AH(A8htonunderLyne) 

Seaverns,  J.  H. 

Shackleton,  David  James 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hn.  T.  (Hawick,  B.) 

Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 


Sheehy,  David 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Simon,  John  Allsebrook 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smyth,  Thomas  F.  (Leitrim,  S. ) 
Spioer,  Sir  Albert 
SUnley,  Hn.  A.  Lyulph  (Chesh. 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Summerbell,  T. 
Sutherland,  J.  E. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Tennant,  Sir  Edw.  (Salisbury) 
Thomas,  Sir  A.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thompson, JWH(Somer8et,  E.) 
Tomkinson,  James 
Toulmin,  George 
Ure,  Alexander 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Walsh,  Stephen 

Walton,  Sir  John  L  (Leeds,  S.) 
Ward,  J.  (Stoke  upon  Trent) 
Ward,  W.  Dudley  (Southa'pt'n 
Wason,  John  C'athcart(  Orkney) 
Watt,  H.  Anderson 
White,  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.(HaUfax) 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.  R) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcester8h.,  N.) 
Winfrey,  R. 
Wood,T.  M*Kinnon 
Wootihouse,  SirJT(Huddersrd. 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes — Mr. 
Whiteley  and  Mr.  J.  A. 
Pease. 


Acland-Hood,RtHnSir  Alex.  F. 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Arkwright,  John  Stanhope 
Arnold -Forster,  Rt.  Hn.  H.  O. 
Balcarros,  Lord 
Bannor,  John  S.  Harmood- 
lieach,  Hn.  Michael  HughHioks 
B?ck'>tt,  Hon.  Gervase 
Bridgeman,  W.  Clive 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cdvo,  (Joorge 

Owen.iiah,Rt.  Hn. Victor  CW. 
Cecil,  lx)rd  John  P.  Joicey- 
Corbott,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Corbott,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Graik,  Sir  Henry 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Faber,  George  Denison  (York) 
Faber,  Capt.  W.  V.  (Hants,  W.) 


NOES. 

Fell,  Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh,  Godfrey 
Finch,  Rt.  Hn.  George  H. 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 
Gordon,J.  (Londonderry,South 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Harrison-Broaclley,  Col.  H.  B. 
Hay,  Hn.  Claude  (ieorge 
Hervey,F.W.F.(BurySEdm*ds) 
Hill,  Sir  Clement  (Shrewsbury) 
Hill,  Henry Staveley  (Staff 'sh.) 
Lane-Fox,  G.  R. 
Long,Rt.  Hn.  Walter  (Dublin.S 
Lyttleton,  Rt.  Hn.  Alfred 
Maolver,  David  (Liverpool) 
Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 
Mason,  James  F.  (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson,  E.  C. 
0*Neill,^Hon.  RobertjTorrens 


Pease,  Herb.  Pike  (Darlington) 
Ratoliff,  Major  R.  F. 
Roberts,  S.  (Sheffield,  Ecolesall 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith,  Abel  H.  (Hertford,  East 
Smith,F.E.(Liverpool,  Walton) 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Thomson,  W.  Mitchell-(Lanark 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Walrond,  Hon.  Lionel 
Williams,  Col.  R.  (Dorset,  W.) 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Younger,  George 

Tellers  for  tub  NoBs--Sir 
Frederick  Banbuiy  and 
Mr.  Lonsdale. 


Resolution  to  be  reported  tO*morrow. 
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MUSICAL    COPYRIGHT    BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone, Leeds, W.)  appealed  to  the  House  to 
pas3  the  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill.  His 
hon.  friend  the  Member  for  the  Scotland 
division  of  Liverpool  had  brought  the 
Bill  to  this  stage,  and  it  was  supported 
by  three  leaders  of  Parties  in  this  House. 
When  it  had  reached  the  Committee 
stage  the  Government  intervened  and 
adopted  the  Bill,  because  they  thought 
that  a  serious  injustice  was  entailed 
upon  composers  as  the  law  now  stood.  It 
had  been  said  that  they  had  intervened 
because  of  the  action  taken  by  large 
firms.  All  he  could  sav  was  that  that  was 
not  so  in  his  case.  For  some  two  years 
he  had  felt  that  grave  hardship  had 
been  imposed,  not  upon  large  and  in- 
fluential firms  who  were  well  able  to  take 
care  of  themselves,  but  upon  the  com- 
posers of  songs,  especially  composers 
of  the  best  songs,  who  had  been  very 
unf  airiy  dealt  with.  He  might  be  carried 
away  because  of  some  interest  on  his 
part  in  the  musical  profession  and  in 
the  art  of  music.  He  must  confess  that 
in  regard  to  the  Members  who  offered 
opposition  to  this  Bill  he  had  not  observed 
that  any  of  them  were  connected  with  the 
musical  profession,  or,  gifted  as  they  were 
in  other  respects,  endowed  with  musical 
talents.  It  seemed  to  him  that,  as  he  was 
to  some  extent  associated  with  the  musical 
profession  for  many  years,  he  had  a 
particular  interest  in  this  question.  As 
the  (Jovemment  had  only  intervened 
in  support  of  the  Bill  at  a  late  stage  it 
was  obvious  that  they  were  not  respon- 
sible for  the  original  drafting  of  the 
measure.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  did 
not  intervene  imtil  the  session  was 
drawing  to  a  close  and  until  the  Bill  had 
reached  the  Committee  stage.  The 
Government  had  considered  the  matter 
and  were  prepared  to  meet  the  objec- 
tions of  some  of  his  hon.  friends  below 
the  Gangway  who  said  that  the  Bill 
would  have  a  very  drastic  effect  if  it 
was  passed  in  its  present  form.  He 
thought  his  hon.  friend  in  charge  of 
the  Bill  would  not  only  admit  that 
Ids  Amendments  were  satisfactory  to 
those  hon.  Gentlemen,  but  also  recognise 
their  perfect  sincerity  of  purpose  in  object- 


ing to  certain  portions  of  the  Bill,  and  in 
pointing  out  certain  dangers  which 
might  attend  the  passing  of  some  of  its 
provisions.  The  Government  were  pre- 
pared to  meet  the  desires  and  wishes  of 
hon.  Members  who  had  put  forward 
reasonable  objections  to  the  Bill.  They 
had  therefore  drawn  up  Amendments 
which  they  had  submitted  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  had  taken  a  leading  part  in 
criticising  the  Bill.  He  understood  that 
all  the  hon.  Members  were  favourably 
disposed  towards  those  Amendments. 
They  had  amended  the  Bill  so  that  there 
should  be  no  imprisonment  for  a  first 
offence.  They  had  also  provided  that 
the  printer,  as  well  as  the  hawker, 
should  be  liable,  and  they  had  limited  the 
power  of  arrest  without  warrant.  The 
proposals  which  they  should  bring  for- 
ward in  another  place  were  first  of  all 
that  no  proceedings  were  to  be  taken 
in  respect  of  any  offence  committed 
before  the  music  was  registered  at 
Stationers*  Hall,  whether  the  music  was 
published  in  England  or  abroad.  In 
the  second  place,  they  would  propose 
that  no  arrest  was  to  be  made  without 
the  authority  of  the  owner  of  the  copy- 
right, who  should  give  the  titles  of  the 
copyright  works  in  regard  to  which 
infringement  was  complained  of,  the  par- 
ticulars being  addressed  to  the  chief  police 
inspector  of  the  district.  Then  to  meet 
the  point  that  a  hawker  might  innocently 
purchase  pirated  copyrighted  music  he 
proposed  another  Amendment.  The  Bill 
provided  that  the  hawker  should  prove 
his  innocence,  and  if  he  did  so  he  should 
escape  any  penalty,  and  the  point  of  their 
third  proposal  was  that  if  no  conclusive 
proof  coidd  be  adduced  either  way,  and 
that  might  happen  occasionally  or  even 
frequently,  the  hawker,  if  it  was  his  first 
offence, would  not  be  liable  to  any  penalty. 
The  effect  of  the  Amendment  would  be 
where  there  was  the  printer's  and  pub- 
lisher's name  upon  the  music  to  throw 
the  onus  of  proof  upon  the  prosecutor. 
The  fourth  Amendment  was  that  there 
should  be  an  appeal  to  Quarter  Sessions. 
He  hoped  these  Amendments  would 
satisfy  hon.  Members  who  opposed  the 
Bill,  and  that  they  would  now  allow  it  to 
go  through. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time.*"" 
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♦Mr.  J.  D.  WHITE  (Dumbartonshire) 
said  his  opposition  to  this  Bill  as  it 
stood  was  based  not  on  a  knowledge  o! 
music  but  on  a  desire  to  safeguard  the 
liberties  of  innocent  people.  He  was 
opposed  to  musical  piracy  as  much  as 
anyone,  but  he  held  that  such  new  and 
drastic  provisions  should  l>e  qualified  by 
proper  safeguards.  He  considered  that  no 
proceedings  should  be  t*iken  imless  the 
piece  of  music  upon  which  the  prosecu 
tion  was  founded  had  been  registered  be- 
fore the  connuissionof  the  alleged  offence. 
In  the  case  of  music  which  had  first  been 
printed  abroad  in  a  country  not  within 
the  international  conventions  no  copy- 
right could  be  subsequently  obtained  here, 
and  yet  he  had  been  informed  that  in 
some  such  cases  there  hud  been  what  was 
really  a  bogus  claim  to  copyright.  His 
principal  objections  to  the  measure  as  it 
stood  had  been  substantially  met  by  the 
proposals  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary,  and  he  would  only 
suggest  that  proper  facilities  should  be 
given  to  the  public  to  consult  the  list  of 
prohibited  music.  In  view  of  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  he  would 
not  move  the  Motion  standing  in  his  name, 
but  at  the  same  time  he  expressed  no 
opinion  as  to  how  these  Amendments 
would  read  when  put  into  the  Bill,  and 
reserved  the  right  of  subsequent  criticism. 

*Mr.  MORTON  (Sutherland)  said  he 
had  no  objection  to  the  Bill  itself 
as  a  whole.  He  only  opposed  the  one 
portion  which  said  that  a  man  must 
be  considered  guilty  unless  he  could 
prove  his  innocence.  That  clause  ought 
to  be  taken  out  altogether.  No  Gk>vem- 
ment  ought  to  put  into  a  British  Act 
of  Parliament  such  a  clause  as  t)at. 
He  expressed  the  hope  that  in  another 
plaoe  they  would  take  a  more  enlightened 
view  and  delete  the  clause.  If  the 
Government  once  adopted  this  retrograde 
and  un-British  legislation,  and  put 
objectionable  clauses  of  this  character 
into  Acts  of  Parliament,  they  were  bound 
to  come  t4)  grief. 

♦Mr.  BVLKS  (Saltord)  said  that  when 
the  Bill  first  came  before  the  House 
it  was  said  that  there  was  no  objection 
lO  it,  that  in  fact  everybody  waa  in 
favour  o£  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
deserved  no  credit  for  the  Amundmeuts  he 


had  moved,  and  he  (Mr.  Byles)  was  willing 
to  let  the  Bill  go  through  as  it  was, 
being  satisfied  that  these  Amendments 
had  been  put  in.  Those  who  opposed 
the  Bill,  however,  were  entitled  to  the 
credit,  and  they  had  been  subjected 
to  a  good  deal  of  obloquy  in  the  matter. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland 
Division  of  Liverpool  had  several  times 
said,  in  trying  to  get  it  through,  that 
the  Bill  was  agreed  to  on  all  sides. 
After  the  critics  of  the  measure  had  ex- 
posed the  weakness  and  mischief  that 
lurked  in  it  men  began  to  read  the 
Bill,  and  the  divisions  disclosed  the 
fact  that  many  eminent  lay^ers  and 
old  and  respected  Members  of  the 
House  were  of  their  way  of  thinking. 
He  considered  that  that  result  and  tiie 
Amendments  made  by  the  (Government 
were  a  complete  justification  for  their 
opposition.  He  was  glad  to  think  th%t 
the  Bill  would  become  law  in  a  condition 
far  less  objectionable  than  when  first 
introduced,  though  it  was  not  satisfactory 
even  now.  He  only  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  care  to  induce  the 
Upper  House  to  insert  the  promised 
Amendments. 

Mr.  LUPTON  thanked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  for 
having  granted  some  of  the  Amendments 
asked  for.  He  desired  to  put  to  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  a  question  with 
reference  to  the  Ust  that  the  pub- 
Usher  had  to  send  to  the  police  stating 
the  music  which  was  not  to  be  sold  bv 
"  pirates."  He  believed  it  was  under- 
stood that  a  copy  of  that  list  was  to 
be  supplied  to  any  member  of  the  pubUc 
who  applied  for  it. 

*Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  he  should  not 
like  to  give  a  definite  opinion  on  the 
point.  He  confessed  he  saw  at  present 
no  objection  to  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  but  he  would  give  further  considera- 
tion to  the  matter. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

♦Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  (Hackney,  8.)  said 
he  was  surprised  that  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill  had  never  been  explained  to  the 
House  by  any  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  he  did  not  see  his  way  two 
nights  in  succession  blindly  to  follow 
His  Majesty's  Government  into  the 
division  lobby.  He  was  present  in  pur- 
suance of  that  much  debated  thing 
called  a  mandate  to  resist  any  legislation 
of  th-i  character  contemplated  by  this 
Bill.  This  measure  came  before  the 
House  under  these  circumstances.  A 
month  ago  the  Home  Secretary  was 
approached  by  a  deputation  asking  him 
to  deal  with  what  was  alleged  to  be  the 
serious  evils  of  street  betting.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  expressed  sympathy 
with  the  idea,  and  suggested  that  some- 
body should  introduce  a  Bill  on  the  lines 
of  Lord  Davey's  Bill  which  was  brought 
in  in  another  place  last  year,  and  said 
that  he  would  be  disposed  to  look' 
favourably  upon  it.  He  (Mr.  Bottomley) 
ventured  to  take  up  the  suggestion 
and  proposed  the  outline  of  a  Bill 
which  he  thought  contained  all  the 
provisions  necessary  to  stamp  out  what 
every  man  must  admit  to  be  an  institu- 
tion which  if  possible  it  was  most  desirable 
to  get  out  of  existence.  But  his  pro- 
posal was  received  with  the  derision 
which  perhaps  his  presumption  merited. 
Time  passed  and  other  deputations 
waited  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  ultimately  an  hon.  Member  intro- 
duced a  Bill  called  the  Street  Betting 
Bill  which  after  the  First  Reading  was 
suddenly  dropped  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House.  This  Bill  came 
down  from  another  place,  and  was  the 
second  adopted  child  of  His  Majesty's 
Government.  As  to  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  felt  as  much  pride  in 
it  as  in  the  other  he  did  not  know,  but  he 
ventured  to  express  some  surprise 
that  the  strongest  Government  of  all 
time  should  find  it  necessary  a*  the  fag  end 
of  the  session  in  order  to  get  on  the  Statute- 
book  some  permanent  record  of  its 
legislative  genius,  to  resort  to  the 
expedient  of  disappointed  and  desperate 
women — to  adopt  a  nondescript  off- 
spring and  thrust  it  upon  the   House 


without  even  giving  it  a  decent  christen- 
ing or  any  kind  of  introduction.  If 
the  intention  of  the  Government  was  to 
stamp  out  the  evil  of  betting,  surely  it  was 
strong  enough  to  have  dropped  the 
system  of  instalment  legislation  in 
regard  to  this  measure,  and  to  have  said 
that  they  would  grapple  with  the  whole 
difficulty,  suppress  it,  and  make  it 
illegal  in  every  shape  and  form.  He 
did  protest  against  the  hypocritical 
spirit  which  underlay  a  measure  of 
this  land,  which  asked  the  public  out- 
side to  believe  that  this  House  was  the 
enemy  of  all  forms  of  betting,  but  had 
no  more  courage  than  to  put  its  hand 
on  the  man  who  put  his  shilling  on  a 
horse  in  the  street,  leaving  the  rich 
and  middle-class  gambler  absolutely 
free.  He  heard  with  a  sense  of  guilt  the 
impeachment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Louth  when  he  said 
that  the  Liberal  Party  once  in  power  was 
more  one-sided  and  more  intolerant  in 
its  legislation  than  any  Tory  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) :  I 
said  it  was  easier  to  get  jobs  through  the 
Liberal  Partv. 

« 

*Mr.  bottomley  said  it  was  another 
aspect  of  the  same  matter.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  used  the  phrase 
that  Liberal  majorities  were  in  the  habit 
of  foisting  upon  this  House  measures  of  a 
character  which  hitherto  he  thought 
were  the  prerogative  of  Tory  Govern- 
ments. The  House  was  to-night  asked 
to  pass  a  Street  Betting  Bill  which  could 
do  no  possible  good.  He  objected  to 
it  first  because  it  was  class  legislation 
in  its  worst  form.  It  touched  the  Uttle 
man,  and  left  out  the  middle-class  and 
big  man  entirely.  He  objected  to  it 
even  more  strongly  because  it  would 
have  no  other  result  thtui  to  aggravate 
the  evil.  If  they  removed  the  little 
man  from  the  street,  agencies  would 
spring  up  in  every  workshop  and  factory 
in  the  land.  They  could  not  stamp 
out  the  instinct  of  a  little  gambling 
excitement  in  the  human  breast.  There 
would  arise  little  amateur  bookmakers  in 
factories  and  workshops,  bringing  facili- 
ties and  temptations  under  the  very  noses 
of  men.  As  an  example,  let  them  take 
the  town  of  Crewe.     There  were  only  two 
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bookmakers  in  that  town  ten  years  ago,    motets  of  the  Bill  objected  to    betting 


and  they  carried  on  their    business   as 
street  bookmakers.     A  mistaken  enthusi- 
asm on  the  part  of  the  authorities  drove 
those  men  out  of  existence.      There  were 
to-day  fifty  bookmakers  carrj-ing  on  a 
lucrative   business  in  Crewe   in  oflices, 
shops,    and    works,     and   the     betting 
g:ing   on   among  the    workmen   to-day 
in    Crewe    was    a    hundred-fold    greater 
than  when  two  men  carried  on  business 
in    the    streets.     As    regarded    the    ex- 
clusion in   favour   of   betting   on    race- 
courses, he  might  point  out  that  on  a 
big  race  day,  such  as  the  Derby,  there 
was  more   betting  than  in  the   streets 
and  betting  offices  throughout  the  year. 
.  Yet  the  Government  said  that  workmen 
might  go  to  the  race-course  and  bet  as 
much     as    they    liked.     To    test    how^ 
thoroughly  this  matter  was  understood 
in    the    constituency    of    Clitheroe,    the 
hon.  Member  for  which  had  opposed  his 
Bill,   he   got   a   petition   signed   by  the 
chief   inspector    of   police,     by    various 
other    members    of    the    police    force, 
ministers   of  every  denomination;    and 
one   Catholic   priest   made   it    the  text 
of  his  sermon  and  urged  his  congregation 
to    sign    it.     The    petition   lay    in   the 
House  to-day.     There  was  not  a  police 
official    whom    he    had    privately    con- 
sulted,   and    he    had    consulted    many, 
who  did  not  say  that  any  such  provisions 
as  this  Bill  contained  would  not  grapple 
with  this  evil.     He  ventured  to  say  that 
this  was  another  of  those  blind  acts  of 
surrender  to  Nonconformist    and    other 
ecclesiastical  influences  which  told  them 
that  they  had  to   put  on  the  Statute- 
book      a      lot    of     puritanical     social 
legislation  of  this  character.     [Cries  of 
"  No."]    He  asked  the   Government  to 
tell  the   House  what  was  their    object 
in  this  Bill.     If  they   said  that  street 
betting  per  se  constituted  the  bane  of 
the    working    men     of     this     country, 
then  they    were    bound  to    go  a     step 
further     and    show     that    suppression 
of  the  street  bookmaker  would    remove 
that  danger.     In  proportion  as  they  re- 
moved the  street  bookmaker    from  the 
obcorvation  of  the  police  and  from  places 
where  he  could  be  freely  dealt  with  under 
by-laws,  local  Acts,  and  the  general  law 
of  the  countr}%  they  increased  the  facili- 
ties   for     betting  in  all  the  workshops 
and  factories  of  the  land.     If  the  pro- 
^fr,  Bottoml^t/. 


he   was    surprised  that  they    had    not 
the    courage     to      tackle     the     whole 
thing   and  say  that  betting  altogether 
should    be    suppressed.    He    protested 
against    this    method    of   adopting    the 
legislation  of  "  another  place  "  without 
receiving    any    explanatory    statement. 
The  Bill  was  not  called  for;  there  had 
been  no  demand  for  it.     It  was   never 
put  before  any  of  the  constituencies  at  the 
late  election.     It  would  do  harm  rather 
than  good.     He  did  not  say  this  with  any 
desire  to  increase  betting  facilities  among 
working  men.    He  should   like   to   see 
every   working   man    give    up    betting, 
but  it  was  mere  hypocrisy  to  pretend  that 
he  would.    He  would  be  no  party  to  a 
piece  of  class  legislation  of  this  kind.    li 
they    suppressed    street    betting,    they 
would  increase  the  evil  indoors  where  it 
would  be  free  from  public  supervision 
and    control.    He    begged    to      move 
'*  That  this  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
upon  this  day  six  months.' 


» 


*Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  (Shoieditch.  Hox- 
ton),  in  seconding  the  Amendment,  said 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Haokney  had 
very  properly  shown  that  the  evils  which 
the  promoters  of  this  Bill  desired  to  re- 
move  would  not   really  be  cured  by 
the  provisions  of  tho  measure.    It  was  a 
Bill  whioh  made  one  law  for  the  rich  and 
another  for  the  poor.    It  was  notorious 
that  at  this  moment  there  were  in  the 
West  End  of  London  offices  loiown  to 
the  police,  and  to  persons  who  desired 
to   engage   in   betting,    where    betting 
could  be  indulged  in.     If  any  man  in 
humbler  circumstances  desired  to  do  that 
which  the  rich  were  allowed  to  do,  he  was 
made  to  suffer  the  full   penalty  of  the 
law.    He  was  not  alone  in  opposing  this 
Bill.     Mr.  Wharton,  who  took  very  great 
interest  in  this  Bill  when  it  was  before 
Parliament    in    previous    sessions,    was 
satisfied    that    it    would    not    in    any 
proper  fashion  cope  with  the  gigantic 
evil     which     the     promoters      of     the 
measure  desired  to  remove.    That  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  wide  Parliamentary 
experience    and    was    well    known    as 
a  keen  and  most  earnest  social  reformer. 
But  he  submitted  that  the  way  in  which 
they  should  endeavour  to  reduce  street 
betting  was  by  imposing  a  fine  so  heavy 
that^  it  would  jnot  be  worth  while  for  the 
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bookmaker  to  pursue  his  business  in  the 
streets.  Under  this  Bill,  however,  an 
ignorant  and  practically  an  innocent 
person  who  had  no  knowledge  of  the 
law  nor  of  the  powers  of  the  law  might 
go  and  bet  with  a  bookmaker  in  the 
street  and  subject  himself  to  very 
serious  penalties.  That  seemed  to  him 
utterly  unreasonable,  when  this  igno- 
ant  person  knew  that  he  was  only  doing 
what  rich  men  were  doing  elsewhere  with 
impunity.  The  Government  by  this 
measure  were  making  one  law  for  the 
rich  in  the  West  End  and  another  law 
for  the  poor  man  in  the  streets  of  the 
E:ist  End.  This  was  an  attempt  to 
pander  to  sentimentality  and  a  bit  of 
shop-window  dressing  for  the  Noncon- 
formist conscience.  The  evils  connected 
with  betting  must  be  dealt  with  in  a 
different  spirit  and  by  different  methods, 
and  therefore  he  begged  to  second  the 
Motion. 

Amendment    proposed — 

**  To  leave  out  the  word  '  now,'  and  at  the 
end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  *  upon 
this  day  three  months.' " — {Mr  BoUomley,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

*Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hoxton  had  stated  that  this 
Bill  had  been  introduced  to  satisfy  the 
Nonconformist  conscience.  But  what 
were  the  real  facts  ?  The  Bill  had  come 
from  the  House  of  Lords,  and  special 
influence  had  been  brought  to  bear  on 
himself  to  forward  its  progress  by  a  most 
influential  deputation  from  both  Houses  of 
Convocation.  The  general  law  with  which 
the  authorities  had  had  to  deal  on  this 
question  was  that  where  an  obstruction 
in  the  street  was  caused  a  fine  not  ex- 
ceeding £5  could  be  imposed.  There 
were  in  many  places  by-laws  providing 
for  the  imposition  of  a  fine  not  exceeding 
£b  for  street  betting ;  and  in  some  large 
towns  it  was  possible  under  the  provisions 
of  local  Acts  to  inflict  heavier  penalties 
for  second  or  subsequent  offences.  But 
the  present  system  of  fines  was  wholly 
insufficient ;  and  some  of  these  betting 
men  snapped  their  fingers  in  the  face 
of  the  police.  The  magistrates  said 
that  this  street  betting  was  a  great 
national  evil,  and  he  agreed.  Every 
one  knew  that  under  the  existing  law 


there  was  no  power  of    imprisonmenc 
for    street    betting.     The    question    of 
dealing  with  the  evil  had  been  \mder  the 
consideration  of  a  Committee  who  had 
gone  very  thoroughly  into  the  matter, 
takinor    a    large    amount    of    evidence, 
and    that    Committee,   which    included 
Lord  Davey,  Lord  Aberdeen,  Lord  Comp- 
ton,  Lord  Durham,  Lord  James  of  Here- 
ford, had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  this 
was  an  evil  that  ought  to  be  dealt  with  by 
legislation.    Hence  their  Report  and  th^ 
Bill.    It  had  been  conclusively  proved  by 
inquiry  by  a  House  of  Lords  Committee 
that  the  practice  of  betting  in  the  streets 
had  increased  enormously  of  late  years, 
and  had  resulted  in  much  evil  among  the 
working  classes.    It  appeared  that  these 
street  bookmakers  betted  not  only  with 
men    but    with    women    and    children. 
The  Committee  recommended,  in  view 
of  the  acknowledged  evils  which  existed, 
that  there  should  be  further  legislation, 
and   they   also   recommended   amongst 
other  things  that  the  magistrates  should 
have    power    to    send    bookmakers    to 
prison  without  the  option  of  a  fine  for 
inducing  boys  and  youths  to  gamble. 
They    also    recommended    that    there 
should  be  a  £10  fine  for  a  first  offence, 
£20  for  a  second  offence,  and  £50  for 
any    subsequent    offence    with    power 
to  send  a  bookmaker  to  prison  without 
the  option  of  a  fine.    These  were  the 
recommendations    which    the    Govern- 
ment had  adopted.    There   were  cases 
given    in    which    one    bookmaker    had 
been  fined  fifty-four  times  in  four  years  ; 
twenty-one    had    been    fined    eighteen 
times  ;       twenty-six    seventeen    times  ; 
twenty-eight  twelve  times  and  so  forth. 
The    total    number    of    summary    con- 
victions   during   the    last    three    years 
in  the  Metropolitan  Police  district  was 
no   less  than   6,263,  and  the  significant 
fact  was  that  the  number  of  persons 
convicted  only  numbered  1,882.    In  the 
evidence    before    the    House    of    Lords 
Committee  the  case  of  a  man  who  was 
fined   £5   was   quoted.     The   man   said 
he   hoped   the    magistrates   would   not 
trouble  him  next  time  to  come  to  the 
Court,  but  he  should  be  happy  if  fined 
again    to    send    the    £5.     The    present 
state  of  the  law  was  farcical,  and  the  only 
question  was  whether  this  Bill  was  the 
right  way  of  dealing  with  it.     If  betting 
men    were    licensed    the    House    would 


8G7 


Street 


(COMMONS} 


Betting  Bill, 


868 


have  to  make  bets  recoverable.  This 
Bill  was  not  directed  against  the  poor 
man's  betting  at  all,  and  if  betting 
were  removed  from  the  streets  there 
were  plenty  of  opportunities  for  the 
working  man  to  bet  as  much  as  he 
chose.  Let  him  bet  with  his  friends. 
He  was  no  purist  in  this  matter,  but  every- 
one knew  the  difference  between  the  evils 
of  hettin-^  with  a  bookmaker  and  backing 
one's  opinion  with  a  friend.  They  did 
not  wish  to  interfere  with  anybody's 
freedom,  but  they  '^vished  to  stop  the 
weaker  brother  and  women  and  children 
from  ruining  themselves.  They  al?:0 
wished  to  save  our  streets  from  what 
they  considered  a  scandal.  He  should 
like  to  abolish  betting  on  racecourses, 
but  it  was  a  big  question,  and  must  be 
done  by  a  direct  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  this  was  a  smaller  question  which 
they  were  going  to  deal  with  separately 
by  this  Bill. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said  he  was  entirely  in  favour  of  this 
Bill,  but  he  desired  to  see  it  carried 
further.  What  he  wished  to  know 
was  this:  If  this  Bill  was  carried  it 
had  occurred  to  him  that  it  might  be 
made  to  apply  to  bets  made  by  telegraph, 
and  he  did  not  see  why  it  should  not. 
Through  the  telegraph  the  Government 
was  made  the  means  of  betting  all  through 
the  country,  and  received  a  revenue  from 
it.  He  hoped,  therefore,  it  would  not 
be  going  too  far  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that,  so  far  as  the  Government 
could  do  it,  betting  by  telegram  should 
be  prohibited.  If  that  were  done,  he 
thought  they  would  have  gone  a  great 
way  to  make  this  Bill  a  success. 

Mr.  J.  W.  WILSON  (WorcesterHhiro, 
N.)  said  that  tl'.e  Committee  which 
considered  this  Bill  had  had  before 
them  not  only  this  year  but  last  applica- 
tions and  petitions  from  large  towns 
in  the  north  in  favour  of  these  very 
powers.  And,  in  fact,  the  powers  given 
by  this  Bill  had  been  in  force  during 
all  the  present  year  in  Halifax  and 
Acx^rington.  At  least  three  Bills  giving 
these  same  powers  to  certain  towns 
had  gone  through  both  Houses,  and  the 
working  classes  in  those  towns  had 
deliberately  supported  their  local  bodies 
in  obtaining  them.     He  felt  that  these 

Mr,  dlwhtmf'. 


powers  ought  to  be  extended.  It  was 
not  a  question  of  making  a  new  law, 
but  of  making  an  old  law  more  efficient. 
He  believed  that  there  was  no  measure 
before  Parliament  that  would  receive 
such  universal  acceptance  as  this,  and 
he  was  only  surprised  that  such  a  Bill 
should  have  come  down  year  after  year 
from  the  Lords  and  never  have  been 
taken  up  by  the  Government  then  in. 
power. 

Mr.  SHACKLETON  (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe)  said  the  Bill  before  the  House 
was  not  satisfactory  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned.  There  were  no  doubt  good 
reasons  for  Clause  2,  but  he  could  assure 
the  House  that  he  and  those  associated 
with  him  were  quite  as  anxious  to  get  at 
the  professional  better  in  the  ring  as 
the  other.  In  their  opinion  the  man 
in  the  ring  was  equally  guilty.  He 
hoped  the  right  hojx.  Gentleman  would 
consider  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Trinity  College  and  give  effect 
to  it  in  this  Bill.  If  he  di(\  the  Labour 
Party  would  give  him  all  the  support 
they  could.  There  was  no  doubt  as  to 
the  views  of  the  Labour  Party  in  this 
House.  He  knew  the  temptation  put 
in  the  way  of  the  working  men.  The 
working  men  were  as  anxious  as  any- 
body to  deal  with  the  matter.  They 
desired  to  curtail  this  evil  but  not  in 
the  way  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Hackney,  by  registration,  and 
elevating  the  betting  man  to  a  position 
of  respectability.  The  object  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Hackney  was  to  make 
the  bookmaker  a  respectable  tradesman 
with  an  open  door  into  his  office.  The 
working  men  were  not  prepared  to  do 
that.  What  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  about  Clitheroe  was  true,  but  the 
paragraph  inserted  in  the  paper  to 
which  he  had  referred  asking  that  the 
bookmaker  and  other  persons  connected 
with  betting  should  be  put  under  super- 
vision and  control  was  elipped  in  b\  a 
trick. 

*Mr.  BOTTOMLEY:  Has  anyone 
withdrawn    his    signature  ? 

Mr.  SHACKLETON  said  he  had 
received  hundreds  of  postcards  from 
his  constituents  who  said  they  ha<l  8'gne<l 
the   petition  under  a   misapprehcr.soi. 
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He  had  heard  from  the  Temperance  As- 
60oiation,  the  Free  Churoh  Council,  and 
many  ministers  of  religion  pointing  out 
how  they  had  been  **  let  in."  He  had  the 
honour  of  fightiqg  a  gentleman  on  this 
question  at  the  last  election  who  backed 
up  betting  in  his  add  ress,  saying  that  every 
man  ought  to  be  allowed  to  put  a  shilli  ng 
on  a  gee-gee.  He  beat  his  opponent 
by  over  8,000  votes,  which,  he  took 
it,  was  a  better  record  of  what  his  con- 
stituency thought  al^out  betting  than 
any  such  trick  as  he  had  referred  to.  He 
would  be  prepared  to  support  the  Second 
Read'ng  of  this  Bill,  but  on  the  strict 
understanding  that  if  there  was  an  oppor- 
tunity of  dealing  with  street  betting  in 
a  wider  sense  he  should  support  it. 


Mr.   MACVEAGH   (Down,   S.)   asked 
whether  the  Bill  applied  to  Ireland. 

An  HON.  MEMBER  :    It  does. 


Mr.  LUPTON  said  he  had  been  for 
many    years    an    ardent  •opponent    of 

street  bett'ng  but  it  was  impossible  to 
support  this  measure.  [Orie.-*  ofy*  Divide.*'] 
If  it  were  right  to  put  down  Bilk  for 
discussion  at  one  o'cMjk  in  the  mornng 
it  was  right  that  they  should  be  dis- 
cussed at  that  hour — [The  further  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  were  renderei  in- 
audible by  cries  of  "  Divide "  and 
Order."] 


C( 


Mr.  CLOUGH  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Question 
be  now  put." 

Question,  ''  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  "  That  the  word  *  now ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put  accord- 
ingly, and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted  for  to-moirow. 


NAVY  AND  ARMV  EXPENDITURE, 

1904-5. 

Resolutions  reported. 

Whereas  it  appears  by  the  Navy 
Appropriation  Account  for  the  year 
ended  the  31st  day  of  March,  1905,  and 
the  statement  appended  thereto,  as  fol- 
lows, viz. : — 

(a)  That  the  gross  expenditure  for  cer- 
tain Navy  Services  exceeded  the  estimate 
of  such  expenditure  by  a  total  sum  of 
£415,439  18s.  8d.,  as  shown  in  Column 
No.  1  of  the  Schedule  hereto  appended, 
while  the  gross  expenditure  for  other 
Navy  Services  fell  short  of  the  estimate 
of  such  expenditure  by  a  total  sum  of 
£449,539  13s.  7d.,  as  shown  in  Column  No. 

2  of  the  said  appended  Schedule,  so  that 
the  gross  actual  expenditure  for  the 
whole  of  the  Navy  Services  fell  short  of  the 
gross  estimated  expenditure  by  the  net 
sum  of  £34,099  Us.  lid. 

(6)  That  the  receipts  in  aid  of  certain 
Grants  for  Navy  Services  fell  short  of  the 
total  estimated  receipts  by  the  sum  of 
£80,479  68.  lOd.,  as  shown  in  Column  No. 

3  of  the  said  appended  Schedule,  while  the 
receipts  in  aid  of  other  Navy  Services 
exceeded  the  estimate  of  such  receipts  by 
a  total  sum  of  £76,198  8s.  9d.,  as  shown 
in  Column  No.  4  of  the  said  appended 
Schedule,  so  that  the  total  actual  receipts 
in  aid  of  the  Grants  for  Navy  Services 
fell  short  of  the  total  estimated  receipts 
by  the  net  sum  of  £4,280  18s.  Id. 

(o)  That  the  resulting  differences 
between  the  Exchequer  Grants  for 
Navy  Services  and  the  net  expenditure 
are  as  follows,  viz. : — 

£  8.    d. 

Total  Surpluses  •  -  455,107  18  8 
Total  Deficits  -        -  425,289    1  10 


Net  Surplus  -  £29,818  16  10 

And  whereas  the  Lords  Commissioners 
of  His  Majesty's  Treasury  have  tem- 
porarily authorised  the  application,  in 
reduction  of  the  net  charge  on  Exchequer 
Grants  for  certain  Navy  Services,  of  the 
whole  of  the  sums  received  in  excess  of 
the  estimated  Appropriation-in-Aid,  in 
respect  of  the  same  Services,  and  have 
also  temporarily  authorised  the  applica- 
tion of  so  much  of  the  said  total  surpluses 
on   certain   Grants  for  Navy  Services  as 
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have  to  make  bets  recoverable.  This 
Bill  was  not  directed  against  the  poor 
man's  betting  at  all,  and  if  betting 
were  removed  from  the  streets  there 
were  plenty  of  opportunities  for  the 
working  man  to  bet  as  much  as  he 
chose.  Let  him  bet  with  his  friends. 
He  was  no  purist  in  this  matter,  but  every- 
one knew  the  difference  between  the  evils 
of  betting  with  a  bookmaker  and  backing 
one's  opinion  with  a  friend.  They  did 
not  wish  to  interfere  with  anybody's 
freedom,  but  they  wished  to  stop  the 
weaker  brother  and  women  and  children 
from  ruining  themselves.  They  also 
wished  to  save  our  streets  from  what 
they  considered  a  scandal.  He  should 
like  to  abolish  betting  on  racecourses, 
but  it  was  a  big  question,  and  must  be 
done  by  a  direct  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  this  was  a  smaller  question  which 
they  were  going  to  deal  with  separately 
by  this  Bill. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  (DubUn  University) 
said  he  was  entirely  in  favour  of  this 
Bill,  but  he  desired  to  see  it  carried 
further.  What  he  wished  to  know 
was  this:  If  this  Bill  was  carried  it 
had  occurred  to  him  that  it  might  be 
made  to  apply  to  bets  made  by  telegraph, 
and  he  did  not  see  why  it  should  not. 
Through  the  telegraph  the  Government 
was  made  the  means  of  betting  all  through 
the  country,  and  received  a  revenue  from 
it.  He  hoped,  therefore,  it  would  not 
be  going  too  far  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that,  so  far  as  the  Government 
could  do  it,  betting  by  telegram  should 
be  prohibited.  If  that  were  done,  he 
thought  they  would  have  gone  a  great 
way  to  make  this  Bill  a  success. 

Mr.  J.  W.  WILSON  (Worcestershire, 
N.)  said  that  tl\e  Conmiittee  which 
considered  this  Bill  had  had  before 
them  not  only  this  year  but  last  applica- 
tions and  petitions  from  large  towns 
in  the  north  in  favour  of  these  very 
powers.  And,  in  fact,  the  powers  given 
by  this  Bill  had  been  in  force  during 
ail  the  present  year  in  Halifax  and 
Accrington.  At  least  three  Bills  giving 
these  same  powers  to  certain  towns 
had  gone  through  both  Houses,  and  the 
working  classes  in  those  towns  had 
deliberately  supported  their  local  bodies 
in  obtaining  them.     He  felt  that  these 

Mr,  niwhtonr. 


powers  ought  to  be  extended.  It  was 
not  a  question  of  making  a  new  law, 
but  of  making  an  old  law  more  efficient. 
He  believed  that  there  was  no  naeasure 
before  Parliament  that  would  receive 
such  universal  acceptance  as  this,  and 
he  was  only  surprised  that  such  a  Bill 
should  have  come  down  year  after  rear 
from  the  Lords  and  never  have  been 
taken  up  by  the  Government  then  in 
power. 

Mr.  SHACKLETON  (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe)  said  the  Bill  before  the  House 
was  not  satisfactory  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned.     There  were  no  doubt  good 
reasons  for  Clause  2,  but  he  could  assure 
the  House  that  he  and  those  associated 
with  him  were  quite  as  anxious  to  get  at 
the  professional  better  in   the   ring  as 
the   other.     In   their   opinion   the    man 
in    the    ring    was    equally    guilty.     He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
consider  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Trinity  College  and  give  effect 
to  it  in  this  Bill.     If  he  (\id  the  Labour 
Party  would   give  him  all  the   support 
they  could.     There  was  no  doubt  as  to 
the  views  of  the  Labour  Party   in  this 
House.     He   knew   the   temptation   put 
in  the  way  of  the  working  men.     The 
working  men  were  as  anxious  as  any- 
body to  deal  with  the  matter.      They 
desired  to  curtail  this  evil  but  not  in 
the  way  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Hackney,  by  registration,  and 
elevating  the  betting  man  to  a  pos'tion 
of  respectability.     The  object  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Haclcney  was  to  make 
the  bookmaker  a  respectable  tradesman 
with  an  open  door  into  his  office.    The 
working  men  were  not  prepared  to  do 
that.     What   the   hon.    Gentleman   had 
said   about  Clitheroe  was  true,  but  the 
paragraph   inserted    in     the    paper    to 
which  he  had  referred  asking  that  the 
bookmaker  and  other  persons  connected 
with  betting  should  be  put  under  super- 
vision and  control  was  slipped  in  b^  a 
trick. 

*Mr.  BOTTOMLEY:  Has  anyone 
withdrawn    his    signature  ? 

Mr.  SHACKLETON  said  he  had 
received  hundreds  of  postcards  from 
his  constituents  who  said  they  had  signed 
the   petition  under  a  misapprehens'oo. 
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Se  had  heard  from  the  Temperance  As- 
sociation, the  Free  Churoh  Council,  and 
many  ministers  of  religion  pointing  out 
how  they  had  been  **  let  in."  He  had  the 
honour  of  fighting  a  gentleman  on  this 
question  at  the  last  election  who  backed 
up  betting  in  his  add  ress,  saying  that  every 
man  ought  to  be  allowed  to  put  a  shilling 
on  a  gee-gee.  He  beat  his  opponent 
by  over  8,000  votes,  which,  he  took 
it,  was  a  better  record  of  what  his  con- 
stituency thought  al^out  betting  than 
any  such  trick  as  he  had  referred  to.  He 
'would  be  prepared  to  support  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill,  but  on  the  strict 
understanding  that  if  there  was  an  oppor- 
tunity of  dealing  with  street  betting  in 
a  wider  sense  he  should  support  it. 


Mr.    MACVEAGH   (Down,   S.)   asked 
whether  the  Bill  applied  to  Ireland. 

An  HON.  MEMBER  :    It  does. 


Mr.  LUPTON  said  he  had  been  for 
many  years  an  ardent  -opponent  of 
street  bett  ng  but  it  was  impossible  to 
support  this  measure.  [Orie.'*  of^'*  Divide."] 
If  it  were  right  to  put  down  Bilk  for 
discussion  at  one  o'c^o^k  in  the  mornng 
it  was  right  that  they  should  be  dis- 
cussed at  that  hour — [The  further  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  were  rendered  in- 
audible   by    cries    of     "  Divide "     and 

"  Order."] 

« 

Mr.  CLOUGH  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  ''  That  the  Question 
be  now  put. 


» 


Question,  '*  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  "  That  the  word  '  now  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put  accord- 
ingly, and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted  for  to-moirow. 


NAVY  AND  ARMV  EXPENDITURE, 

19045. 

Resolutions  reported. 

Whereas  it  appears  by  the  Navy 
Appropriation  Account  for  the  year 
ended  the  31st  day  of  March,  1905,  and 
the  statement  appended  thereto,  as  fol- 
lows, viz. : — 

(a)  That  the  gross  expenditure  for  cer- 
tain Navy  Services  exceeded  the  estimate 
of  such  expenditure  by  a  total  sum  of 
£415,439  18s.  8d.,  as  shown  in  Column 
No.  1  of  the  Schedule  hereto  appended, 
while  the  gross  expenditure  for  other 
Navy  Services  fell  short  of  the  estimate 
of  such  expenditure  by  a  total  sum  of 
£449,539  13s.  7d.,  as  shown  in  Column  No. 

2  of  the  said  appended  Schedule,  so  that 
the  gross  actual  expenditure  for  the 
whole  of  the  Navy  Services  fell  short  of  the 
gross  estimated  expenditure  by  the  net 
sum  of  £34,099  14s.  lid. 

(6)  That  the  receipts  in  aid  of  certain 
Grants  for  Navy  Services  fell  short  of  the 
total  estimated  receipts  by  the  sum  of 
£80,479  6s.  lOd.,  as  shown  in  Column  No. 

3  of  the  said  appended  Schedule,  while  the 
receipts  in  aid  of  other  Navy  Services 
exceeded  the  estimate  of  such  receipts  by 
a  total  sum  of  £76,198  8s.  9d.,  as  shown 
in  Column  No.  4  of  the  said  appended 
Schedule,  so  that  the  total  actual  receipts 
in  aid  of  the  Grants  for  Navy  Services 
fell  short  of  the  total  estimated  receipts 
by  the  net  sum  of  £4,280  18s.  Id. 

(o)  That  the  resulting  differences 
between  the  Exchequer  Grants  for 
Navy  Services  and  the  net  expenditure 
are  as  follows,  viz. : — 

£  8,    d. 

Total  Surpluses  -  -  455,107  18  8 
Total  Deficits  -        -  425,289    1  10 


Net  Surplus  -  £29,818  16  10 

And  whereas  the  Lords  Commissioners 
of  His  Majesty's  Treasury  have  tem- 
porarily authorised  the  application,  in 
reduction  of  the  net  charge  on  Exchequer 
Grants  for  certain  Navy  Services,  of  the 
whole  of  the  sums  received  in  excess  of 
the  estimated  Appropriation-in-Aid,  in 
respect  of  the  same  Services,  and  have 
also  temporarily  authorised  the  apphca- 
tion  of  so  much  of  the  said  total  surpluses 
on   certain   Grants  for  Navv  Services  as 
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is  necessary  to  cover  the  said  total  deficits 
on  other  Grants  for  Navy  Services. 

Schedule. 


Expenditure,  1904-5.  872 

1.  "  That  the  application  of  sncb  sams 
be  sanctioned." 


Kumber  of 
Vote. 


2 

8 

4 
6 
6 
7 
8 


Sec.  1 
Sec.  2 
Sec.  3 


9  . 

10  . 

11  - 

12  - 

13  . 

14  • 


15  • 


Kayy  BervicM,  1904-<^ 
Votes. 


Wages,  4&C.,  of  Offlcen,  Seamen, 

aud  Boys,  Coast  Guard,  and 

Royal  Marines .       .       .       . 
Victoatling  and  Clothing  for  the 

Navy 

Medical  Establishments  and  Ser 

vices  

Martial  Law         ... 
RducatioDal  Services  • 
.SeientlHc  Services 
Royal  Navdl  Reserves 
Shipbuilding,    Repairs,    Main 

tenance,  &c. : 
Personnel      •       •       • 
Materiel         .       .       - 
Contract  Work 
Naval  Armnments 
Works,  Buildings  and  Repairs  at 

Heme  and  Abroad   - 
Miscellaneous  Effective  Services 
Admiralty  Office  - 
italf-Pay,  Reserved  and  Retired 

Pay 

Naval    and   Marine    Pensions, 

Gratuities,  and  Compassionate 

AUo\fances 
Civil  Pensions  and  Gratuities 

Amount  written  off  as  Irrecover 
able 


Gross  Expenditure. 


Excesses  of 

Actual  over 

Estimated 

Gross 

Expenditure. 


A       8.  d. 


67,474  12    8 


4A67  15    5 


224,212    8    9 


82,364  11    6 
1,751    7    1 

5,584    1    8 


5.604  12  10 
22,235  13  11 


2,054  15    4 


Surpluses  of 

Estimated 

over  Actual 

Gross 
Expenditure. 


£       8.  d. 


8    7 


11,525    9    9 

1,094  17  11 

12,944    6    2 

26,290    0  S 


23,824  18  8 

279,759  11  0 

11,028  19  9 

78,202    1  1 


415,439  18    8 


449,539  13    7 


Appropriatlona  in  Aid. 


Deficiencies 

of  Actual  as 

cnmpareii  with 

Eidtttroated 

Receipts. 


£       f.  d. 

27,810    2    9 


1,689  19    2 
3  17  10 


6j9    9  2 

37,273    4  9 

8,912  19  0 

4,103  10  6 


5,436  16    9 
79    6  11 


80,479    6  10 


SorplviaBi 

of  Actual  as 

Compared  vitli 

EsUmated 

Secelpto. 


£       s.  d. 


13,100    9  4 


8^0    8  U 
&,<fiM  10    5 


803  14  6 

96,823    8  1 

19,155    8  7 

4,367  19  8 

2    9  S 


76,198    8    9 


Net  Surplus,  £84,099  14  11 


"NX- 


Net  Deficit,  £4,280  18    1 


Surplus  surrendered  to  the  Exchequer 

"Whereas  it  appears  by  the  Army 
Appropriation  Account  for  the  year 
ended  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1905,  and 
the  statement  appended  thereto,  as 
follows,  viz. : — 

(a)  That  the  gross  expenditure  for 
certain  Army  Services  exceeded  the 
estimate  of  such  expenditure  by  a  total 
sum  of  £256,367  3s.  3d.,  as  shown  in 
Colunm  No.  1  of  the  schedule  hereto 
appended ;  while  the  gross  expenditure 
for  other  Army  Services  fell  short  of  the 
estimate  of  such  expenditure  by  a  total 
sum  of  £365,574  5s.  6d.,  as  shown  in 
Column  No.  2  of  the  said  appended 
Schedule ;  so  that  the  gross  actual  ex- 
penditure for  the  whole  of  the  Army 
Services  fell  short  of  the  gross  estimated 
expenditure  by  the  net  sum  of 
£109,207  2s.  3d. 

(b)  That  the  receipts  in  aid  of  certain 


... 


£29,81 '^     168.     lOd. 


Army  Services  fell  short  of  the  estimate 
of  such  receipts  by  a  total  sum  of 
£8,475  7s.  lOd.,  as  shown  in  ^olumn  No.  3 
of  the  said  appended  schedule  ;  while  the 
receipts  in  aid  of  other  Army  Services 
exceeded  the  estimate  of  such  receipts  by 
a  total  sum  of  £383,643  16s.  2d.,  as  shown 
in  Colimui  No.  4  of  the  said  appended 
Schedule ;  so  that  the  total  actual  re- 
ceipts in  aid  of  the  grants  for  Army 
Services  exceeded  the  total  estimated  re- 
ceipts by  the  net  sum  of  £375,168  8s.  4d. 

(c)  That  the  resulting  differences  be- 
tween the  Exchequer  Grants  for  Army 
Services  and  the  net  expenditure  are  as 
follows,  viz.  :— 

£  s.  d. 
Total  Surpluses  -  -  701,636  8  5 
Total  Deficits        -        -    217,260  17  10 


Net    Surplus    -    •  £484.375  10 
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And  whereas  the  Lords  Commissioners  I  tion  of  so  much  of  the  said  total  sur- 


of  His  Majesty's  Treasury  have  tempor- 
arily authorised  the  application,  in  re- 
duction of  the  net  charge  on  Exchequer 
Grants  for  certain  Army  Services,  of  the 
whole  of  the  sums  received  in  excess 
of  the  estimated  Appropriation-in-Aid 
in  respect  of  the  same  Services,  and  have 
also  temporarily  authorised  the  appUca- 


pluses  on  certain  Grants  for  Army 
Services  as  is  necessary  to  cover  the 
said  total  deficits  on  other  grants  for  Army 
Services. 

2.  "  That    the    application    of    such 
sums  be  sanctioned." 

i 
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Army  Services,  1904-1906. 
Votei. 


Pay,  4:c.,  of  Army  (General  SUfT.  Rcgl 

luenu.  Ke*erve,  and  Departmeota) 
Me<llcal  KsUblishmeDts  :  Pay,  (to.     - 
MUitia  :  Pay,  Bounty,  Ac.  • 
Imperial  Yeomanry  :  Pay  and  Allowances 
V<»)ut:teer  Corp«  :  Pay  and  Allowances 
Tran»purt  and  Kemonnta    • 
Frovibiuns,  Forage,  and  other  Supplies 
(Nothing  KHtablUbmente,  and  Services 
Warlike  and  other  Stores :  Supply  and 

Repair 

Works,    Buildings,   and   Repairs:    Cost 

including  Staff  for  Engineer  Services 
Establiiihnients  for  Military  Education 
Mi8cellaneoU8  Effective  Services 
War  Ottice:   Salaries  and  Mi;}cellaQeouB 

rhartres  -..--. 
Xon-elfective  Charges  for  OflScers,  Ac. 
N«>n-cffective  CbatKes  for  Men.  Ac.  - 
Civil  Superannuation,  Compensation,  and 

Couipassionate  Allowances  • 

Balances  irrecoverable        •      •      • 


Gross  Expenditure. 


Excc<<i«e8  of 

Actu:il  over 

Eittiiiiutcil 

ExitviiUiture 

1. 


8.  d. 


12,562  16  6 
116,002  16  11 

10,2S5  12  6 

2.211  14  11 
7,617  12    S 

88,458    7    8 

86,676  16    9 

88,492    6  10 


SurpIuHes  o( 

E.iiimutv'd 

over  Actual 

On*!*-* 
Expeudituic. 


£       f.  d. 

166,866  6  11 

223  19    2 

6i',ti79  1    9 

46,175  lU    ^ 

2,777  12    6 

22,989  19  10 


88,771  18    8 

24,786    1    8 
4,814  16    2 


266,887    8    8        866,674    6    6 


Appropriations  in  Aid. 


Deficiencies  of 
Actual  aH 

CO-  pared  with 

Etst  iiiaied 

Ueccipia. 

8. 


£       B.  d. 


2,627  15    0 


4,527  10    8 
1,367    7    8 

02  18    9 


8,476    7  10 


Surpluses  of 

Actual  as 

compared  with 

Estimated 

Receipts. 


£       8.  d. 

7,751    1  U 
5,037    6    7 

770  11  8 

667    6  8 

269,800  12  1 

15,128  14  8 

1,968    8  8 

81,117    2    8 

22,860  11    8 

2,647  U    0 


10,188  16    7 
16,361  10    2 


888,648  1«    8 


Net  Surplns.il  109.207    2    8  Net  Surplus.  £8T6.168    8    4^ 


■>.•" 


Surplus  surrendered  to  the  Exchequer     ...     £484,375  IPs.  7d. 


Resolutions  read  a  second  time. 


First  Resolution^agreed  to. 


Second  Resolution : 


Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution." 

The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes,  156  ;  Noes, 
11.     (Division  List  No.  298.) 


Aclaid,  Fraacis  Dyko 
Aldon,  Percy 
Armitage,  R. 


AYES. 

Biring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight  j  Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Birlow,  Percy  (Bsdford)  i  Beaumont,  W.  C.  B.  (Hexham) 

Birnard,  E.  B.  \  Beck,  A.  Coci' 
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Beim,W.(TVr  Hamlets,  S.Gteo. 

Bertram,  Julius 

Billson,  Alfred 

Bottomley,  Horatio 

Boulton,  A.  C.  F.  (Ramsey) 

Brace,  William 

Bryce,  J.A.(Invome88  Burghs) 

Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Bumyeat,  W.  J.  D. 

Byles,  WiUiam  Pollard 

Cairns,  Thomas 

Carr-Oomm,  H.  W. 

Clough,  W. 

Coat8,Sir  T.Glen(Renfrow,  W.) 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thornley 

Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Corbott,C.H.(Sus3ex,E.Grin8t'd 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cowan,  W.  H. 

Cox,  Harold 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 

Cullinan,  J. 

Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 

Duckworth,  James 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Dunne,Major  E.Martin(Walsall 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Edwards,  Frank  (P^dnor) 

Eli  bank.  Master  of 

Everett,  R.  Lacey 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ferons,  T.R. 

Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro 

Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 

Findlay,  Alexander 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 

Gill,  A.  H. 

Glad8tone,Rt.  Hn.  Herbert  John 

Glendinning,  R.  G. 

Glover,  Thomas 

Go<ldard,  Daniel  Ford 

Griffith,  Ellis  J. 

(Julland.  John  W. 

Hardio,J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 

Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 

Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

H  lyilon,  John  Patrick 

Hazol,  Dr.  A.  E. 

Hazl*'ton,  Richard 
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Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs.  JjdA) 
Price,  C.E.(Edinbiirgh.Ceiitral) 
Radford,  G.  H. 
Rainy,  A.  Holland 
Redmond,  John  E.  ( WatcHorf) 
Renton,  Major  Leslie 
Richards,Thoma8  (W.Monm'tk 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyne«idc) 
Robinson,  S. 
Russell,  T.  W. 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.(Cleveland) 
Scott,A.H.(A8hton  under  Lyw 
Seavems,  J.  H. 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.(Hawick  B) 
Sheehy,  David 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Sileock,  Thomas  Ball 
Simon,  John  Allsebrook 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackeoxie 
Smyth,  Thomas  F.(Leitrim,  S.) 
Stanley,Hn.  A.  Lynlph  (Chesh.) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Sutherland,  J.  £. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Thoma8,Sir  A.(Glamorgan,  E.) 
Thompson,  J.  W.H.(Somer9et3 
Tomkinson,  James 
ToiUmin,  George 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Walsh,  Stephen 
Watt,  H.  Anderson 
White,  George  (Norfolk) 
White.  J.  D.  (Dumbartonahirf ) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Wi  lliams,LleweIyn(Car  marth'n 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R) 
Wilson,  J.W.(Worce8ter8h.  X.) 
Winfrey,  R. 


Healy,  Timothy  Michael 

Hedges,  A.  Paget 

Helme,  Norval  Watson 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hobart,  Sir  Robert 

Hope,  W.  Bateman(Somerset,N. 

Homiman,  Emslie  John 

niingworth,  Percy  H. 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jones, William  (Carnarvonshire 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 

King,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 

Limb,  Ern<^8t  H.  (Rochester) 

Lambert,  George 

Lamont,  Norman 

Leese,Sir  Joseph  F.(Accrington 

Lever, A.Levy  (Essex, Harwich) 

Levy,  Maurico 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

Lupton,  Arnold 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 

MaoVeigh,Charles  (Donegal,E.) 

M*Kenna,  Reginald 

M*Killop,  W. 

Mansfield,  H.  Rendall  (Lincoln) 

Marks,G.  Croydon  (Launoeston) 

Menzies,  Walter 

Micklem,  Nathaniel 

Mond,  A. 

Montagu,  E.  S. 

Montgomery,  H.  G. 

Mooney,  J.  J. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Murphy,  John 

Nicholls,  George 

Nichol8on,Charles  N.(Doncast*r 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norman,  Henry 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

0*Brien,Kendal(Tipperary  Mid 

0*Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O^Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 

O'Donnell,  a  J.  (Walworth) 

O'Grady,  J. 

0*Mara,  James 


Tbllbrs  for  thb  Ay«s — Mr. 
Whitelcy  and  Mr.  J.  A- 
Pease. 


NOES. 


Arkwright,  John  Stimho\M> 
Banbuiy;Sir  Freileriok  (kvoigr 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gibba.  G.  A.  (Bristol,  Wwit) 
Gordon,  J.«  I^>ndonderry»Sou(h 


HilLHenry  StaTeley  (StafiTsh.) 
Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 
IVa.^.  Herbert  Pike< Darlington 
SU>an,  TKoium  Henry 
Starkcv.  Ji^n  R. 


Thomson, W.  Mitchell  (Lanark) 

Tellers  fob  the  NoBS-^Sir 
George  Doughty  and  Mr. 
Claude  Hay. 
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PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  BILL. 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said  that  some 
parts  of  the  Bill  were  obscure.  He  did 
not  see  why  the  Bill  should  be  so  drafted 
that  it  was  necessary  to  read  it  four  or 
five  times  in  order  to  get  at  the  meaning. 

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL  (Staffordshire, 
Kingswinford)  said  this  was  a  measure 
which  ought  to  receive  greater  discussion 
than  could  be  given  to  it  at  this  hour 
(2  a.m.).  It  might  involve  a  large  ex- 
penditure of  money,  and  if  greater 
facilities  were  given  to  municipal  author- 
ities to  obtain  loans,  it  would  mean  an 
increase  in  the  rates.  He  moved, 
'"  That  this  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
upon  this  day  three  months." 

Sir  F.  BANBXJRY  (City  of  London),  in 
seconding  the  Amendment,  said  he  did 
not  think  that  a  Bill  dealing  with 
£3,500,000  should  be  brought  forward 
at  this  hour  without  explanation,  and 
allowed  to  pass  without  discussion  of 
any  kind.  What  were  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  for  ?  Why  were  they  paid 
high  salaries  ?  Not  to  come  down  with 
Bills  and  give  the  House  no  explanation 
of  them.  This  was  not  the  way  to  ex- 
pedite business. 

Amendment  proposed — 


"  To  leave  out  the  word  *  now/  and  at  the 
end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  '  upon 
this  day  three  months.' "— (iff.  Staveley  HiU.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  CLAXJDE  HAY  said  that  huge 
sums  of  money  had  already  been  voted 
at  this  sitting  without  explanation.  Why 
should  a  certain  number  of  persons,  under 
one  of  the  provisions  of  this  measure, 
be  exempted  from  the  ordinary  duty  of 
meeting  theur  liabilities  in  connection 
with  the  principal  and  interest  of  loans  ? 
He  represented  a  very  poor  district,  and 
he  certainly  claimed  the  same  exemption 
for  it.  It  was  the  business  of  the  Minister 
in  charge  of  a  Bill  to  give  some  explanation 
of  it,  especially  at  this  hour  of  ten  minutes 
past  two  in  the  morning.  It  was  re- 
cognised even  by  the  Members  below  the 
Gangway  that  they  did  not  understand 
the  meaning  of  Clause  3. 


The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  McKenna,  Mon- 
mouthshire, N.)  said  that  it  was  ab- 
solutely necessary  to  get  this  Bill  through 
before  the  4th  August.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  London  must,  at 
least,  understand  the  meaning  of  Clause  3, 
because  he  recollected  the  hon.  Baronet 
being  present  when  an  identical  Bill  was 
presented  by  the  last  Government ;  and 
no  one  who  had  the  City  experience 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  likely 
to  misunderstand  what  the  Bill  or  any 
clause  of  it   meant.    If  this   Bill    was 
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not  passed  it  would  cause  great  loss  to 
local  authorities  because  the  latter 
would  have  to  pay  a  higher  rate  of 
interest  for  the  money  which  they  wished 
to  borrow.  This  was,  in  fact,  a  Bill 
which  was   passed  every  year. 

Question  put — 

The  House  proceeded  to  a  Division. 

Mr.  speaker  stated  that  he  thought 
the  Ayes  had  it,  and,  on  his  decision 
being  challenged,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  Division  was  vexatiously  claimed, 
and  he  accordingly  called  upon  the 
Members  who  supported  and  who  chal- 
lenged his  decision  successively  to  rise  in 
their  places,  and  he  declared  the  Ayes  had 
it,  eight  Members  only  who  challenged  his 
decision  having  stood  upr 

'    Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  to-morrow. 


SOLICITORS  BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

"vln  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Emmott  (Oldham)  in  the  Chair.] 

Mr.  CLAtlDE  HAY  moved  to  report 
progress  upon  the  ground  that  the  Bill 
ought  to  be  discussed  at  a  more  con- 
venient opportunity. 

Motion  made,  and    Question,    "That 
Mr,  McKenna^ 


the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Bill   reported     without    Amendment  j 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  ACT 
(1898)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed 

for  to-morrow. 


PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  [REPAYMENT.] 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to 
authorise  the  extension  of  time  for  the 
repayment  of  a  loan  made  by  the  Public 
Works  Loan  Commissioners  to  the  South 
Staffordshire  Mines  Drainage  Commis- 
sioners, in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the 
present  session,  to  grant  money  for  the 
purpose  of  certain  Local  Loans  out  of  the 
Local  Loans  Fund,  and  for  other  purposes 
relating  to  Local  Loans. — {Mr.  McKenna.) 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  this  day. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker  adjourned 
the  House  without  Question  put,  pursu- 
ant to  the  Order  of  the  House  of  the  13th 

July. 


Adjonmed    at    half   after  Two 
o'clock. 


Ml 
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HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 
Wednesday,  \st  August,  1906. 


The  Lord  Bishop  of  Durham  took  the 
Oath. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


"Sdtcitors  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Glasgow  and 
South  Western  Railway  Order  Confirma- 
tion Bill  [H.L.].  Returned  from  the 
Commons  agreed  to. 

^  Water  Orders  Confirmation  Bill  Fh-L.]. 
^  Commons  Amendments  considered  (ac- 
j^  cording  to  order),  and  agreed  to. 

Newburgh  and  North  Fife  Railway 
(Extension  of  Time)  Order  Confirmation 
Bill;  Paisley  Roads  Order  Confirmation 
Bill;  Inverclyde  Bequest  Order  Confir- 
mation   Bill ;     Perth    Corporation    Gas 

^  Order  Confirmation  Bill.     Read  3*  (ac- 

**  cording  to  order),  and  passed. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION  BILL. 

Petitions  against. — Of  parents,  guar- 
dians, and  teachers  of  children  attend- 
ing schools  at  Copp;  Oswaldtwistle ; 
Knuzden ;  Milnrow ;  Fam worth ;  Clifton  ; 
Newton  ;  Blackburn  (two) ;  Ramsbottom  ; 
Castleton  (two) ;  Accrington  (six) ;  Castle- 
ton  (two) ;  Westleigh  (two) ;  Bolton 
gwo) ;  Newney  ;  Howe  Bridge  (two) ; 
earnley  (two) ;  Harpurhey ;  Melling 
in  Lunesdale ;  Blackburn ;  Middleton 
^two) ;  Lower  Broughton  (four) ;  Rus- 
warp  ;  Westcombe  Park  ;  Ashow ;  Fern- 
liurst ;  Shaw,  near  Oldham  ;  Eartham ; 
Darowen  ;  Penrhoslligwy  ;  Sapiston ; 
Christow ;  Temple  Colston.  Of  inhabit- 
ants of  Tardeligge  Parish,  Bromsgrove ; 
Pirton  Parish,  Hertfordshire ;  Crosby 
Ravensworth ;  Bickershaw. 

Read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


TRAMWAYS  ACT,  1870. 

Report  by  the  Board  of  Trade  of  their 
proceedings  under  the  Tramways  Act, 
1870,  during  the  Session  of  1906. 

VOL.  CLXn.    [Fourth  Series.] 


LIGHT  RAILWAYS  ACT,  1898. 

Orders  made  by  the  Light  Railway 
Commissioners,  and  modified  and  con- 
firmed by  the  Board  of  Trade,  authoris- 
ing— 

The  construction  of  light  railways 
in  the  parts  of  Lindsey,  in  the  county 
of  Lincoln,  from  Winterinsham  to 
Barton-uponHumber,  ana  from 
Whitton  to  Aldborough  in  extension 
of  the  North  Lindsey  light  railways. 

The  Urban  District  Council  of 
Barking  Town,  to  take  lands  for  the 
purpose  of  widening  a  road  on  which 
a  light  railway  authorised  by  the 
Barking  Light  Railways  (Extensions) 
Order,  1903,  will  be  laid  in  the 
urban  district  of  Barking  Town,  in 
the  county  of  Essex. 

LABOUR  STATISTICS. 

Third  Abstract  of  Foreign  Labour 
Statistics. 

TREATY  SERIES,  No.  9.  (1906). 

Convention  between  the  United  King- 
dom and  China  respecting  Tibet,  signed 
at  Peking,  April  27th,  1906  (to  which  is 
annexed  the  Convention  between  the 
United  Kingdom  and  Tibet,  signed  at 
Lhasa,  September  7th,  1904).  ^Ratifica- 
tions exchanged  at  London,  July  23rd, 
1906.) 

ARMY. 

Memorandum  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  on  army  re-organisation,  dated 
July  30th,  1906. 

METEOROLOGICAL  COMMITTEE 

First  report  of  the  Meteorological 
Committee  to  the  Lords  Commissioners 
of  His  Majesty's  Treasury,  for  the  year 
ended  March  31st,  1906. 

BOARD  OF  EDUCATION. 

Education  Bill,  1906  (Draft  Ballot 
Regulations). 

Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

ARMY. 

Further  Regulations  under  the  Regi- 
mental Debts  Act,  1893. 

SHOP  HOURS  ACT,  1904. 

Closing  orders  made  by  the  Portadown 
Urban  District  Council 

Oixier  made  by  the  Council  of  the  City 
of  Bath,  and  cocifirmed  by  the  Secretary 
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for,  and  obtained,  rate  aid,  disre- 
garding many  warnings  such  as  that 
which  .was  given  by  Bishop  Wilberforce 
in  the  course  of  the  1870  controversy, 
when  he  said  that  immediately  you 
introduce  the  ratepayer  you  must 
give  him  the  real  direction  of  the 
instruction  furnished  by  the  rates.  You 
know  very  well  that  the  Act  of  1902 
has  created  a  vast  amount  of  dis- 
content in  this  country.  I  remember 
that  the  noble  Viscount,  Lord  Cross,  in 
the  course  of  the  debates  in  this  House  on 
that  Bill,  said  that  when  the  Bill  passed 
the  feeling  against  it  in  the  country 
would  subside.  That  has  not  proved 
to  be  the  case.  Wales  revolted  almost 
en  masse  against  the  Act.  Some  70,000 
summonses  were  issued  against  those 
in  England  who  declined  to  pay  rates 
under  these  conditions ;  and  belund  them 
there  was  a  vast  body  of  people  who  for 
one  reason  or  another  did  not  see  their 
way  to  join  in  that  particular  form  of 
protest,  but  at  the  same  time  deeply 
resented  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 

That  was  the  position  which  the 
Grovernment  had  to  face  when  we  came 
into  office.  We  had  to  consider  what 
alternative  systems  exist  for  elementary 
education  in  this  country  which 
either  we  or  any  Government  could 
possibly  adopt.  It  might  be  possible 
m  this  country  to  adopt  a  secular  system 
pure  and  simple.  I,  for  one,  have  no 
desire  to  disparage  the  value  of  what  is 
known  as  ethical  teaching.  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  admit  the  great  value  of 
such  teaching,  and  I  might  remind  your 
Lordships  that  the  present  administration 
at  the  Board  of  Education  has  issued 
regulations  designed  to  extend  it. 
But,  against  the  introduction  of  a 
secular  system  into  this  country  there 
remains  one  fatal  objection — that  the 
people  of  this  country  will  not  have  it. 
That  is  sufficiently  shown  by  the  fact  that 
when  it  was  proposed  in  another  place 
only  sixty-three  members  of  Parliament 
could  be  found  to  vote  for  it  as  against 
477  who  recorded  their  votes  in  the 
opposite  lobby.  I  think  we  must  pre- 
sume that  that  majority  at  least  reflects 
the  opinion  of  the  country,  and  shows 
that  the  people  of  England  and  Wales 
are  determined  not  to  have  to  depend  in 
their  elementary  schools  upon  a  system 

The  Earl  of  Creice, 


of  teaching  which  is  not  governed  by 
some  supernatural  sanction. 

Failing  a  purely  secular  system,  you 
may  fall  back  in  one  form  or  another 
on  what  is  known  as  concurrent  endow- 
ment. There  is  no  doubt  that  there  are 
many  people  in  this  country  who  feel  a 
strong  abstract  objection  to  concurrent 
endowment.  The  teaching  or  endow- 
ment of  religion  in  any  form,  they  say,  is 
not  the  business  of  the  State ;  but  I  am 
bound  to  admit,  and  I  make  a  present  of 
the  argument  to  noble  Lords  opposite, that 
if  it  could  be  shown  that  any  system  of  con- 
current endowment  of  reUgious  in.truo- 
tion  was  suited  to  our  social  system  in  this 
country  and  was  fair  in  itself,  I  do  not 
believe  that  these  theoretical  objections 
would  weigh  the  value  of  a  brass  farthing 
in  the  minds  of  the  people  of  this  country. 
I  can  imagine  a  case  in  India  of  a  town 
containing  so  many  Hindoos,  so  many 
Mohammedans,  and  so  many  Sikhs,  not 
differing  greatly  in  social  position  as 
between  the  different  religions,  in  whidi 
it  would  be  a  matter  of  very  small 
importance  whether  schools  for  their 
children  were  concurrently  endowed  ot 
not.  But  what  we  maintain  is  that 
no  approximation  to  those  conditions 
exists  in  this  country. 

Concurrent  endowment  may  take 
different  forms.  It  may  be  either  com- 
plete— that  b  to  say,  in  which  the  State 
provides  schools  and  teaching  for  all  the 
different  religious  bodies  in  the  country — 
or  it  may  be  modified  in  a  form  in  which 
the  State  assists  in  the  erection  of  school 
buildings  by  people  of  a  particular  reUgious 
denomination,  accepts  the  use  of  those 
buildings  for  secular  teaching,  and  pays 
denominational  teachers ;  or  lastly,  con- 
current endowment  may  take  the  form 
of  what  I  venture  to  describe  as  a  pseudo- 
secular  system,  that  principle  which  was 
advocated  in  another  place  by  Mr. 
Chamberlain,  by  which  religious  instruc- 
tion is  to  be  given  by  State  teachers  within 
school  hours.  I  will  say  a  word  upon 
each  of  those  forms  in  turn. 

The  first  form,  that  of  complete  con- 
current endowment,  I  venture  to  dismiss 
very  briefly.  The  multiplication  of  re- 
ligious beliefs  in  this  country  is  so  vast 
that  it  would  be  obviously  impossible 

for   the   State   to    supply   schools    and 
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teachers  to  suit  everybody.  Of  course, 
we  should  all  agree  that  there  must  be 
some  limitations.  Nobody  would  suggest 
that  a  single  family  of  Swedenborgians 
settled  on  Salisbury  Plain  had  a  right  to 
have  a  school  built  for  them  at 
the  public  expense  and  a  teacher 
maintained  who  believed  and  was  pre- 
pared to  instruct  the  children  in  the 
principles  of  the  Church  of  the  New 
Jerusalem.  But  even  without  taking 
almost  ludicrous  instances  of  that  kind,  it 
is  perfectly  obvious  to  anybody  who 
knows  the  circumstances  of  this  country 
that  it  is  absolutely  impossible  to  build 
schools  and  to  find  teachers  of  a  particular 
denomination  for  all  the  different  varieties 
of  belief  in  this  country. 

I  pass  to  the  second  form,  modified  con- 
current endowment,  which  represents 
what  really,  I  think,  is  the  general  de- 
nominational demand  in  this  country. 
It  represents  very  largely  the  demand 
which  the  Church  of  England  makes  in 
this  matter ;  that  is  to  say,  that  a  reli- 
gious denomination  should  be  allowed  to 
erect  a  building  which  should  be  taken 
over  for  certain  purposes  by  the  State, 
represented  by  the  local  authority,  on  the 
understanding  that  religious  teaching 
should  be  given  in  the  schools  and  a 
denominational  teacher  should  be  paid 
by  the  State.  I  am  obliged  to  say  that 
in  my  judgment  such  a  solution  of  the 
religious  difficulty  is  absolutely  impos- 
sible as  a  permanent  solution,  because  of 
the  utterly  unfair  advantage  which  it 
gives  to  the  Established  Church.  In  the 
first  place,  the  Established  Church  covers 
a  great  variety  of  beliefs,  and  it  appears  to 
me  that  when  you  are  endowing  con- 
cuirentl}  >ou  must  know  exactly  what 
it  is  you  are  endowing.  Now,  it  is  in  one 
sense  the  boast  and  the  pride  of  the 
Church  of  England  that  she  casts  a  wide 
net ;  she  casts  an  even  wider  net  than  the 
Church  of  the  Fisherman  himself;  but 
that  very  fact  makes  it  infinitely  more 
difficult  to  do  in  this  case  what  in  efiect 
is  giving  a  special  privilege  to  the  Church. 

Just  think,  my  Lords,  in  this  form  of 
State  assistance  to  denominational 
schools,  what  an  immense  advantage, 
what  an  essentially  unfair  advantage,  is 
given  to  the  Church  of  England  by  the 
existence  of  the  parochial  system. 
So    far    as    rural     districts    are    con- 


cerned, the  gain  by  the  existence 
of  the  parish  church  and  all  its  surround- 
ings to  the  cause  of  that  particular 
denonination  is  almost  incalculable,  and, 
therefore,  I  say  without  hesitation,  that 
if  it  Were  desired  to  institute  a  permanent 
system  of  concurrent  endowment  in  this 
country,  a  necessary  preliminary  would 
be  the  disestablishment  and  disendow- 
ment  of  the  Church  of  England.  But, 
my  Lords,  if  that  were  done,  I  should 
certainly  not  admit  that  the  conditions 
were  even  then  equal  as  between  the 
Church  and  other  religiovs  bodies  in  this 
country.  After  all  you  have  to  reflect 
that  the  religior  s  cleavage  in  own  social 
fabric  is  not  vertical,  cutting  through  all 
classes.  It  is  a  horizontal  cleavage, 
including,  roughly  speaking,  whet  are 
known  as  the  upper  classes  and  the 
wealthy  classes  within  the  Church  of 
England.  I  repeat  that  statement  with- 
out hesitation.  By  far  the  greater  part 
of  the  land  in  this  country  belongs  to 
members  of  the  Church  of  England. 
That  of  itself  obviously  gives  a  grea" 
advantage  in  this  particular  matter,  and 
if  you  compare  the  position  of  the  Church 
of  England  with  that  of  a  poor  body  such 
as  the  Primitive  Methodists,  who  after 
all  are  not  to  be  despised  in  any  sense, 
numerically  or  otherwise,  for  they  have 
some  half  million  children  in  their  Sunday 
schools — if  you  compare  the  conditions  of 
such  a  body  with  those  of  the  Church  of 
England,  you  will  see  that  nominally  to 
treat  all  bodies  alike  is  to  give  a  most 
preponderating  advantage  to  one. 

I  desire  to  say  one  word  upon  the 
proposition  which  I  include  under  this 
head  of  concurrent  endowment,  a  pro- 
position which  is  of  special  interest  be- 
cause it  represents  the  only  alternative 
proposal  that  has  been  made  by  the 
Opposition  since  this  Bill  has  been 
brought  in— I  mean  Mr.  Chamberlain's 
proposal  of  what  are  known  as  all-round 
facilities.  His  proposition  is  that  in  all 
schools  religious  teaching  of  that  kind 
which  is  desired  by,  I  suppose,  a  certain 
number  of  parents  should  be  given  not 
at  the  expense  of  the  State,  but 
within  hours  of  compulsory  attendance, 
and  by  the  teacher  whom  the  State 
appoints  and  pays.  I  might  at  first  point 
out  that  there  is  one  important  body  in 
this  cour  try  to  whom  such  a  solution  as 
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that  must  be  utterly  unpalatable.     I  refer 
to  the  Boman  Catholic  Church.    I  say 
that  it  is  not  possible  for  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  or,  for  those  members  of 
the  Church  of  England  who  demand  a 
religious  atmosphere  running  through  the 
whole  of  the  education  of  the  school, 
to  accept  a  solution  of  this  kind,  which 
makes  the  schools  nominally  secular  and 
really  secular  during  the  hours  of  ordinary 
education,  but  permits  ministers  of  re- 
ligion or  teachers  of  religion  to  give  in- 
struction during  the  specified  half-hour. 
But  I  should  prefer,  on  the  general  ques- 
tion, to  rest  my  condemnation  of  this 
proposition  on  a  much  higher  authority 
than  mine.     It  is  that  of  a  right  rev. 
Prelate  who,  unfortunately,  is  not  yet 
a  Member  of  this  House,  but  who  has 
been  one  of  the  doughty  opponents  in 
the  country  of  this  Bill.     I  mean  the 
Bishop  of  Manchester.     At  the  Bepre- 
sentative     Church      Council      on      6th 
July  last    Chancellor  Smith    moved    a 
resolution  to  the  effect  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  all  local  education  authorities 
to  make  provision  in  the  schools  for  the 
imparting  of  such  religious  instruction  to 
the  children  as  the  parents  required,  or, 
in  the  absence  of  expressed  requirements, 
was  in  accord  with  the  form  of  religion 
to    which    the    parents    belonged.     The 
Bishop  of  Manchester  said  he  did  not 
think  the  Chancellor  had  clearly  worked 
out  in  his  own  mind  what  was  the  efEect 
of  requiring  the  local  authority  in  such 
area  to  provide  religious  instruction  on 
the  lines  of  the  denomination  to  which  the 
parent  belonged.  He  pointed  out  that  even 
in  villages  there  were  most  extraordinary 
varieties  of  belief,  and  said  he  was  not 
himself  prepared  to  agree  that  the  country 
would  tolerate  the  expense  of  such  an 
arrangement.     After   pointing   out   that 
if  the   local   authority   were   compelled 
to    provide    competent    teachers    in    all 
the  different  forms  of  belief  the  education 
rate  would  go  up  by  leaps  and  bounds, 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  added — 

"On  the  other  hand,  if  the  denomi- 
nations were  to  provide  it  he  was  quite 
sure  it  meant  in  the  long  run  that 
the  Church  of  England  would  take  an 
advantage  of  tlie  other  rien-  minatiom* 
which  he  did  not  wish  tlie  Church  of  Kngland 
to  take.  If  they  required  the  teacliing  to  be 
given  at  the  expense  of  the  denominations, 
thfy  would  be  making  a  grab  at  religious 
education  far  greater  than  they  were  accused 

having  made  up  to  tlie  present  time.*' 

The  Earl  of  Crewe, 


I  am  quite  content  to  rest,  so  far  as  the 
Church  side  oi  the  matter  is  concerned, 
upon  that  statement  of  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  ;  but  I  am  bound  also  to  remind 
your  Lordships  that  the  educational  ob- 
jections to  such  a  system  are  overwhelm- 
ing. It  would  be  exceedingly  difficult  in 
many  places  to  arrange  anything  like 
proper  accommodation  for  different  kinds 
of  teaching  being  given  at  the  same  time, 
and  as  for  the  destruction  of  discipline, 
I  can  assure  your  Lordships  that  you 
would  only  have  to  take  the  opinion 
of  the  great  mass  of  teachers  ia  the 
elementary  schools  to  find  th^t  they 
stand  aghast  at  the  notion  of  the  adoption 
of  any  such  plan  as  this.  We  have 
dismissed,  therefore,  secular  education, 
and  we  have  dismissed  the  different 
forms  of  concurrent  endowment.  We 
therefore  fall  back  upon  the  proposition 
contained  in  this  Bill.  We  are  anxious, 
so  far  as  the  existing  condition  of  things 
and  the  past  history  of  the  schools  will 
allow,  to  found  a  national  system  of 
elementary  education. 

I  will  proceed  to  illustrate  the  principles 
which  this  Bill  is  intended  to  carry  out 
by  some  reference  to  its  actual  clauses. 
Clause  1  says  that  on  and  after  the  1st 
day  of  January,  1908,  a  school  shall  not 
be  recognised  as  a  pubUc  elementary 
school  unless  it  is  a  school  provided  by 
the  local  education  authority.  It  is  not 
too  much  to  say  that  this  clause  is  the 
Bill.  It  is — ^and  we  have  no  desire  to 
conceal  the  fact — ^an  undenominational 
Bill  tempered  by  certain  exceptions,  and 
not  an  undenominational  Bill  professing 
to  be  hedged  round  by  safeguards,  simply 
because  we  do  not  believe  that  those  safe- 
guards can  possibly  be  devised.  Clause  1 
declares  the  principle  of  public  control 
Some  people  have  stated  that  we  have 
a  mandate  to  introduce  the  principle  of 
public  control.  I  am  one  of  those  who 
are  not  fond  of  talking  about  mandates. 
I  do  not  think  I  have  ever  used  the  phrase, 
and  I  am  not  sure  that  I  approve  of  the 
theory;  but  as  regards  this  particular 
point  I  would  prefer  to  put  what  comes 
to  much  the  same  thing  in  another  way. 
If  at  the  last  General  Election  any  Libe^ 
candidate  had  stated  on  a  platf^m  in  the 
constituency  which  he  hoped  to  repreieat 
that  he  was  utterly  indifferent  to  the 
principle  of  public  control  in  element uy 
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«choolB,  there  is  not  the  slightest  doubt 
"that  his  hoped-for  constitueiits  would 
iiave  conducted  him  to  the  railway 
station  and  asked  him  to  try  his  fortune 
^elsewhere.  And  that  I  think  is  shown 
by  the  fact  that  this  principle  is  ushered 
Tip  to  your  Lordships  by  the  great 
majority  of  no  less  than  192  obtain^  on 
the  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill  in  another 
place.  It  is  the  old  story  in  the  old 
homely  phrase,  **  The  man  who  pays  the 
piper  may  call  the  tune ; ''  or  as  a  civic 
•dignitary  who  did  not  like  homely  phrases 
preferred  to  put  it — 

'*  The  individaals  who  desire  to  have  a  voice 
in  the  selection  of  the  programme  must  be 
2»repared  to  provide  remuneration  for  the 
<Mche^tra." 

It  is  very  remarkable,  my  Lords,  how 
much  lip  service  is  done  to  this  principle 
■even  by  those  who  profess  to  disieipprove 
of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  Many 
people  who  dislike  the  BiU  jet  say  that 
«they  are  not  prepared  to  contest,  particu- 
larly after  what  has  happened  in  the 
country,  the  principle  of  public  control. 
'Some  have  said — 
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**  Why  did  you  go  into  this  intricate  matter  ? 
Why  didn't  vou  simply  bring  in  a  Bill  stating 
that  in  VoiunUry  schools  instead  of  four 
ionndation  managers  and  two  managers  repre- 
Bentmg  the  local  education  authority,  the 
number  should  be  reversed,  and  there  should 
be  four  representing  the  local  authority  and 
two  r^resenting  the  old  roundation  of  the 
^hool  ? " 

That  sounds  very  simple  and  agreeable 
«t^first  dght,  but  I  think  it  is  necessary 
to  explain  why  that  could  not  be  done. 
There  b  a  section — Section  23 — ^in  the 
Act, of  1870,  which  allows  the  managers 
•of  a  voluntary  school  to  transfer  such 
school  to  the  local  authority.    If  our 
•BiU  was  passed  it  was  pretty  obvious 
that    the    new    managers    would    have 
^Adopted  this  clause.    In  that  case  you 
were  at  once  brought  face  to  face  with  all 
these  difficult  questions  relating  to  the 
iair  way  of  treating  the  trusts  of  the 
•schools  and  the  user  which  you  require 
from  the  schools,  which  we  have  to  face 
later  on  in  this  Bill.     On  the  other  hand, 
if  you  had  repealed  Section  23  of  the  Act 
-of  1870  and  taken  away  that  power  from 
4h6  managers,  then  your  public  control 
would     obviously     have      been     quite 
iUosory.    These    four    gentlemen     ap- 
pointed by  the  local  authority  would 
dimply  have  had  to  carry  out  the  duties 


imposed  upon  them  by  the  trusts  of 
a  denominational  school,  and  their  only 
office  would  have  been  to  order  in  the 
coals  and  settle  the  special  kind  of  pen 
to  be  used  by  the  children. 

In  this  clause,  to  put  it  briefly,  the 
object  which  we  believe  we  effect  is  to 
place  an  undenominational  school  within 
the  reach  of  every  child  whose  parent 
desires  him  to  attend  one,  and  by  so 
doing  we  remove  one  principal  grievance 
of   which   the   Nonconformist   churches 
have  complained.    That  is  one-half,  at 
any  rate,  of  what  is  known  as  the  Non- 
conformist grievance.    It  is  admitted,  I 
believe,  by  almost  everybody.     It  was 
explicitly  admitted  by  the  noble  Viscount 
Lord  LlandafE  in  the  course  of  the  debates 
in  1902,  and  it  is  admitted  to-day  by  Mr. 
Balfour.    Mr.  Balfour  says  he  has  always 
admitted  it ;  but  there    is  no    comfort 
to  be  got  from  Mr.  Balfour  on  the  sub- 
ject, because  he  evidently  thinks  it  is  as 
far  beyond  the  means  of  human    pre- 
vention as  an  earthquake  or  an  eruption 
of  Vesuvius.    I  pass  to  the    acquisition 
of  the  schools  for  this  purpose.    What 
we   hope   is  .that   a   great   number   of 
arrangements  will  take  place  under  Clause 
2.    As  your  Lordships  know,  a  very  con- 
siderable number  of  arrangements  have 
taken  place  imder  similar  circumstances 
already.    Many  schools  of  different  kinds, 
particularly  privately-owned  schools,  have 
been  transferred  to  local  authorities  at 
nominal  rents.    May  I  ask  your  Lord- 
ships  to   consider   what  it  is  that  the 
Church,  for  I  am  speaking  practically  now 
of  the    Established  Church,  stands  to 
gain  by  a  transfer  of   this   kind,  and 
what    it    stands    to    lose.      It    stands 
to    gain   in    all    probability    a    certain 
amount  of  rent  for  the  building.      It 
has  to  the  good  the  taking  over  by  the 
local  education  authority  of  the  liability 
for  repairs,  and  it  ako  has  on  the  credit 
side  those  facilities  which  I  shall  describe 
on  a  later  clause.    On  the  other  hand,  i^ 
does  lose  a  considerable  portion  of  it: 
power  under  the  trusts,  and  it  loses  the 
power  of  appointing  the  teacher. 

Before  leaving  this  branch  of  the  sub- 
ject, and  while  still  dealing  with  the 
acquisition  of  the  schools,  it  is  conve- 
nient,  I  think,  to  pass  over  the  inter- 
vening clauses  and  to  como  to  the 
points   dealt  with  in  Clauses    9    to    12 
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inclusive,  which  describe  what  hap- 
pens  where  no  arrangement  takes  place 
between  the  local  authority  and  the  owner 
of  the  school.  Of  course,  I  need  not 
remind  your  Lordships  that  where  schools 
belong  to  private  owners  it  rests  entirely 
with  the  owner  to  say  whether  he  chooses 
to  part  with  his  school  or  not,  under 
certain  restrictions  as  to  user  which  appear 
later  in  the  Bill ;  but  where  schools  are 
subject  to  trusts  a  Commission  is  ap- 
pointed to  deal  with  the  matter. 

That  Commission  takes  the  place  of 
the  Board  of  Education  in  the  first  in- 
stance, and  in  the  second  instance  it 
takes  the  place  of  the  courts  of  law  to 
which  further  appeal  might  be  made,  and 
it  is  specially  provided  that  the  Com- 
mission is  to  carry  on  its  affairs  according 
to  the  principles  followed  by  the  High 
Court  in  exercising  as  successors  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery  the  ordinary  juris- 
diction as  to  charities.  That  means 
principally  that  where  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Court  the  trust  cannot  be  literally 
carried  out,  it  should  be  carried  out  as 
nearly  as  circumstances  admit.  That  is 
what  is  familiar  to  many  of  your  Lord- 
ships as  the  doctrine  of  cypres,  and  that 
doctrine  will  be  followed  by  the  Com- 
mission. It  is  further  provided  that  the 
Commission  have  to  take  into  considera- 
tion, in  fixing  the  terms,  what  real  altera- 
tion takes  place  in  the  future  condition 
of  the  school  from  the  condition  which  it 
has  enjoyed  in  the  past ;  that  is  to  say, 
when  it  is  a  question  of  fixing  terms 
the  Commission  are  bound  to  take 
into  consideration  what  the  school 
can  really  be  said  to  be  losing  by  the 
Bill.  As  regards  the  ^personnel  of 
the  Commission,  that  is  one  feature  in 
the  Bill,  and  perhaps  almost  the  only 
one,  which  has  I  think  been  subjected 
to  no  criticism.  The  Commissioners 
are  three  gentlemen  of  very  high 
standing — Sir  Arthur  Wilson,  who  is 
one  of  the  most  eminent  members  of  the 
judicial  body  in  England ;  Sir  Hugh 
Owen,  who  is  a  civil  servant  of  un- 
equalled experience  ;  and  Mr.  Worsley 
Taylor,  so  familiar  to  many  of  your 
Lordships  who  sit  in  the  Committee 
rooms  upstairs,  in  which  he  has  always 
been  distinguished,  not  merely  for  his 
eminent  skill  as  an  advocate,  but  also  for 
bis  great  fairmindedness.     I  am  glad  to 
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know  that  since  the  names  of  these 
Grentlemen  have  been  announced  the 
practice  of  describing  this  CommiasioD 
as  a  Star  Chamber  has  ceased,  probably 
from  a  conviction  that  their  proceedings 
will  be  carried  out  with  every  regard  to 
justice  as  understood  in  this  oonntry 
in  the  twentieth  centurj . 

It  will  no  doubt  be  argued  in  the 
course  of  this  debate  that  we  have  no 
business  to  deal  with  these  ttusts  at  all^ 
that  we  have  no  business  to  touch  them. 
As  to  that  I  might  say  that  some  very 
substantial  interference  with  those  trusta 
took  place  in  the  year  1902.  Where  it 
suited  noble  Lords  opposite  to  alter  the 
trusts  they  did  so,  very  greatly,  asj^we 
know,  to  the  annoyance  of  many  of 
their  clerical  supporters.  I  would  ask 
your  Lordships  for  one  minute  to  con- 
sider what  the  position  is  with  regard  to 
the  claim  of  the  Church  of  England  in 
this  matter.  It  seems  to  me  reasonable 
to  show  that  the  condition  of  things, 
has  so  very  greatly  altered  since  those 
trusts,  or  a  great  number  of  them,  were 
instituted,  that  it  cannot  possibly  be 
maintained  that  they  are  to  be  treated 
as  absolutely  sacred.  I  will  give  you 
the  total  sums  which  were  contri- 
buted to  the  maintenance  of  voluntary 
schools  from  1870  to  1900.  In  the 
year  1870  the  voluntary  contributions 
and  endowments  for  the  maintaining 
of  Voluntary  schools  reached  the  sum 
of  £466,000;  the  Government  grants 
at  that  time  were  £562,000.  In  1880 
the  voluntary  ccmtributions  had  risen 
to  £877,000,  owing  to  what  happened 
after  the  passing  of  the  Education  Act 
of  1870,  and  the  (Government  granta 
roBe  to  a  little  more  than  £1,500,0001 
In  1890  the  voluntary  contributions 
were  £917,000,  and  the  Govemnu^t 
grants  just  under  £2,000,000.  In  1900 
the  voluntary  contributionB  were 
£963,000,  and  the  Government  grant* 
£4,417,000.  Since  1902,  of  course,  the 
case  is  very  much  stronger,  because  the 
voluntary  contributions  have  to  a  great 
extent  died  away,  and  the  vast  amount 
of  rate  aid,  which  cannot  be  calculated 
because  the  amount  apphed  to  Vcdun* 
tary  schools  and  to  Council  schools  is 
not  separated,  would,  of  course,  bring 
the   figure   up  to   an  infinitely  greater 

amount.     But  the  effect  of  what  I  hx9% 
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just  read  is  this,  that  in  1870  the  Govern- 
ment grants  counted  for  35  per  cent. 
and  the  voluntary  contributions  for  30 
per  cent,  of  the  total  cost,  the  balance  of 
cost  at  that  time  being  provided  by  fees. 
In  1900  the  grants  had  risen  to  78  per  cent. 
of  the  total  cost,  and  the  voluntary  con- 
tributions had  fallen  to  17  per  cent. 
It  cannot  be  denied  that  under  those 
circumstances  the  conditions  have  vastly 
altered,  and  that  it  is  really,  therefore, 
open  to  us  to  modify  these  trusts  in 
what  we  consider  a  fair  spirit. 

I  do  not  think  that  the  idea  that  this 
country  ia  bound  by  a  perpetual  obliga- 
tion to  carry  on  these  trusts  at  the  public 
cost  is  one  that  can  be  regarded  as  tenable 
for  a  moment.  I  would  put  an  analogy 
to  your  Lordships.  Suppose  the  hos- 
pitals were  handed  over  to  the  local 
authorities.  I  can  imagine  a  case  of  a 
hospital  built  many  years  ago  by  a 
gentleman  who  believed  in  the  practice 
and  principles  of  homoepathy.  After  a 
lapse  of  years  people  cease  to  subscribe 
to  this  hospital,  and  it  therefore  has  to  be 
handed  over  to  the  local  authority.  The 
bomoepathic  community  say  to  the  local 
authority — 

"  You  will  pay  the  whole  of  the  expense  of 
this  hospital  ;  you  wil]  pay  the  doctorM,  the 
Dorsea,  aod  also  for  the  diet  of  the  patients  and 
all  the  expenses  connected  with  it.  In  consid- 
eration of  that  fact  you  shall  be  allowed  to 
order  the  stores  from  the  butcher  and  the 
grocer,  but  we  propose  to  retain  in  our  own 
bands  the  appoiutnientf*  of  all  the  doctors  and 
the  nurses,  and  to  prescribe  the  complete 
regimen  for  the  |  atients.*' 

Would  any  local  authority  look,  or  be 
asked  by  a  Court  of  law  to  look  at  such  a 
proposition  as  that  ?  Yet  it  is  not  very 
dissunilar  from  what  the  country  is  now 
asked  to  do  in  the  case  of  these  trust 
schools. 

I  pass  over  clauses  which  deal  with  the 
temporary  use  of  the  schools,  and  what 
would  happen  if  the  trustees  of  a  school 
tried  to  close  it  off-hand.  I  go  back  to 
the  question  of  religious  instructions  and 
the  facilities  which  are  offered.  In  the 
Council  schools,  now,  as  we  hope,  greatly 
to  be  multiplied  in  number,  the  ordinary 
rule  of  religion  is  what  is  briefly  known 
as  the  Cowper-Temple  system.  We  had 
a  discussion  but  a  very  few  days  ago  upon 
that  system,  and  I  do  not  propose  to 
dwell  upon  it  at  all  at  this  moment ;  but 
I  do  most  emphatically  repeat  that  that 


religion  as  given  in  the  Council  schools  at^ 
this  moment  meets  the  wishes  of  the  vast 
majority  of  the  parents  of  the  children 
who  attend  them.  We  hear  a  good  deaf 
about  the  parents  and  the  wishes  of  the- 
parents  in  the  course  of  these  discussions, 
but  I  notice  that  when  Cowper-Temple 
instruction  is  under  discussion  the  figure 
of  the  parent  is,  so  to  speak,  wheeled  away 
into  the  background.  What  then  is 
urged  is  not  what  the  parent  really  does 
want,  but  what  in  the  opinion  of 
gentlemen  who  speak  on  the  subject  he 
ought  to  want.  I  fearlessly  repeat 
that  this  instruction  gives  what  he  really^ 
desires.  I  do  not  say  that  it  is  by  any 
means  complete.  We  know  it  is  not 
complete,  but  we  maintain  that  it  can  be 
supplemented,  and  obviously  between 
defect  and  excess  in  this  matter  there  is 
a  vast  difference,  provided  that  the  defect 
can  be  supplemented  elsewhere. 

Clause  3,  the  clause  which  deals  with 
facilities,  meets  the  cases  of  those  who 
complain  that  Cowper-Temple  teaching, 
as  I  briefly  call  it,  is  defective.  I  will  deal 
later  with  those  who  consider  it  erroneous. 
The  first  case  is  dealt  with  by  the  giving  of 
two  days*  facilities  for  special  religious 
teaching,  with  special  arrangements 
ensuring  that  each  child  may  receive  it. 
It  need  only  be  given  on  two  days 
a  week,  and  it  is  given  at  the  hour 
usually  set  apart  for  religious  instruc- 
tion. It  is  argued  that  under  this 
system  you  give  a  most  unfair  advan- 
tage to  the  council  school  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching,  because  you  allow 
that  to  be  given  by  the  teachers,  and 
you  do  not  allow  the  teacher  to  give 
this  facilities  teaching.  It  sounds  a 
paradox,  but  the  desire  for  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching  is,  I  believe,  so  general 
that  nobody  would  particularly  volunteer 
to  give  it  as  given,  unless  it  was  given 
by  the  teacher  under  the  auspices  of  the 
local  authority.  That  sounds  like  a 
paradox,  but  you  can  easily  find  a 
parallel  from  what  happens  in  our  politi- 
cal discussions. 

We  have  undenominational  politics  and 
we  have  doctrinal  politics.  There  are 
several  matters  on  which  we  are  aU 
agreed — the  excellence  of  trial  by  jury ; 
the  admirable  adaptability  of  oui  con- 
stitutional monarchy  to  the  needs  of  our 
Empire  ;    and  other  things  of  this  kind. 
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But  when  noble  Lords  opposite  send 
*down  orators  at  the  expense  of 
their  Party  to  make  speeches  in  the 
country,  it  is  not  upon  those  truths  that 
they  dwell.  They  dwell  upon  what  I 
may  call  doctrinal  politics — such  ques- 
tions as  the  advantages  of  coohe  labour 
zin  South  Africa,  or  the  sanctity  of  our 
present  system  of  licensing  public-houses. 
Therefore,  it  undoubtedly  is  the  case 
that  if  this  undenominational  teaching 
"had  to  be  privately  paid  for  it  would  not 
be  given.  Some  people  think  that 
Nonconformists  might  give  it.  I  be- 
lieve there  is  a  general  beUef  among  a 
great  many  people  who  do  not  read  his- 
tory and  know  nothing  of  the  immediate 
3>ast,  that  Lord  Mount  Temple  was  a 
Nonconformist.  Many  of  your  Lord- 
ships remember  the  distinguished  and 
-pious  figure  of  Lord  Mount  Temple  in 
this  House ;  and,  as  you  know,  he  was  a 
<li8tingui8hed  representative  of  the 
Evangelical  Churchmanship  of  the 
Victorian  era.  Some  people  imagine 
that  Nonconformists  would  out  of  their 
-own  pockets  give  the  kind  of  teaching 
which  is  imparted  in  those  syllabuses 
which  we  discussed  the  other  day.  I 
have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  they 
would  do  anything  of  the  kind.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  if  they  had  to  pay  they 
would  teach  the  doctrines  of  their 
j[>articular  church.  Therefore,  we  main- 
tain hat  there  is  a  complete  answer  to 
the  criticisms  which  are  levelled  against 
us  for  allowing  this  particular  form  of 
teaching  to  be  given  by  the  teacher. 

What  I  have  said  about  this  unde- 
nominational teaching  is,  of  course, 
not  universally  true.  There  are  some 
who  consider  it  to  be  not  merely  incom- 
plete, but  actually  erroneous.  It  is 
perfectly  obvious  to  anybody  who  has 
•even  glanced  at  these  syllabuses  that  no 
Jew  could  allow  his  child  to  be  instructed 
in  that  way.  Then  you  have  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church.  As  we  all  know,  to  the 
Roman  CathoUc  Church  the  Bible  is  not 
the  sole  rule  of  faith,  and  they  are  not  pre 
pared  to  admit  that  what  b  spoken  of  as 
simple  Bible  teaching  can  be  supple- 
mented in  any  way  by  teaching  outside. 
You  cannot  have  a  stronger  proof  of  the 
position  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
in  this  matter  than  this.  We  know  that 
a  translation  of  part  of  the  Scriptures  into 
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the  vernacular  is  at  any  rate  liable  to  be 
placed  on  the  Index  of  prohibited  bodes. 
That  shows  how  many  miles  apart 
Protestant  and  Catholic  stand  in  this 
matter ;  and,  of  course,  it  is  also  un- 
doubtedly true  that  there  is  a  very  con- 
siderable section  of  the  Anglican  Chuicli 
who  hold  the  same  views.  What  pro- 
portion of  the  Church  of  England  join 
in  the  Roman  Catholic  objections  we 
have  never  been  able  to  discover.  We 
may  possibly  have  some  light  thrown  on 
that  fact  in  the  course  of  these  debates ; 
but  we  know  from  the  protests  which 
they  have  made  that  they  exist,  and  that 
they  feel  deeply  on  this  matter.  They, 
too,  like  the  Roman  Catholics,  arc  not 
satisfied  unless  they  can  get  a  religioas 
atmosphere  into  the  schools. 

That  was  a  fact  which  the  Government 
had  to  face  very  early  indeed  when  this 
legislation  was  being  prepared,  and  some 
means  had  to  be  found  for  meeting  it. 
We  met  it  as  best  we  could  by  drawing  a 
distinction,  necessarily  rough,  but,  as  we 
believe,  very  real,  between  urban  and 
rural  schools.  It  is  necessary  to  bear 
that  distinction  carefully  in  mind,  and 
also  the  distinction  between  well-found 
denominational  schoob  which  have 
been  erected  with  a  distinct  determina- 
tion to  maintain  special  religious  teach- 
ing, and  the  inferior  and  worse 
found  so-called  denominational  schoola 
which  we  do  not  think  require  the 
same  consideration.  That  is  a  distino- 
tion  which  has  not  been  fairly  drawn. 
BusHcus  urbano  confusuSf  turpis  honesto. 
This  is  the  origin  of  Clauses  4,  5  and  6 
of  the  Bill.  Those  clauses  give  to  certain 
schools  the  special  facilities  on  all  five 
days  of  the  week,  and  they  allow  this 
instruction  to  be  given  by  the  teacher. 
This  privilege  is  confined  to  urban  areas, 
including  urban  districts  with  not  less 
than  5,000  population,  and  it  is  only 
given  where  it  is  satisfactorily  shown 
that  four-fifths  of  the  parents  desire  it 
and  that  accommodation  can  be  found 
if  necessary  for  the  remaining  children 
whose  parents  do  not  desire  it. 

We  selected  urban  districts  for  two 
reasons.  In  the  first  place,  because  it  is 
in  hose  populous  districts  that  alter- 
native schools  will  generally  be  found, 
and  also  because  as  a  rule  those  who 
desire  this  particular  teaching  and  dislike 
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Any  other  are,  as  a  rule,  clustered  around 
particular  churches.  That  is  true  of 
Boman  Catholics,  but  also  to  some 
extent  of  Anglicans.  I  noticed  in  reading 
the  Return  on  the  subject  of  Ecclesiastical 
Discipline  that  it  is  stated  that  among 
the  559  churches  which  were  inquired 
into  there  were  a  certain  number  where 
the  more  extreme  forms  of  octrine 
and  ritual  were  used.  These  were  mostly 
in  the  Metropolitan  area  or  in  seaside 
places,  though  some  of  them  were  in  rural 
parishes.  I  think  it  is  not  unfair  to 
assume  that  it  is  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  such  churches  as  those  that  schools 
would  exist  to  which  this  particular  pro- 
vision might  reasonably  apply. 

This  four-fifths  proposition  has  re- 
ceived a  vast  amount  of  criticism  from 
different  sides.  It  is  by  no  means  liked 
by  some  of  those  who  ordinarily  support 
His  Majesty's  Gk>vernment,  and  it  is  not 
•accepted  with  enthusiasm  by  those  whom  it 
is  intended  to  benefit.  Those  facts  to  my 
mind  speak  stroagly  in  favour  of  this  being 
a  sensible  proposition.  We  are  asked, 
Why  four-fifths  ?  There  may  be  some 
who  think  that  five-sixths  would  be  a 
more  reasonable  figure;  others  might 
«ay  three-fourths ;  and  some  people 
might  find  a  magic  in  the  fraction  of 
seven-tenths.  When  I  was  listening 
to  a  debate  in  the  other  House  I  heard 
an  hon.  Member  say  that  What  appeared 
to  him  as  fair  was  a  majority  consisting 
of  one-half.  He  was  an  English  Member 
too.  When  you  say.  Why  four-fifths  ? 
any  provision  where  a  particular  figure 
is  mentioned  is  open  to  such  a  question. 
People  who  have  incomes  below  £160 
A  year  pay  no  income  tax.  There  is  no 
.great  difference  between  an  income 
<rf  £159  and  £160.  Then  why  particularly 
1160  ?  Or,  if  I  may  quote  a  case  which 
if  more  germane  to  this  particular 
subject,  there  is  a  section  in  the  Act  of 
IVh  which  provides  that  a  school 
iball  not  be  considered  unnecessary 
if  the  average  attendance  is  not  less 
than  thirty.  One  may  say.  Why  thirty  ? 
What  is  the  essential  difference  betweei 
a  school  with  an  average  atteidaace 
ol  thirty  and  one  where  the  average 
attendance  is  only  twenty-nine  ?  All 
joa  can  say  here  is  that  the  figure  four- 
fifths  sufficiently  stamps  the  school  as 
having  a  definite  denominational 
character,    and    at    the    same    time    it 


leaves  a  reisoaable  probability  that 
accommodation  will  be  found  elsewhere 
for  the  children  of  such  pare  its  who 
do  not  require  the  teaching.  A  similar 
argumeit  which  I  will  not  labour  applies 
to  the  5,000  limit  which  is  mentioied 
ill  the  Bill. 

Having  detained  your  Lordships  so 
long,  I  have  no  intention  of  going  into 
the  complex  details  of  the  appeal  ii 
this  clause.  Its  form,  I  admit,  is  some- 
what complicated.  Thi^  is  acsountel 
for  by  the  fact  that  it  represents  a 
considerable  number  of  concessions, 
and  in  drafting  a  Bill  there  is  nothing 
so  fatal  to  conciseness  r.8  concessions. 
I  therefore  will  not  attempt  to  describe 
the  method  of  appeal  which  is  intended 
to  safeguard  the  parents  in  this  matter. 
I  sliall  probably  have  some  opportimity 
later  of  doing  so  ;  but  I  do  say  this, 
that  the  substitution  which  some  think 
so  simple  of  the  Word  "  s^all "  for 
''  may  '*  in  this  clause  and  so  making  it 
mandatory,  would,  in  our  opinion, 
land  both  the  schools  and  the  Board 
of  Education  in  very  real  diffi- 
culties. We  believe  that  the  method 
of  appeal  which  we  suggest,  added  to 
the  possibility  in  the  last  resort — I  hope 
only  in  the  last  resort  and  very  seldom — 
of  the  school  standing  out  of  the  system 
altogether  and  not  being  supported  out  of 
the  rates,  ofEers  a  much  more  genuine 
protection  and  a  much  more  solid 
probability  of  getting  thesa  four-fifth 
schools  than  if  the  word  '*  shall "  was 
substituted  for  the  word  "  may." 

The  next  question  is  one  which  has 
given  rise  to  a  great  deal  of  discussion. 
It  is  the  question  of  attendance  at  the 
school  during  the  religious  instruction, 
and  whether  that  attendance  is  to  be 
compulsory  or  not.  I  am  reminded  of  a 
story  which  I  think  is  printed  in  Mr. 
Herbert  Paul's  "History  of  England," 
of  a  reply  made  by  Bishop  Thirlwall  to  a 
Conservative  friend  of  his  at  Cambridge 
who  objected  to  the  admission  of  Dis- 
senters to  the  University  on  the  ground 
that  the  presence  of  Nonconformist-) 
would  put  an  end  to  the  practice  of 
Church-going,  and  that  the  alternative 
was  compulsory  religion  or  no  religion 
at  all.     "I  confess,"  said  the  Bishop  — 

"that  the  dUtinction  U  too  subtle ffor   my 
mental  grasp." 
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Whether  religion  which  is  the  subject 
of  compulsion  is  religion  at  all  is  a  matter 
which  I  think  well  worthy  of  considera- 
tion.  Under  the  Act  of  1870  attendance 
during  what  is  known  as  the  religious 
hour  in  schools  was  nominally  compul- 
sory, but  as  a  matter  of  fact  there  is 
no  instance  of  any  parent  having  been 
prosecuted  for  not  sending  his  child 
to  school  at  that  time.  Things  went 
on  in  that  manner  until  the  year  1903, 
when  there  was  issued  from  the  Educa- 
tion Department  the  "  Anson  by-law," 
which  enabled  local  authorities  to  dis- 
pense parents  from  the  necessity  of 
sending  their  children  to  school  for 
religious  instruction,  with  a  sort  of 
general  vague  understanding  that  the 
child  was  to  be  given  religious  instruction 
elsewhere,  but  without  offering  any 
means  of  discovering  whether  he  really 
received  it  or  not.  That  by-law  has 
been  adopted  by  authorities  representing 
about  two-fifths  of  the  total  number  of 
children.  In  the  House  of  Commons 
during  the  progress  of  the  Bill  this  sub- 
ject was  very  keenly  debated.  It  gave 
rise  to  strong  differences  of  opinion  which 
were  not  confined  to  one  side,  and  which 
even  invaded  the  circle  of  the  Cabinet. 
The  arguments  are  no  doubt  strong  both 
ways.  If  you  say  that  no  parent  need 
send  his  child  to  school  during  the 
religious  hour,  you  are  no  doubt  open 
to  the  charge  of  practically  secularising 
the  schools,  and  you  are  also  open  to  the 
charge  of  making  it  likely  that  parents 
will  take  advantage  of  this  permission 
to  employ  their  children  in  various  un- 
desirable ways  instead  of  sending  them 
to  school.  These  argimients  are  un- 
doubtedly strong,  but  to  my  mind  the 
arguments  in  the  other  direction  carry 
still  greater  weight.  In  the  first  place, 
it  is  exceedingly  difficult  to  arrange — 
and  this  is  a  minor  matter — in  some 
cases  for  the  proper  giving  of  secular 
instruction  during  that  time  ;  but,  what 
is  much  more  important,  it  is  very 
difficult  to  make  the  conscience  clause 
effective  imless  you  allow  the  child  to 
withdraw  not  merely  from  the  instruction 
but  from  the  school-house  itself.  It 
is  not  to  be  supposed  that  young  children 
can  stand  up  and  announce  their  objection 
or  their  parents'  objection  to  a  particular 
form  of  religious  instruction  ;  nor  are 
they  likely  to  do  so  on  their  < 
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if  the  secular  instruction  which  is'provided 
as  an  alternative  is,  as  is  very  often 
the  case,  of  an  extremely  unpalatable 
character.  I  am  convinced  that  if 
when  at  school  your  Lordships  had 
been  given  the  choice  of  listening  for 
half  an  hour  to  the  admonitions  of  a 
Mohammedan  Mullah  or  doing  a  set 
of  Greek  iambics  you  would  not  all  have 
chosen  the  iambics. 

The  third  argimient  in  favour  of  not 
making  attendance  compulsory  is  one 
which,  to  some  extent,  appeals  to  the 
Grovemment,  namely,  that  it  reheves  us 
from  the  imputation  of  giving  an  undue 
preference  to  the  ordinary  council  school 
instruction,  and  there  is  this  further  point 
which  I  think  will  appeal  to  some  right 
rev.  Prelates  and  to  others  of  your  Lord- 
ships, that  if  attendance  is  not  compul- 
sory those  who  do  not  wish  their  children 
to  receive  the  ordinary  council  religious 
teaching  can  take  them  away  and 
teach  them  in  a  church  or  in  some  other 
building  separately.  That  is  a  practice 
which  I  believe  is  being  followed  in 
an  increasing  degree.  It  points  to  the 
fact  that  the  clergy,  who  have,  I  believe — 
I  shall  be  corrected  if  I  am  wrong — ^I  wiU 
not  say  of  recent  years,  but  for  some 
years  past,  shown  a  tendency  to  give 
less  religious  instruction  themselves,  are 
disposed  to  .  return  to  the  performance 
of  those  duties  which  I  think  I  am  right 
in  saying  are  specifically  laid  upoa 
I  them  by  the  canons  of  the  Church.  If,  on 
'  the  other  hand,  you  compel  the  children 
I  to  attend  at  the  building,  you  wiO  make 
that  special  church  teaching  in  the 
mornings,  which  has  become  a  verA* 
distinct  feature  in  some  towns,  au 
impossibility. 

Now,  one  word  about  the  teacher. 
Two  comments  have  been  made  upon  the 
manner  in  which  we  treat  the  teacher  with 
respect  to  this  religious  instruction.  It 
is  said  he  may  alwa^*^  give  Cowper- 
Temple  instruction,  even  if  unfit,  and  you 
never,  except  in  the  four-fifth  schoob, 
allow  him  to  give  the  two  days  facilities 
teaching  however  willing  he  may  be. 
Those  provisions  depend  ux>on  the 
conscience  clause  for  teachers  which  is 
included  in  the  Bill.  A  teacher  em- 
ployed in  a  public  elementary  school  shall 
not  be  required  as  part  of  his  duty  as  a 
iher  to  give  any  religious  instruction. 
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and  shall  not  be  required  as  a  con- 
ditioQ  of  his  appointment  to  subscribe 
to  any  religious  creed,  or  to  attend  or 
abstain  from  attending  any  Sunday 
school  or  place  of  religious  worship. 
The  effect  of  that  is  that  when  a  teacher 
is  engaged  it  is  not  thought  right  to  ask 
him  what  his  views  are,  or  whether  he 
will  give  any  particular  religious  in- 
struction ;  but,  when  he  is  engaged,  if  he 
agrees  to  give  the  form  of  religious  in- 
struction, the  authority  may  and  un- 
doubtedly will  cause  him  to  show  that  he 
is  qualified  to  ^ve  it.  That,  I  think, 
meets  to  some  considerable  extent  an 
objection  which  has  been  often  raised 
—namely,  that  there  is  a  risk  of  the  or- 
dinary religious  teaching  being  given  by 
improper  people.  I  believe  that  risk  in 
itself  is  exceedingly  small.  After  all, 
these  teachers  are  a  serious  class  of 
people  7  and  the  sort  of  Mephistopheles 
teacher  who  is  supposed  to  be  giving 
Bible  instruction  one  moment  and  speak- 
ing at  Agnostic  meetings  the  next  is,  I 
believe,  a  very  rare  being  indeed.  If  he 
exists  at  all — and  he  may  exist  here  and 
there — I  have  no  hesitation  in  sa3ring 
that  his  existence  as  a  religious  teacher 
is  a  scandal,  and  that  the  local 
authority  would,  and  ought  under  our 
measure,  to  find  somebody  else  to  give 
the  religious  instruction. 

But  when  you  say  the  teaching  should 
<Jnly  be  given  by  those  who  believe  in  it, 
you  come,  it  seems  to  me,  to  a  very 
difficult  question.  It  is  very  difficult  to 
define  what  belief  is.  There  are  many 
degrees  and  varieties  of  belief,  even 
within  the  ranks  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land ;  but  what  I  do  desire  to  say  is  this, 
that  after  all  conviction  is  much,  hut  it  is 
very  far  indeed  from  being  everything. 
Unless  a  man  has  the  teacher's  gift,  no 
amount  of  conviction  or  earnestness  or 
knowledge  will  enable  him  to  convey  in  a 
palatable  form  to  children  even  the  most 
simple  religious  instruction;  whereas  a 
man  whose  convictions  are  far  less  settled, 
if  he  has  the  gift,  would  in  my  belief  be 
able  to  convey  it  not  merely  in  a  more 
attractive,  but  also  in  a  more  useful  form 
to  the  minds  of  children.  Then  it  is 
asked,  Why  not  allow  the  teacher  to 
jdve  the  two  days  facilities  teaching  in 
the  transferred  school  ?  That  no  doubt 
seems  a  reasonable  suggestion.     It  seems 
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to  give  it,  to  prohibit  him  from  doing  so  ; 
but  in  practice  it  is  believed  by  a  very 
great  number  of  people — and  those  who 
think  so  object  strongly  to  any  alteration 
of  this  clause — that  it  would  act  as  a  test — 
a  modified  test  no  doubt — but  a  real  test, 
in  a  great  many  rural  schools ;  and  it  being, 
as  I  have  said,  our  object  to  make  the 
schools  in  these  districts  undenomina- 
tional, we  cannot  consent  tD  a  proposition 
which  in  our  opinion  would  to  some 
considerable  extent  undo  one  of  the  main 
purposes  of  the  Bill  itself.  I  may  j  ust  add 
this,  that  I  think  it  would  not  be  difficult 
to  show  that  unless  you  also  hand  over 
the  appointment  of  the  teacher  to  the 
denomination — which  would,  of  course, 
destroy  the  structure  of  the  Bill  alto- 
gether— this  permission  would  cut  both 
ways  in  a  great  many  instances. 
What  Would  happen  in  such  cases 
would  depend  upon  whether  the  local 
authority  desired  the  teacher  to  give  the 
instruction  or  not,  because  the  appoint- 
ments made  by  them  would  no  doubt  be 
largely  governed  by  some  consideration 
of  this  question. 


hard,  undoubtedly,  if  a  teacher  is  willing    connection  is  illusory. 


I  pass  very  rapidly  over  the  question 
of  finance,  which  is  one  which  does  not 
specially  concern  your  Lordships'  House. 
It  is  provided  by  the  Bill  that  a  sum  of 
£1,000,000  will  be  found  to  carry  out  its 
object,  but  I  desire  to  make  it  quite  clear 
that  in  the  Bill  no  allocation  of  this  money 
is  suggested  at  all.  The  noble  Marquess 
opposite,  Lord  Huntly,  was  kind  enough 
to  send  me  a  Return  he  had  made  out  as  a 
sequel  to  a  Question  which  he  asked.  I 
think  it  will  not  be  difficidt  to  show  that 
the  noble  Marquess  has  founded  his  con- 
clusions on  a  somewhat  imreal  basis, 
but  there  is  no  use  going  into  details  on 
this  matter.  A  Bill  has  been  promised 
for  next  year  dealing,  not  only  with  this 
million,  but  with  the  general  allocation 
of  all  the  money  which  is  provided  by 
the  State  for  this  purpose ;  but  I  want 
to  make  this  one  point  clear,  namely,  that 
the  fact  that  the  sum  of  a  million  was 
named  has  no  relation  whatever  to  the 
probabilities  or  possibilities  of  the  amount 
required  by  individual  schools,  or  likely 
to  be  received  bv  individual  schools,  in  the 
form  of  rent.  The  two  things  have 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  each  other, 
and  any  argument  founded  on  a  supposed 
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I  pass,  not  without  satisfaction,  from 
the  rather  arid  desert  of  religious  contro- 
versy to  the  more  green  and  pleasant  land 
in  which  the  children  themselves  live, 
and  to  one  or  two  points  of  a  more  educa- 
tional character  than  those  with  which 
I  have  been  hitherto  compelled  to  deal. 
Your  Lordships  will  have  observed  that 
we  do  not  make  any  alteration  in  the 
authority  under  which  elementary  educa- 
tion is  worked  in  this  country.  I  need  not 
tiouble  you  at  any  length  with  our  reasons. 
Had  we  started  with  a  clean  slate  it  is 
possible  that  we  might  rot  have  adopted 
exactly  the  plan  followed  by  coble  Lords 
opposite  in  K02,  but  fir  ding  matters  ts 
Ihey  are  we  do  rot  thirk  it  would  be  wise 
to  attempt  ary  further  alterations  in  that 
respect.  Eut  experierce  has  undoubt- 
edly eh  own  that  seme  foim  of  delegation 
is  veiy  much  reeded.  In  some  county 
ccuEcils  the  members  of  the  education 
committees  complain  that  they  come 
great  distances  at  serious  sacrifices  of 
time,  only  to  fird  themselves  confronted 
with  an  erdless  agenda  paper  composed 
of  the  most  trifling  details  relating  to 
small  schools,  and  that  they  really  never 
have  the  chance  of  considering  educa- 
tional problems  at  all.  For  that  reason 
we  propose  that  in  every  county  in 
England  and  Wales,  except  fourteen 
counties  which  have  less  than  69,000 
inhabitants,  schemes  should  be  prepared 
for  some  form  of  delegation.  The  only 
points  about  these  schemes  which  I  wish 
to  mention  are  these,  that  they  must  be 
uniform  as  affecting  the  one  coimty ; 
that  in  every  case  they  must  involve 
seme  disposal  of  money  by  the  minor 
authority  to  whom  the  power  is  delegated; 
that  the  scheme  must  provide  for  the 
inclusion  of  women  members  on  the 
smaller  bodies ;  and  what  I  think  is  also 
an  important  provision,  that  any  go- 
ahead  and  energetic  area  which  wishes  to 
try  to  improve  its  own  particular  educa- 
tion may  apply  to  be  specially  rated  by 
the  county  council  in  order  to  carry  out 
its  ideas.  I  hope  ard  believe  that  this 
plan  of  delegation  will  meet  with  general 
approval. 

The  authorities  are  given  sixty  years  i 
instead  of  thirty  years  to  repay  borrowed 
money,  which  will  ease  their  position  to 
some  extent.    Then,  as  regards  higher 
education,  the  2d«   limit  on  the  rate  is 
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removed.  Clause  24  has  two  very 
important  provisions — one  is  for  the 
encouragement  of  a  movement  which, 
has  been  carried  on  to  some  extent 
successfully  by  private  enterprise,  but 
which  we  now  think  needs  public  sup- 
port. I  mean  the  provision  of  vacation 
schools  and  play  centres  for  children 
at  times  when  they  are  not  actually  at 
work  ;  and  the  eecond  sub-head  in  the 
Fame  clause  applies  in  a  limited  form  the 
important  principle  of  medical  inspection, 
to  schools.  I  believe  that  to  be  a  most 
important  provision.  I  believe  that  in. 
the  mere  matter  of  dentistry  alone  the 
SI  m  of  misery  and  suffering  which  during 
all  their  life  the  poor  children  of  this 
country  go  through  in  consequence  of 
not  having  their  teeth  properly  attended 
to  when  young  is  at  least  as  great  as 
that  caused  by  an  ordinary  European 
war. 

I  will  rot  detain  you  by  any  reference 
to  the  teachers'  register,  which  we  pro- 
pose to  abolish.  Its  abolition  has  been 
a  matter  of  some  comment,  but  we  have 
been  forced  to  arrive  at  the  conclusion 
that  the  register,  so  far  as  it  has  gone 
has  not  carried  out  the  intentions  of 
Parliament  in  creating  it,  and  what  is 
worse,  that  no  proposition  which  has 
been  advanced  by  those  who  have  most 
kindly  given  a  great  deal  of  thought 
and  consideration  to  the  subject  will 
carry  out  the  intentions  of  ParUament. 
What  we  hope  is  that  the  undoubted 
hardship  which  exists  in  the  case  of  some 
of  those  who  have  gone  to  trouble  and 
expense  in  getting  themselves  on  to  the 
register  will  be  at  any  rate  very  con- 
siderably mitigated  by  the  regulationa 
of  the  Board  of  Education. 

The  next  part  of  the  Bill  which  I  will 
touch  on  briefly  deals  with  Wales. 
That  probably  is  a  matter  which  is 
likely  to  be  considered  in  full  when  the 
Committee  stage  is  reached ;  but  I 
may  just  say  this,  that  I  believe  all 
parties  in  Wales  are  at  any  rate  agreed 
as  to  the  principle  of  the  creation  of 
some  central  council  for  education. 

A  RIGHT  REV.  PRELATE  :  No.  no. 

The  Earl  op  CREWE :  I  will  not 
put  it  ouite  as  high  as  that  if  right 
rev.    Prelates   object.    I   will  say   that 
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there  is  a  large  measure  of  agree- 
ment among  people  of  very  different 
schools  of  thought  in  favour  of  the  for- 
mation of  a  central  council  of  education 
for  Wales. 

Eabl  CAWDOR  :  Not  such  a  council 
as  is  proposed  by  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  CREWE  :  I  understand 
that.  I  was  speaking  as  to  a  general 
agreement  on  the  principle  ;  and  I  think 
it  will  be  generally  agreed  that  if  Wales 
wants  a  council  the  admirable  manner 
in  which  the  Welsh  Intermediate  Edu- 
cation Act  has  been  carried  out  by  the 
Joint  Committees  and  by  the  Central 
Board  makes  it  almost  imperative  that 
we  should  do  what  we  can  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  that  country.  I  am  not  going 
at  all  into  the  details.  There  is  one 
striking  ^t  with  regard  to  this  matter, 
that  Wales  apparently  desires  certain 
powers  now  vested  in  the  Board  of 
Education  to  be  transferred  to  the 
Treasury.  This  is  the  first  time  in  my 
recollection  that  I  have  ever  heard  any 
body  of  people,  so  to  speak,  "  nestling 
up*'  to  the  Treasury,  but  that  is  a 
matter  for  Wales  itself  to  decide. 

The  remaining  clauses  of  the  Bill  are 
such  as  I  think  would  be  more  con- 
veniently dealt  with  in  Committee.  My 
task  is  therefore  at  an  end,  and  I  feel  I 
must  apologise  to  your  Lordships  for 
having  detained  you  at  such  unconscion- 
able length.  The  nature  of  the  subject 
made  it  exceedingly  difficult  for  me  to 
deal  with  it  at  all  briefly.  During  the 
last  six  months  it  has  been  my  duty 
to  study  so  far  as  I  could  everything 
that  has  been  written  or  said  on  this 
subject,  and  I  do  not  know  that 
say  utterances  of  any  very  great  im- 
portance have  escaped  me.  Nineteen- 
twentieths  of  what  has  been  said  and 
written  on  this  subject  has  dealt  with 
some  aspect  or  other  of  the  religious 
difficulty.  I  confess  that  all  through  my 
uppermost  thought  has  been  this — if 
cify  all  the  energy,  all  the  passion,  and  all 
the  research  which  have  produced  such  a 
volume  of  emotional  rhetoric  and  such  a. 
museom  of  elaborate  argument  could 
have  been,  and  now  could  be,  applied  to 

the  real  advancement  of  education  in  this 

eoontry !     This   religious   difficulty  has 


swamped  everything,  or  almost  every- 
thing. What  was  originally  the  second 
part  of  our  Bill,  dealing  no  doubt  with  a. 
somewhat  controversial,  but  an  exceed- 
ingly important  (question — that  of  en- 
dowments— ^had  to  be  sacrificed  owing  to- 
the  lapse  of  Parliamentary  time,  and  is 
one  of  the  victims  of  the  religious  question^ 

I  ask,  my  Lords,  is  it  not  possible  that 
this  long  strife  can  somehow  be  made 
to   cease  ?     In  a   very   few   days   your 
Lordships  are  going  to  disperse  to  your 
homes  at  a  delightful  season  of  the  year. 
Possibly  some  of  you  may  be  able  to  spare 
time  from  more  attractive  pursuits    ta 
consider  this  thorny  question  and  to  re- 
flect what  an  immense  gain  to  the  nation 
would  be  a  declaration  of  peace  after  this 
!  more  than  thirty  years  religious  war.     I 
know   very   well   that   there   are   some 
provisions  in  this  measure  which  your 
Lordships    are    disponed    to    condemn. 
May  I  ask  this,  not  merely    that  you 
should  refrain  from  condemning  without 
full  knowledge  of  what  is  actually  pro- 
posed, for  I  am  sure  your  Lordships  will 
not  do  that,  but  also  that  you  will  re- 
frain   from    condemning    without    very 
anxious  consideration  of  all  the  possible- 
alternatives.    Some  of  those  alternatives 
seem  at  first  most  attractive,  but  we,  too, 
my  Lords,  have  had  to  consider  them  and 
sometimes  very  reluctantly  have  had  ta 
reject  them  because  in  our  opinion  they 
were  utterly  incompatible  with  a    final 
settlement    of    this    question.     If    your 
Lordships  will  give  the  subject  full  con- 
sideration in  that  spirit,  I  believe  that 
you  will  admit    that    this  measure  re- 
presents an  honest  and  a  not  altogether 
unsuccessful  effort,  seriously  designed  and 
seriously  carried  out,  towards  a  just  solu- 
tion of  this  most  baffling  and  intricate 
problem. 


It- 


Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2a. 
—(The  Earl  of  Crewe.) 


The  Marquess  of  Londonderry: 
My  Lords,  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just 
sat  down,  and  who  has  so  lucidly  intro- 
duced this  complicated  matter,  asked  for 
your  Lordships'  sympathy  in  the  diffi- 
cult task  he  was  undertaking.  I  can 
assure  my  noble  friend  that  if  there  is 
one  Member  of  your  Lordships'  House 
who  can  sympathise  with  him  in  that- 
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appeal  it  is  myself,  for  I  performed  a 
-flimilar  duty  when  in  office  on  more  than 
-one  occasion. 


The  noble  Earl  has  dealt  fully  with  a 
great  number  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill. 
We  on  this  side  of  the  House  all  under- 
stand that  Clause  1,  giving  complete 
popular  control,  is  the  hia^e  on  which  the 
whole  Bill  hangs,  and  in  the  course  of 
hie  opening  remarks  my  noble  friend 
stated  that  that  was  the  opinion  of 
himself  and  his  colleagues.  I  regard 
'that  clause  as  the  keystone  of  the 
measure,  which,  in  my  opinion,  abso- 
lutely destroys  the  denominational 
schools  from  the  point  of  view  of  denomi- 
national education,  and  therefore  is 
an  attack  upon  the  Established  Church 
of  this  country.  The  noble  Earl  went 
on  to  say  that  he  was  convinced  that  he 
had  the  people  of  the  country  at  his 
back  in  the  line  which  he  and  his  Govern- 
ment are  taking.  I  think  he  stated  that 
if  anyone  had  announced  at  a  meeting 
in  the  country  that  he  was  opposed  to 
the  ratepayers  having  popular  control 
in  the  matter  of  education  that  man 
would  be  promptly  escorted  to  the  rail- 
way station. 

*The  Earl  of  CREWE :  I  was  speaking 
-of  Parliamentary  candidates. 

The  MAEgDEsa  op  LONBONDERRT  : 
I  agree  entirely  with  what  the  noble 
Earl  said.  I  believe  that  the  people 
'Of  this  country  are  in  favour  of  public 
control  in  elementary  schools,  but  when 
they  ^declared  that  as  their  opinion 
they  did  not  anticipate  that  the   chief 
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schools  which  have  done  such  spendid 
educational  work  for  generations  past. 


What  did  the  people  of  this  country 
form  their  opinions  upon  in  this  matter 
previous  to  the  general  election  ?  They 
formed  those  opinions  on  the  various 
speeches  made  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Education,  Mr.  Birrell.  la 
one  speech  Mr.  Birrell  said — 

"  Not  only  waa  ha  desirouH  that  ther«  ahonld 
be  Christian  educatiOD  in  nil  schools,  but  ha  ma 
also  anxious  that  there  should  be  facilitiai 
giTen,  if  they  could  be  arrangeil  va  proper 
terms,  whereby  all  denominations  would  hare 
the  opportnnitv  of  instracting  ehildren  who 
atleailed  the  •choals  in  what  tl 
be  their  true  religion." 


the;  believed  to 


On  another  occasion  Ur.  Biirell  de- 
clared that — 

"  He  hoped  it  would  be  pcaubla  to  have 
in  the  public  elementary  scliooli  in  this  coun- 
try aiiiipla  religious  teaching  for  thoae  who 
were  coatent  with  It,  and  also  to  give  facil- 
ities that  those  people  who  wantsd  more 
delinite  dogmatic  lostruction  Bhoold  hare  it 
HO  that  their  children  might  enjoy  the  bene- 
lita  of  it." 

What  did  Mr.  Birrell  mean  by  that ! 
He  undoubtedly  meant  that  where 
Cowper-Temple  teaching  was  required  it 
should  be  given,  but  where  extra  re- 
ligious instruction  was  desired  it  should 
also  be  given.  Therefore,  if  any  man- 
date on  the  subject  was  given  by  the 
country  at  the  general  election  it  waa 
on  the  programme  set  out  by  the  Minister 
for  Education,  and  was  in  favoni  of 
religious  teaching. 

Much  allusion  has  been  made  to  the 
A,ct  of  1902.  It  has  been  natnrally 
criticised  ;  but  let  me  say  at  once,  as  one 
who  was  to  a  great  extent  lesponuble 
for  that  measure,  that  the  Act  of  1902 


of  the  session  would  have  for    destroyed  nothing.     I  may  be  told  by 


its  object  the  endowment  of    Noncoi 
iormity   at   the   e.^pense   of   the   whole 
community,  especially  of  the  Church  of 
England,    the    abolition    of    Church    in- 
fluence in  Church  schools,  and  that  the 
Bill  would  be  a  stepping-stone  towards 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Chnroh  of 
England.    There  is   no   doubt  that  the 
latepayers  fully  anticipated   that  there 
would  be   additional   representation   on 
the  boards   of  management  of   non-pro- 
vided schools,  but  I  venture  t< 
never  thought  ;for  one  momeni 
'Government  were   going,   by  o 
«f  the  pen,  to  abolish  the  14,000 
The  Mari{ue$ii  of  Londondigik 


my  noble  friend  opposite  that  it  destroyed 
the    school    boards,    but    if    my    noble 
friend  will  carry  his  mind  back  to  1870 
he  will  remember  that  the  school  boards 
were  only  set  up  as  a  last    alternative 
because  there  were  no  local  authorities. 
The  Act  of  1903  destroyed  nothing ;   but, 
on  the  contrary,  it  was  a  constructive  and 
educational    measure.     I   challenge    the 
noble  Lord  opposite  to  show  me  any  pro- 
vision in  this  Bill  which  by  any  stretch 
■"    ■     ■    ■  ig  called 
destroy 
blung  in 
a  of  the 
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country.  The  Act  of  1902  co-ordinated 
all  grades  of  education  under  one  head, 
and  under  the  system  set  up  education  is 
steadily  and  gradually  improving.  I 
have  myself  been  to  a  great  number  of 
the  big  towns  in  the  country,  and  not  only 
do  I  find  the  Act  working  smoothly  and 
well,  but  it  is  praised  by  all  classes  of  the 
community.  I  know  that  in  some  of  the 
rural  districts  there  is  annoyance  at 
having  to  pay  a  rate  which  they  did  not 
have  to  pay  before,  but  I  cannot  see  that 
there  will  be  any  reduction  under  this 
Bill. 

The  system  on  which  provided  and  non- 
provided  schools  have  been  working  side 
by  side  since  the  year  1870,  and  as  the 
Act  of  that  year  intended  them  to  work, 
has  been  entirely  to  the  benefit  of  the 
education  of  the  countrv.  The  atmo- 
sphere  of  religion  in  the  denominational 
schools  has  permeated  the  whole  district 
in  which  those  schools  are  situated,  and 
this  is  bound  to  have  had  beneficial 
results;  and,  owing  to  its  beiiig  neces- 
sary for  the  non-provided  schools  to  be 
as  efficient  as  the  provided  schools 
secular  education  has  been  kept  up  to 
the  same  high  standard.  Therefore  I  am 
at  a  logs  to  know  how  it  can  be  in  the  in- 
terest of  education  to  strike  this  blow 
at  the  great  work  done  by  v.)luntary 
schools.  I  do  not  think  the  country 
realises  what  it  owes  to  Church  or  vi)lun- 
tary  schools.  Many  years  ago,  when  there 
were  no  other  schools  of  any  sort  or  kind, 
the  sole  education  of  the  country  was 
provided  by  these  schools.  Children  of 
Nonconformists  took  every  advantage 
of  the  educational  facilities  thercbv 
ofered,  and  I  believe  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  has  admitted  having  received 
his  elementarv  education  in  a  voluntary 
school  in  Wales.  The  people  who  now 
denounce  these  schools  were  not  above 
taking  advantage  of  them. 

I  regretted  to  hear  the  sneers  which 
the  noble  Earl  cast  upon  the  reason  why 
these  schools  were  provided  and  kept  up. 
He  seemed  to  insinuate  that  they  were 
provided  for  pecuniary  reasons  in  order 
to  keep  down  the  rates.  I  repudiate 
that  suggestion  entirely.  The  supporters 
of  these  schools  have  made  sacrifices  for 
their  maintenance  out  of  love  for  religion 
and  education.     I  could  quote  to  your 
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Lordships  case  after  case  where  clergy- 
men have  devoted  the  whole  of  their 
incomes  to  the  support  of  these  schools 
on  behalf  of  religious  education.  The 
landed  interest,  too,  has  supported  these 
schools,  because  landlords  have  believed 
in  them  and  wished  the  children  of  their 
tenants  to  benefit  by  the  religious  educa- 
tion imparted.  To  hear  our  political 
opponents  talk,  one  would  imagine  that 
the  voluntary  schools  as  they  now 
exist  were  under  the  absolute  control 
of  the  managers.  Anyone  who  has 
tudied  this  question  loiows  that  that 
is  not  the  case.  The  local  authority  has 
absolute  control  over  each  and  every 
one  of  them,  with  the  exception  of  the 
very  short  time  in  the  morning  which 
is  devoted  to  religious  instruction  and 
with  regard  to  the  selection  of  the  teacher, 
but  they  have  the  power  of  veto  where 
they  consider  the  teacher  is  not  com- 
petent to  give  secular  education. 

I  agree  entirely  with  the  cry  for  popidar 
control.  The  ratepayers  of  the  country 
should  have  the  control  of  expenditure 
out  of  the  rates,  but  apparently  it  is 
considered  that  the  only  people  who 
pay  rates  are  Noikconf  or  mists.  There 
has  not  been  a  religious  census  for  many 
years  p&st,  and  consequently  it  is  im- 
possible to  draw  a  distinct  line  as  to  the 
Slims  prAd  by  the  various  denominations, 
but  my  own  conviction  is  that  if  the 
rates  paid  for  education  could  be  ear- 
marked it  Would  be  found  that  supporters 
of  voluirtary  schools  pay  an  amount 
sufficient  for  the  maintenance  of  their 
schools,  and  yet,  while  papng  for  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching  in  provided  schools, 
they  are  not  to  be  allowed  their  own 
denominational  teaching.  The  noble 
Earl  has  told  us  that  this  is  an  unde- 
nominational Bill.  He  has  reiterated  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister  that — 

*'This  is  an  undenominational  Bill  setting  up 
an  undenominational  svHteni,  and  we  must 
regard  it  in  tliat  light. 

The  noble  Earl  wont  at  some  length  into 
what  he  described  as  concessions  and 
facilities.  The  so-called  concessions  and 
facilities,  which  have  been  so  much  dwelt 
upon,  uro  in  my  opinion  illusory. 

1  give  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  crodit  for  an  intention  to  deal 
fairly  with  the  denominational  schools. 
I  have  road  his  speeches  both  before  ho 
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opinions,  but  if  engaged  he  is  asked 
whether  he  is  willing  to  give  religious 
instruction. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY : 
Yes,  bat  you  have  not  the  slightest  idea 
whether  he  is  qualified  to  give  it  or  not. 
If  a  teacher  is  to  teach  anything  well  he 
must  thoroughly  believe  in  it  himself. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
admitted,  on  the  Third  Reading,  the 
importance  of  religious  teaching  being 
given  by  a  well-tiained  teacher.  He 
said — 

"  I  >erea  with  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury 
that  religioDi  Instruction  ii  verf  badly  given- 
I  have  heard  it  gtveD  again  and  again  in  Board 
•obooli  and  in  Charch  f chooli,  and  I  have  very 
nldom  heard  it  givon  otharwiae  than  badly. 
Tliat  ii  a  criticiam,  not  of  the  syatetu,  but  of 
t«achgr.     A  well-trained  teacher  ig  the  thing 

Yet  it  is  the  well-trained  teacher  you 
propose  under  this  Bill  to  turn  on  one 
side.  That  is  a  point  on  which  I  lay 
great  stress.  I  hope  that  in  the  recess 
those  responsible  for  the  Bill  will  ponder 
over  the  words  of  the  late  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury,  that — 

"  the  efficiency  of  relij^ons  teaching  dependa 
on  the  eaniestnesa  of  the  conviction  of  the 
teacher." 

The  lacilitiee,  as  they  are  called,  are 
entirely  at  tie  discretion  of  the  local 
authority.  The  word  "  may "  instead 
of  "  shall "  comes  in  frequently,  and, 
owing  to  the  fact  of  its  being  permisaive. 
Clause  3  holds  out  hopes  that  cannot, 
°7  the  widest  stretch  of  imagination, 
be  regarded  as  certainties. 

Clause  3 
e  school 
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first  of  m  consider  what  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  in  introducing  that 
ilause.  I  think  it  is  notorious  that 
t  waa  introduced  in  order  to  secure 
the  Roman  Catholic  vote,  and,  secondly 
nd  this  was  by  no  means  its  least  ob- 
ject— to  retain  the  services  of  the  noble 
Marquees  the  Leader  of  your  Lordships' 
House.  It  must  have  been  intended 
to  cut  out  the  Church  schools.  That 
must  have  been  in  the  minds  of  those  who 
drafted  the  clause,  because  it  is  confined 
to  urban  districts  of  over  5,000  inhabi- 
tants, and  His  Majesty's  Government 
know  full  well  that  the  great  majority 
voluntary  schools  are  in  the  rural 
districts  and  could  not  possibly  come 
under  this  clause.  To  my  mind,  the  clause 
will  be  found  impossible  in  its  working. 
The  conditions  to  be  fulfilled  before 
facilities  are  granted  are  almost  incapable 
of  fulfilment,  even  within  the  areas  to 
which  the  clause  applies.  What  is  the 
ixplanation  of  the  Roman  Catholics  in 
another  place  voting  bo  constantly  against 
the  Government  on  this  'i  It  is  bmause 
they  are  finding  out  that  the  clause 
will  not  benefit  them,  for  the  simple 
reason  that  in  nearly  all  Roman  Catholic 
schools  there  are  a  large  number  of 
ihildren  of  other  denominations.  The 
denomination  that  will  be  benefited 
is  that  of  the  Jews.  I  contend  that  it 
will  be  impossible  to  get  four-fifths  of 
the  parents  to  vote  as  the  Bill  requiies- 
But  there  is  a  further  restriction  im- 
posed, viz.,  that  there  shall  be  no 
facilities  given  unless  there  is  alterna- 
tive accommodation  for  the  children 
ol  parents  who  do  not  deaire  facilities. 
Thus  there  might  be  a  school  of  100 
children  the  parents  of  ninty-nine  of 
whom  desire  facilities.  If  there  were 
not  another  accessible  school  for  the 
remaining  one  child  facilities  could  not 
be  granted.  The  facilities  clause  is,  in 
fact,  utterly  useless. 

Then  we  come  to  another  very  im- 
portant provision  —  the  Council  for 
Wales.  I  object  to  separate  treatment 
for  Wales  on  constitutional  grounds. 
I  deoline  to  agree  to  a  proposal  for 
what  I  may  caU  Home  Rule  all  round. 
There  is  no  more  reason  why  this  step 
should  be  taken  in  regard  to  Wales  than 
in  regard  to  Durham,  the  Ridings  of 
Yorkshire,  and  every  thickly  popu- 
lated part  of  the  country;  and  I  must 
2  H  2 
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But  when  noble  Lords  opposite  send 
•down  orators  at  the  expense  of 
their  Party  to  make  speeches  in  the 
country,  it  is  not  upon  those  truths  that 
they  dwell.  They  dwell  upon  what  I 
may  call  doctrinal  politics — such  ques- 
tions as  the  advantages  of  cooUe  labour 
dn  South  Africa,  or  the  sanctity  of  our 
present  system  of  Ucensing  pubUc-houses. 
Therefore,  it  undoubtedly  is  the  case 
that  if  this  undenominational  teaching 
liad  to  be  privately  paid  for  it  would  not 
be  given.  Some  people  think  that 
Nonconformists  might  give  it.  I  be- 
lieve there  is  a  general  belief  among  a 
^eat  many  people  who  do  not  read  his- 
tory and  know  nothing  of  the  immediate 
3>ast,  that  Lord  Mount  Temple  was  a 
Nonconformist.  Many  of  your  Lord- 
ships remember  the  distinguished  and 
3>iou8  figure  of  Lord  Mount  Temple  in 
this  House  ;  and,  as  you  know,  he  was  a 
•distinguished  representative  of  the 
Evangelical  Churchmanship  of  the 
Victorian  era.  Some  people  imagine 
that  Nonconformists  would  out  of  their 
•own  pockets  give  the  kind  of  teaching 
which  is  imparted  in  those  syllabuses 
which  we  discussed  the  other  day.  I 
have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  they 
would  do  anything  of  the  kind.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  if  they  had  to  pay  they 
would  teach  the  doctrines  of  their 
j)articular  church.  Therefore,  we  main- 
tain hat  there  is  a  complete  answer  to 
the  criticisms  which  are  levelled  against 
us  for  allowing  this  particular  form  of 
teaching  to  be  given  by  the  teacher. 

What  I  have  said  about  this  unde- 
nominational teaching  is,  of  course, 
not  universally  true.  There  are  some 
who  consider  it  to  be  not  merely  incom- 
j)lete,  but  actually  erroneous.  It  is 
perfectly  obvious  to  anybody  who  has 
-even  glanced  at  these  syllabuses  that  no 
Jew  could  allow  his  child  to  be  instructed 
in  that  way.  Then  you  have  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church.  As  we  all  know,  to  the 
Roman  CathoUc  Church  the  Bible  is  not 
the  sole  rule  of  faith,  and  they  are  not  pre 
pared  to  admit  that  what  is  spoken  of  as 
simple  Bible  teaching  can  be  supple- 
mented in  any  way  by  teaching  outside. 
You  cannot  have  a  stronger  proof  of  the 
j)osition  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
in  this  matter  than  this.  We  know  that 
a  translation  of  part  of  the  Scriptures  into 
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the  vernacular  is  at  any  rate  liaUe  to  be 
placed  on  the  Index  of  prohibited  booki. 
That  shows  how  many  miles  apirt 
Protestant  and  Catholic  stand  in  tUi 
matter;  and,  of  course,  it  is  also  un- 
doubtedly true  that  there  is  a  very  con- 
siderable section  of  the  Anglican  Chiock 
who  hold  the  same  views.  What  pro- 
portion of  the  Church  of  En^and  jom 
in  the  Roman  Catholic  objections  we 
have  never  been  able  to  discover.  We 
may  possibly  have  some  light  thrown  oa 
that  fact  in  the  course  of  diese  debates ; 
but  we  know  from  the  protests  whidi 
they  have  made  that  they  exist,  and  that 
they  feel  deeply  on  this  matter.  They, 
too,  like  the  Roman  Catholics,  are  not 
satisfied  unless  they  can  get  a  religiovs 
atmosphere  into  the  schools. 

That  was  a  fact  which  the  €k>vermiieat 
had  to  face  very  early  indeed  when  this 
legislation  was  being  prepared,  and  some 
means  had  to  be  found  for  meeting  it. 
We  met  it  as  best  we  could  by  drawing  t 
distinction,  necessanly  rough,  but,  as  we 
believe,  very  real,  between  urban  and 
rural  schools.  It  is  necessary  to  bear 
that  distinction  carefully  in  mind,  and 
also  the  distinction  between  well-ionnd 
denominational  schools  which  have 
been  erected  with  a  distinct  detezmina* 
tion  to  maintain  special  religious  teach* 
ing,  and  the  inferior  and  wone 
found  so-called  denominational  schools 
which  we  do  not  think  require  the 
same  consideration.  That  is  a  distins- 
tion  which  has  not  been  fairly  drawn. 
Rusticus  urhano  conftisus,  turpis  hanesto. 
This  is  the  origin  of  Clauses  4,  5  and  6 
of  the  Bill.  Those  clauses  give  to  certain 
schools  the  special  facilities  on  all  five 
days  of  the  week,  and  they  allow  this 
instruction  to  be  given  by  the  teacher. 
This  privilege  is  confined  to  urban  areas, 
including  urban  districts  with  not  leM 
than  5,000  population,  and  it  is  only 
given  where  it  is  satisfactorily  shown 
that  four-fifths  of  the  parents  desire  it 
and  that  accommodation  can  be  found 
if  necessary  for  the  remaining  children 
whose  parents  do  not  desire  it. 

We  selected  urban  districts  for  two 
reasons.  In  the  first  place,  because  it  is 
in  hose  populous  districts  that  alter- 
native schools  will  generally  be  found, 
and  also  because  as  a  rule  Uiose  who 
desire  this  particular  teaching  and  dislike 
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^ny  other  are,  as  a  rule,  clustered  around 
particular  churches.  That  is  true  of 
Roman  Catholics,  but  also  to  some 
•extent  of  Anglicans.  I  noticed  in  reading 
the  Return  on  the  subject  of  Eksclesiastical 
I>iBcipline  that  it  is  stated  that  among 
the  559  churches  which  were  inquired 
into  there  were  a  certain  number  where 
the  more  extreme  forms  of  •  octrine 
and  ritual  were  used.  These  were  mostly 
in  the  Metropolitan  area  or  in  seaside 
places,  though  some  of  them  were  in  rural 
parishes.  I  think  it  is  not  unfair  to 
assume  that  it  is  in  the  neighbourhood 
•of  such  churches  as  those  that  schools 
^would  exist  to  which  this  particular  pro- 
insion  might  reasonably  apply. 

This    four-fifths    proposition   has    re- 
•ceived  a  vast  amount  of  criticism  from 
different  sides.    It  is  by  no  means  liked 
bj  some  of  those  who  ordinarily  support 
His  Majesty's  Government,  and  it  is  not 
•accepted  with  enthusiasm  by  those  whom  it 
is  intended  to  benefit.    Those  facts  to  my 
mind  speak  stroigly  in  favour  of  this  being 
a  sensible  proposition.    We  are  asked, 
Why  four-fifths  ?    There  may  be  some 
iwho  think  that  five-sixths  would  be  a 
more  reasonable  figure ;    others  might 
aay    three-fourths ;     and    some    people 
might  find  a  magic  in  the  fraction  of 
seven-tenths.    When    I    was    listeaing 
to  a  debate  in  the  other  House  I  heard 
an  hon.  Member  say  that  iV'hat  appeared 
to  him  as  fair  was  a  majority  consbting 
of  one-half.    He  was  an  English  Member 
too.    When  you  say,  Why  four-fifths  ? 
any  provision  where  a  particular  figure 
is  mentioned  is  open  to  such  a  question. 
People  who  have  incomes  below  £160 
a  year  pay  no  income  tax.    There  is  no 
.great    difference    between    an    income 
of  £159  and  £160.    Then  why  particularly 
£160  ?   Or,  if  I  may  quote  a  case  which 
is  more    germane    to    this    particular 
subject,  there  is  a  section  in  the  Act  of 
1902    which    provides    that    a    schoDl 
.shall   not    be    considered    unnecessary 
if  the  average  attendance  is  not  less 
than  thirty.    One  may  say.  Why  thirty  ? 
What  b  the  essential  difference  betweea 
a  school  with   an   average   atteidaice 
of    thirty  and  one  where  the  average 
attendance   is    only    twenty-nine  ?    All 
jrou  can  say  here  is  that  the  figure  four- 
fifths  sufficiently  stamps  the  school  as 
having      a      definite      denominational 
4;haracter,    and   at    the   same    time    it 


leaves  a  reisoaable  probability  that 
accommodation  will  be  found  elsewhere 
for  the  children  of  such  pare  its  who 
do  not  require  tha  teaching.  A  similar 
argumeit  which  I  will  not  labour  applies 
to  the  5,003  binit  which  is  mentioied 
in  the  Bill. 

Having  detained  your  Lordships  so 
long,  I  have  no  intention  of  going  into 
the  complex  detaib  of  the  appeal  in 
this  clause.  Its  form,  I  admit,  is  some- 
what complicated.  This  is  accoantei 
for  by  the  fact  that  it  represents  a 
considerable  number  of  concessions, 
and  in  drafting  a  Bill  there  is  nothing 
so  fatal  to  conciseness  cs  concessions. 
I  therefore  will  not  attempt  to  describe 
the  method  of  appeal  which  is  intended 
to  safeguard  the  parents  in  this  matter. 
I  sliall  probably  have  some  opportunity 
later  of  doing  so  ;  but  I  do  say  this, 
that  the  substitution  which  some  think 
so  simple  of  the  "word  "  s'aall "  for 
''  may ''  in  this  clause  and  so  making  it 
mandatory,  would,  in  our  opinion, 
land  both  the  schools  and  the  Board 
of  Education  in  very  rail  diffi- 
culties. We  believe  that  the  method 
of  appeal  which  we  suggest,  added  to 
the  possibility  in  the  last  resort — I  hope 
only  in  the  last  resort  and  very  seldom — 
of  the  school  standing  out  of  the  S3r8tem 
altogether  and  not  being  supported  out  of 
the  rates,  ofEers  a  much  more  genuine 
protection  and  a  much  more  solid 
probability  of  getting  the83  four-fifth 
schools  than  if  the  word  "  shall "  was 
substituted  for  the  word  "  may." 

The  next  question  is  one  which  has 
given  rise  to  a  great  deal  of  discussion. 
It  is  the  question  of  attendance  at  the 
school  during  the  religious  instruction, 
and  whether  that  attendance  is  to  be 
compulsory  or  not.  I  am  reminded  of  a 
story  which  I  think  is  printed  in  Mr. 
Herbert  Paul's  "History  of  England," 
of  a  reply  made  by  Bishop  Thirlwall  to  a 
Conservative  friend  of  his  at  Cambridge 
who  objected  to  the  admission  of  Dis- 
senters to  the  University  on  the  ground 
that  the  presence  of  Nonconformists 
would  put  an  end  to  the  practice  of 
Church-going,  and  that  the  alternative 
was  compulsory  religion  or  no  religion 
at  all.    "I  confess,"  said  the  Bishop— 

'*  that  the  difltiact'ion  in  too  sabtlejfor   my 
mental  grasp." 
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Whether  religion  which  is  the  subject 
of  compulsion  is  religion  at  all  is  a  matter 
which  I  think  well  worthy  of  considera- 
tion. Under  the  Act  of  1870  attendance 
during  what  is  known  as  the  religious 
hour  in  schools  was  nominally  compul- 
sory, but  as  a  matter  of  fact  there  is 
no  instance  of  any  parent  having  been 
prosecuted  for  not  sending  his  child 
to  school  at  that  time.  Things  went 
on  in  that  manner  until  the  year  1903, 
when  there  was  issued  from  the  Educa- 
tion Department  the  "  Anson  by-law," 
which  enabled  local  authorities  to  dis- 
pense parents  from  the  necessity  of 
sending  their  children  to  school  for 
religious  instruction,  with  a  sort  of 
general  vague  understanding  that  the 
child  was  to  be  given  religious  instruction 
elsewhere,  but  without  offering  any 
means  of  discovering  whether  he  really 
received  it  or  not.  That  by-law  has 
been  adopted  by  authorities  representing 
about  two -fifths  of  the  total  number  of 
children.  In  the  House  of  Commons 
during  the  progress  of  the  Bill  this  sub- 
ject was  very  keenly  debated.  It  gave 
rise  to  strong  differences  of  opinion  which 
were  not  confined  to  one  side,  and  which 
even  invaded  the  circle  of  the  Cabinet. 
The  arguments  are  no  doubt  strong  both 
ways.  If  you  say  that  no  parent  need 
send  his  child  to  school  during  the 
religious  hour,  you  are  no  doubt  open 
to  the  charge  of  practically  secularising 
the  schools,  and  you  are  also  open  to  the 
charge  of  making  it  likely  that  parents 
will  take  advantage  of  this  permission 
to  employ  their  children  in  various  un- 
desirable ways  instead  of  sending  them 
to  school.  These  arguments  are  un- 
doubtedly strong,  but  to  my  mind  the 
arguments  in  the  other  direction  carry 
still  greater  weight.  In  the  first  place, 
it  is  exceedingly  difficult  to  arrange — 
and  this  is  a  minor  matter — in  some 
cases  for  the  proper  giving  of  secular 
instruction  during  that  time  ;  but,  what 
is  much  more  important,  it  is  very 
difficult  to  make  the  conscience  clause 
effective  imless  you  allow  the  child  to 
withdraw  not  merely  from  the  instruction 
but  from  the  school-house  itself.  It 
is  not  to  be  supposed  that  young  children 
can  stand  up  and  announce  their  objection 
or  their  parents'  objection  to  a  particular 

form  of  religious  instruction ;    nor  are 

they  likely  to  do  so  on  their  own  initiative 
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if  the  secular  instructiiHi  which  i^provided 
as  an  alternative  is,  as  is  v&j  often 
the  case,  oi  an  extremely  unpalatabW 
character.  I  am  convinced  that  if 
when  at  school  your  L<M^hips  had 
been  given  the  choice  of  listening  isr 
half  an  hour  to  the  admonitions  of  & 
Mohammedan  Mullah  or  doing  a  set 
of  Greek  iambics  you  would  not  all  hare 
chosen  the  iambics. 

The  third  argument  in  favour  of  not 
making  attendance  compulsory  is  ose 
which,  to  some  extent,  appeals  to  thf 
Government,  namely,  that  it  relieves  is 
from  the  imputation  of  giving  an  undae 
preference  to  the  ordinary  council  school 
instruction,  and  there  is  this  further  point 
which  I  think  wiQ  appeal  to  some  ri^t 
rev.  Prelates  and  to  others  of  your  Lrad- 
ships,  that  if  attendance  is  not  compul- 
sory those  who  da  not  wish  their  chikhca 
to  receive  the  ordinary  coancil  religioos 
teaching  can  take  them  away  uA 
teach  them  in  a  church  or  in  some  other 
building  separately.  That  is  a  practice 
which  I  believe  is  being  followed  in 
an  increasing  degree.  It  points  to  the 
fact  that  the  cl«rgy,  who  have,  I  beheve— 
I  shall  be  correct€Mi  if  I  am  wrong — ^I  wiB 
not  say  of  recent  years,  but  for  some 
years  past,  shown  a  tendency  to  give 
less  refigious  instruction  theniselves,  are 
disposed  to  .  return  to  the  performance 
of  those  duties  which  I  think  I  am  right 
in  saying  are  specifically  laid  upon 
them  by  the  canons  of  the  Church.  If,  oq 
the  other  hand,  you  compel  the  childreo 
to  attend  at  the  building,  you  will  make 
that  special  church  teaching  in  the 
mornings,  which  hsis  become  a  verr 
distinct  feature  in  some  towns,  &a 
impossibility 

Now,  one  word  about  the  teacher. 
Two  comments  have  been  made  upon  thf 
manner  in  which  we  treat  the  teacher  with 
respect  to  this  reUgious  instruction.  It 
is  said  he  may  always  give  Cowper 
Temple  instruction,  even  if  unfit,  and  yea 
never,  except  in  the  four-fifth  schoolt. 
allow  him  to  give  the  two  days  faciUties 
teaching  however  willing  he  may  bt. 
Those  provisions  depend  upon  the 
conscience  clause  for  teachers  which  i^ 
included  in  the  Bill.  A  teacher  de- 
ployed in  a  public  elementary  school  shall 
not  be  required  as  part  of  his  duty  as  & 
teacher  to  give  any  religious  instmctioiu 
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and  shall  not  be  required  as  a  con- 
dition of  his  appointment  to  subscribe 
to  any  religious  creed,  or  to  attend  or 
abstain  from  attending  any  Sunday 
school  or  place  of  religious  worship. 
The  effect  of  that  is  that  when  a  teacher 
is  engaged  it  is  not  thought  right  to  ask 
iiim  what  his  views  are,  or  whether  he 
^U  give  any  particular  religious  in- 
struction ;  but,  when  he  is  engaged,  if  he 
Agrees  to  give  the  form  of  religious  in- 
struction, the  authority  may  and  un- 
doubtedly will  cause  him  to  show  that  he 
ia  qualified  to  ^ve  it.  That,  I  think, 
meets  to  some  considerable  extent  an 
objection  which  has  been  often  raised 
— ^namely,  that  there  is  a  risk  of  the  or- 
<Hnary  religious  teaching  being  given  by 
improper  people.  I  beheve  that  risk  in 
itself  is  exceedingly  small.  After  all, 
these  teachers  are  a  serious  class  of 
people;  and  the  sort  of  Mephistopheles 
teacher  who  is  supposed  to  be  giving 
Bible  instruction  one  moment  and  speak- 
ing at  Agnostic  meetings  the  next  is,  I 
believe,  a  very  rare  being  indeed.  If  he 
exists  at  all — and  he  may  exist  here  and 
there — ^I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  his  existence  as  a  religious  teacher 
is  a  scandal,  and  that  the  local 
authority  would,  and  ought  under  our 
measure,  to  find  somebody  else  to  give 
the  religious  instruction. 

But  when  you  say  the  teaching  should 
<>nly  be  given  by  those  who  believe  in  it, 
you  come,  it  seems  to  me,  to  a  very 
difficult  question.  It  is  very  difficult  to 
define  what  belief  is.  There  are  many 
degrees  and  varieties  of  belief,  even 
within  the  ranks  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land ;  but  what  I  do  desire  to  say  is  this, 
that  after  all  conviction  is  much,  hut  it  is 
very  far  indeed  from  being  everything. 
Unless  a  man  has  the  teacher's  gift,  no 
amount  of  conviction  or  earnestness  or 
knowledge  will  enable  him  to  convey  in  a 
palatable  form  to  children  even  the  most 
simple  religious  instruction;  whereas  a 
man  whose  convictions  are  far  less  settled, 
if  he  has  the  gift,  would  in  my  belief  be 
able  to  convey  it  not  merely  in  a  more 
attractive,  but  also  in  a  more  useful  form 
to  the  minds  of  children.  Theti  it  is 
asked.  Why  not  allow  the  teacher  to 
give  the  two  days  facilities  teachuig  in 
the  transferred  school  ?  That  no  doubt 
seems  a  reasonable  suggestion.  It  seems 
hardy  undoubtedly,  if  a  teacher  is  willing 


to  give  it,  to  prohibit  him  from  doing  so  ; 
but  in  practice  it  is  believed  by  a  very 
great  number  of  people — and  those  who 
think  so  object  strongly  to  any  alteration 
of  this  clause — that  it  would  act  as  a  test — 
a  modified  test  no  doubt — but  a  real  test, 
in  a  great  many  rural  schools ;  and  it  being, 
as  I  have  said,  our  object  to  make  the 
schools  in  these  districts  imdenomina- 
tional,  we  cannot  consent  to  a  proposition 
which  in  our  opinion  would  to  some 
considerable  extent  imdo  one  of  the  main 
purposes  of  the  Bill  itself.  I  may  j  ust  add 
this,  that  I  think  it  would  not  be  difficult 
to  show  that  unless  you  also  hand  over 
the  appointment  of  the  teacher  to  the 
denomination — which  would,  of  course, 
destroy  the  structure  of  the  Bill  alto- 
gether— this  permission  would  cut  both 
ways  in  a  great  many  instances. 
What  Would  happen  in  such  cases 
would  depend  upon  whether  the  local 
authority  desired  the  teacher  to  give  the 
instruction  or  not,  because  the  appoint- 
ments made  by  them  would  no  doubt  be 
largely  governed  by  some  consideration 
of  this  question. 

I  pass  very  rapidly  over  the  question 
of  finance,  which  is  one  which  does  not 
specially  concern  your  Lordships'  House. 
It  is  provided  by  the  Bill  that  a  sum  of 
£1,000,000  will  be  found  to  carry  out  its 
object,  but  I  desire  to  make  it  quite  clear 
that  in  the  Bill  no  allocation  of  this  money 
is  suggested  at  all.  The  noble  Marquess 
opposite,  Lord  Huntly,  was  kind  enough 
to  send  me  a  Return  he  had  made  out  as  a 
sequel  to  a  Question  which  he  asked.  I 
think  it  will  not  be  difficult  to  show  that 
the  noble  Marquess  has  founded  his  con- 
clusions on  a  somewhat  unreal  basis, 
but  there  is  no  use  going  into  details  on 
this  matter.  A  Bill  has  been  promised 
for  next  year  dealing,  not  only  with  this 
million,  but  with  the  general  allocation 
of  all  the  money  which  is  provided  by 
the  State  for  this  purpose  ;  but  I  want 
to  make  this  one  point  clear,  namely,  that 
the  fact  that  the  sum  of  a  million  was 
named  has  no  relation  whatever  to  the 
probabilities  or  possibilities  of  the  amount 
required  by  individual  schools,  or  likely 
to  be  received  by  individual  schools,  in  the 
form  of  rent.*^  The  two  things  have 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  each  other, 
and  any  argument  founded  on  a  supposed 
connection  is  illusory. 
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I  pass,  not  without  satisfaction,  from 
the  rather  arid  desert  of  religious  contro- 
versy to  the  more  green  and  pleasant  land 
in  which  the  children  themselves  live, 
and  to  one  or  two  points  of  a  more  educa- 
tional character  than  those  with  which 
I  have  been  hitherto  compelled  to  deal. 
Your  Lordships  will  have  observed  that 
we  do  not  make  any  alteration  in  the 
authority  under  which  elementary  educa- 
tion IS  worked  in  this  country.  I  need  not 
trouble  you  at  any  length  with  our  reasons. 
Had  we  started  with  a  clean  slate  it  is 
possible  that  we  might  not  have  adopted 
exactly  the  plan  followed  by  noble  Lords 
opposite  in  1£02,  but  finding  matters  £8 
they  are  we  do  not  think  it  would  be  wise 
to  attempt  any  further  alterations  in  that 
respect.  Eut  experience  has  undoubt- 
edly shown  that  seme  form  of  delegation 
is  veiy  much  needed.  In  some  county 
ecurcils  the  members  of  the  education 
committees  complain  that  they  come 
great  distances  at  serious  sacrifices  of 
time,  only  to  find  themselves  confronted 
with  an  endless  agenda  paper  composed 
of  the  most  trifling  details  relating  to 
small  schools,  and  that  they  really  never 
have  the  chance  of  considering  educa- 
tional problems  at  all.  For  that  reason 
we  propose  that  in  every  county  in 
England  and  Wales,  except  fourteen 
counties  which  have  less  than  69,000 
inhabitants,  schemes  should  be  prepared 
for  some  form  of  delegation.  The  only 
points  about  these  schemes  which  I  wish 
to  mention  are  these,  that  they  must  be 
uniform  as  affecting  the  one  county ; 
that  in  every  case  they  must  involve 
seme  disposal  of  money  by  the  minor 
authority  to  whom  the  power  is  delegated; 
that  the  scheme  must  provide  for  the 
inclusion  of  women  members  on  the 
smaller  bodies ;  and  what  I  think  is  also 
an  important  provision,  that  any  go- 
ahead  and  energetic  area  which  wishes  to 
try  to  improve  its  own  particular  educa- 
tion may  apply  to  be  specially  rated  by 
the  county  council  in  order  to  carry  out 
its  ideas.  I  hope  and  believe  that  this 
plan  of  delegation  will  meet  with  general 
approval. 

The  authorities  are  given  sixty  years 
instead  of  thirty  years  to  repay  borrowed 
money,  which  will  ease  their  position  to 
some  extent.  Then,  as  regards  higher 
education,  the  2d.  limit  on  the  rate  is 
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removed.  Clause  24  has  two  very- 
important  provisions— one  is  for  the 
encouragement  of  a  movement  whick 
has  been  carried  on  to  some  extent 
successfully  by  private  enterprise,  bnt 
which  we  now  think  needs  public  sup- 
port. I  mean  the  provision  of  vacation 
schools  and  play  centres  for  childrm 
at  times  when  they  are  not  actually  at 
work ;  and  the  second  sub-head  in  the 
fame  clause  applies  in  a  limited  form  the 
important  principle  of  medical  inspectioB. 
to  Echools.  I  believe  that  to  be  a  most 
important  provision.  I  believe  that  in 
the  mere  matter  of  dentistry  alone  the 
svm  of  misery  and  suffering  which  durinf 
all  their  life  the  poor  children  of  this 
country  go  through  in  consequence  ol 
not  having  their  teeth  properly  attended 
to  when  young  is  at  least  as  great  as 
that  caused  by  an  ordinary  European 
war. 

I  will  not  detain  you  by  any  reference 
to  the  teachers'  register,  which  we  pro- 
pose to  abolish.  Its  abolition  has  been 
a  matter  of  Eome  comment,  but  we  have 
been  forced  to  arrive  at  the  conclusion 
that  the  register,  so  far  as  it  has  gone 
has  not  carried  out  the  intentions  of 
Parliament  in  creating  it,  and  what  is 
worse,  that  no  proposition  -which  has 
been  advanced  by  those  who  have  most 
kindly  given  a  great  deal  of  thought 
and  consideration  to  the  subject  will 
carry  out  the  intentions  of  Parliament. 
"What  we  hope  is  that  the  undoubted 
hardship  which  exists  in  the  case  of  some 
of  those  who  have  gone  to  trouble  and 
expense  in  getting  themselves  on  to  the 
register  will  be  at  any  rate  very  con- 
siderably mitigated  by  the  regulations 
of  the  Board  of  Education. 

The  next  part  of  the  Bill  which  I  will 
touch  on  briefly  deals  with  Wales. 
That  probably  is  a  matter  which  is 
likely  to  be  considered  in  full  when  the 
Committee  stage  is  reached ;  but  I 
may  just  say  this,  that  I  believe  all 
parties  in  Wales  are  at  any  rate  agreed 
as  to  the  principle  of  the  creation  of 
some  central  council  for  education. 

A  RIGHT  REV.  PRELATE  :  No,  no. 

The  Earl  of  CREWE :  I  will  not 
put  it  quite  as  high  as  that  if  right 
rev.    Prelates   object.    I   will  say   that. 
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there  is  a  large  measure  of  agree- 
ment among  people  of  very  different 
schools  of  thought  in  favour  of  the  for- 
mation of  a  central  council  of  education 
for  Wales. 

Eabl  CAWDOR  :  Not  such  a  council 
as  is  proposed  by  the  Bill. 

Thb  Earl  op  CREWE  :  I  understand 
that.  I  was  speaking  as  to  a  general 
agreement  on  the  principle  ;  and  I  think 
it  will  he  generally  agreed  that  if  Wales 
wants  a  council  the  admirable  manner 
in  which  the  Welsh  Intermediate  Edu- 
cation Act  has  been  carried  out  by  the 
Joint  Committees  and  by  the  Central 
Board  makes  it  almost  imperative  that 
we  should  do  what  we  can  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  that  country.  I  am  not  going 
at  all  into  the  details.  There  is  one 
striking  fact  with  regard  to  this  matter, 
that  Wales  apparently  desires  certain 
powers  now  vested  in  the  Board  of 
Education  to  be  transferred  to  the 
Treasury.  This  is  the  first  time  in  my 
recollection  that  I  have  ever  heard  any 
body  of  people,  so  to  speak,  ''  nesthng 
up "  to  the  Treasury,  but  that  is  a 
matter  for  Wales  itself  to  decide. 

The  remaining  clauses  of  the  Bill  are 
such  as  I  think  would  be  more  con- 
veniently dealt  with  in  Committee.  My 
task  is  therefore  at  an  end,  and  I  feel  I 
must  apologise  to  your  Lordships  for 
having  detained  you  at  such  unconscion- 
able length.  The  nature  of  the  subject 
made  it  exceedingly  difficult  for  me  to 
deal  with  it  at  all  briefly.  During  the 
last  six  months  it  has  been  my  duty 
to  study  so  far  as  I  could  everything 
that  has  been  written  or  said  on  this 
subject,  and  I  do  not  know  that 
any  utterances  of  any  very  great  im-  i 
portanoe  have  escaped  me.  Nineteen-  \ 
twentieths  of  what  has  been  said  and 
written  on  this  subject  has  dealt  with 
some  aspect  or  other  of  the  religious 
difficulty.  I  confess  that  all  through  my 
uppermost  thought  has  been  this — ^if 
only  all  the  energy,  all  the  passion,  and  all 
the  research  which  have  produced  such  a 
volume  of  emotional  rhetoric  and  such  a.  i 
museum  of  elaborate  argument  could ' 
have  been,  and  now  could  be,  applied  to  I 

the  real  advancement  of  education  in  this  ' 

country !     This   religious   difficulty  has 


swamped  everjrthing,  or  almost  every- 
thing. What  was  originally  the  second 
part  of  our  Bill,  dealing  no  doubt  with  a- 
somewhat  controversial,  but  an  exceed- 
ingly important  (question — ^that  of  en- 
dowments— ^had  to  be  sacrificed  owing  to- 
the  lapse  of  Parliamentary  time,  and  is 
one  of  the  victims  of  the  religious  question^ 

I  ask,  my  Lords,  is  it  not  possible  that 
this  long  strife  can  somehow  be  made 
to  cease  ?  In  a  very  few  days  your 
Lordships  are  going  to  disperse  to  your 
homes  at  a  delightful  season  of  the  year. 
Possibly  some  oi  you  may  be  able  to  spare 
time  from  more  attractive  pursuits  to 
consider  this  thorny  question  and  to  re- 
flect what  an  immense  gain  to  the  nation 
would  be  a  declaration  of  peace  after  this 
more  than  thirty  years  religious  war.  I 
know  very  well  that  there  are  some 
provisions  in  this  measure  which  your 
Lordships  are  disposed  to  condemn. 
May  I  ask  this,  not  merely  that  you 
should  refrain  from  condemning  without 
full  knowledge  of  what  is  actually  pro- 
posed, for  I  am  sure  your  Lordships  will 
not  do  that,  but  also  that  you  will  re- 
frain from  condemning  without  verjr 
anxious  consideration  of  all  the  possible- 
alternatives.  Some  of  those  alternatives 
seem  at  first  most  attractive,  but  we,  too, 
my  Lords,  have  had  to  consider  them  and 
sometimes  very  reluctantly  have  had  to 
reject  them  because  in  our  opinion  they 
were  utterly  incompatible  with  a  final 
settlement  of  this  question.  If  your 
Lordships  will  give  the  subject  full  con- 
sideration in  that  spirit,  I  believe  that 
you  will  admit  that  this  measure  re- 
presents an  honest  and  a  not  altogether 
unsuccessful  effort,  seriously  designed  and 
seriously  carried  out,  towards  a  just  solu- 
tion of  this  most  baffling  and  intricate- 
problem.. 


if- 


Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2a. 
—{The  Earl  of  Crewe,) 


The  Marquess  of  Londondbrrt  : 
My  Lords,  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just 
sat  down,  and  who  has  so  lucidly  intro- 
duced this  complicated  matter,  asked  for 
your  Lordships'  sympathy  in  the  diffi- 
cult task  he  was  undertaking.  I  can 
assure  my  noble  friend  that  if  there  is 
one  Member  of  your  Lordships'  House 
who  can  sympathise  with  him  in  that 
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appeal  it  is  myself,  for  I  performed  a 
similar  duty  when  in  office  on  more  than 
•one  occasion. 

The  noble  Earl  has  dealt  fully  with  a 
great  number  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill. 
We  on  this  side  of  the  House  all  under- 
stand that  Clause  1,  giving  complete 
popular  control,  is  the  hinf?e  on  which  the 
whole  Bill  hangs,  and  in  the  course  of 
his  opening  remarks  my  noble  friend 
.stated  that  that  was  the  opinion  of 
himself  and  his  colleagues.  I  regard 
•that  clause  as  the  keystone  of  the 
measure,  which,  in  my  opinion,  abso- 
lutely destroys  the  denominational 
schools  from  the  point  of  view  of  denomi- 
national education,  and  therefore  is 
an  attack  upon  the  Established  Church 
^f  this  country.  The  noble  Earl  went 
•on  to  say  that  he  was  convinced  that  he 
had  the  people  of  the  country  at  his 
back  in  the  line  which  he  and  his  Govern- 
ment are  taking.  I  think  he  stated  that 
if  anyone  had  announced  at  a  meeting 
in  the  country  that  he  was  opposed  to 
the  ratepayers  having  popular  control 
in  the  matter  of  education  that  man 
would  be  promptly  escorted  to  the  rail- 
way station. 

*The  Earl  of  CREWE :  I  was  speaking 
•of  Parliamentary  candidates. 

The  Marquess  op  LONDONDERRY  : 
I  agree  entirely  with  what  the  noble 
Earl  said.  I  believe  that  the  people 
•of  this  country  are  in  favour  of  public 
control  in  elementary  schools,  but  when 
they  ^declared  that  as  their  opinion 
they  did  not  anticipate  that  the  chief 
measure  of  the  session  would  have  for 
its  object  the  endowment  of  Noncon- 
iormity  at  the  expense  of  the  whole 
community,  especially  of  the  Church  of 
England,  the  abolition  of  Church  in- 
fluence in  Church  schools,  and  that  the 
Bill  would  be  a  stepping-stone  towards 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Church  of 
England.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the 
ratepayers  fully  anticipated  that  there 
would  be  additional  representation  on 
the  boards  of  management  of  non-pro- 
vided schools,  but  I  venture  to  say  they 
never  thought  ^for  one  moment  that  the 
•Government  were  going,  by  one  stroke 
■of  the  pen,  to  abolish  the  14,000  voluntary 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry, 


schools  which  have  done  Boch  spendid 
educational  work  for  generations  past. 

What  did  the  people  of  this  coantry 
form  their  opinions  upon  in  this  matter 
previous  to  the  general  election  ?  They 
formed  those  opinions  on  the  various 
speeches  made  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Education,  Mr.  Birrell.  Is 
one  speech  Mr.  Birrell  said — 

**  Not  only  was  he  desirous  that  there  sheoM 
be  Christian  education  in  all  schools,  bat  he  wms 
also  anxious  that  there  should  be  facilitiet 
given,  if  they  could  be  arranged  on  proper 
terms,  whereby  all  denominations  woala  have 
the  opportunity  of  instrnetinff  children  who 
attended  the  schools  in  what  they  believed  to 
be  their  true  religion." 

On  another  occasion  Mr.  Birrell  de- 
clared that — 

*'  He  hoped  it  would  be  possible  to  have 
in  the  public  elementary  schools  in  this  eonn* 
try  simple  religious  teaching  for  those  who 
were  content  with  it,  and  also  to  give  facil- 
ities that  those  people  who  wanted  more 
definite  dogmatic  instruction  should  have  it 
so  that  their  children  might  enjoy  the  beae- 
fits  of  it.'' 

What  did  Mr.  Birrell  mean  by  that! 
He  undoubtedly  meant  that  where 
Cowper-Temple  teaching  was  required  it 
should  be  given,  but  where  extra  re- 
ligious instruction  was  desired  it  shooki 
also  be  given.  Therefore,  if  any  man- 
date on  the  subject  was  given  by  the 
country  at  the  general  election  it  wis 
on  the  programme  set  out  by  the  ICnister 
for  Education,  and  was  in  favour  of 
religious  teaching. 

Much  allusion  has  been  made  to  the 
Act  of  1902.  It  has  been  naturally 
criticised ;  but  let  me  say  at  onoe,  as  one 
who  was  to  a  great  extent  responsible 
for  that  measure,  that  the  Act  of  1902 
destroyed  nothing.  I  may  be  told  by 
my  noble  friend  opposite  that  it  destroyed 
the  school  boards,  but  if  my  noble 
friend  will  carry  his  mind  back  to  1870 
he  will  remember  that  the  school  boards 
were  only  set  up  as  a  last  alternative 
because  there  were  no  local  authorities. 
The  Act  of  1902  destroyed  nothing ;  but, 
on  the  contrary,  it  was  a  constructive  and 
educational  measure.  I  challenge  ike 
noble  Lord  opposite  to  show  me  any  pro- 
vision in  this  Bill  which  by  any  sta^tch 
of  imagination  can  justify  its  being  called 
an  Education  Bill.  It  is  a  Bill  to  destroy 
religious  education ;  there  is  nothing  in 
it  to  benefit  the  general  education  of  the 
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country.  The  Act  of  1902  coordinated 
all  grades  of  education  under  one  head, 
and  under  the  system  set  up  education  is 
steadily  and  gradually  improving.  I 
have  myself  been  to  a  great  number  of 
the  big  towns  in  the  country,  and  not  only 
do  I  find  the  Act  working  smoothly  and 
well,  but  it  is  praised  by  all  classes  of  the 
community.  I  know  that  in  some  of  the 
rural  districts  there  is  annoyance  at 
having  to  pay  a  rate  which  they  did  not 
have  to  pay  before,  but  I  cannot  see  that 
there  will  be  anv  reduction  under  this 
Bill. 

The  system  on  which  provided  and  non- 
provided  schools  have  been  working  side 
by  side  since  the  year  1870,  and  as  the 
Act  of  that  year  intended  them  to  work, 
has  been  entirely  to  the  benefit  of  the 
education  of  the  country.  The  atmo- 
sphere of  religion  in  the  denominational 
schools  has  permeated  the  whole  district 
in  which  those  schools  are  situated,  and 
this  is  bound  to  have  had  beneficial 
results ;  and,  owing  to  its  being  neces- 
sary for  the  non-provided  schools  to  be 
as  efficient  as  the  provided  schools 
secular  education  has  been  kept  up  to 
the  same  high  standard.  Therefore  I  am 
at  a  logs  to  know  how  it  can  be  in  the  in- 
terest of  education  to  strike  this  blow 
at  the  great  work  done  by  voluntary 
schools.  I  do  not  think  the  countrv 
realises  what  it  owes  to  Church  or  volun- 
tary schools.  Many  years  ago,  when  there 
were  no  other  schools  of  any  sort  or  kind, 
the  sole  education  of  the  country  was 
provided  by  these  schools.  Children  of 
Nonconformists  took  every  advantage 
of  the  educational  facilities  thereby 
offered,  and  I  believe  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  has  admitted  having  received 
his  elementary  education  in  a  voluntary 
school  in  Wales.  The  people  who  now 
denounce  these  schools  were  not  above 
taking  advantage  of  them. 

I  regretted  to  hear  the  sneers  which 
the  noble  Earl  cast  upon  the  reason  why 
these  schools  were  provided  and  kept  up. 
He  seemed  to  insinuate  that  they  were 
provided  for  pecuniary  reasons  in  order 
to  keep  down  the  rates.  I  repudiate 
that  suggestion  entirely.  The  supporters 
of  these  schools  have  made  sacrifices  for 
their  maintenance  out  of  love  for  religion 
and  education.     I  could  quote  to  your 
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Lordships  case  after  case  where  clerg\'- 
men  have  devoted  the  whole  of  their 
incomes  to  the  support  of  these  schools 
on  behalf  of  religious  education.  The 
landed  interest,  too,  has  supported  these 
schools,  because  landlords  have  believed 
in  them  and  wished  the  children  of  their 
tenants  to  benefit  by  the  religious  educa- 
tion imparted.  To  hear  our  political 
opponents  talk,  one  would  imagine  that 
the  voluntary  schools  as  they  now 
exist  were  under  the  absolute  control 
of  the  managers.  Anyone  who  has 
tudied  this  question  laiows  that  that 
is  not  the  case.  The  local  authority  has 
absolute  control  over  each  and  every 
one  of  them,  with  the  exception  of  the 
very  short  time  in  the  morning  which 
is  devoted  to  religious  instruction  and 
with  regard  to  the  selection  of  the  teacher, 
but  they  have  the  power  of  veto  where 
they  consider  the  teacher  is  not  com- 
petent to  give  secular  education. 

I  agree  entirely  with  the  cry  for  popular 
control.  The  ratepayers  of  the  country 
should  have  the  control  of  expenditure 
out  of  the  rates,  but  apparently  it  is 
considered  that  the  only  people  who 
pay  rates  are  Nonconformists.  There 
lias  not  been  a  religious  census  for  many 
years  p&st,  and  consequently  it  is  im- 
possible to  draw  a  distinct  line  as  to  the 
Slims  prjd  by  the  various  denominations, 
but  my  own  conviction  is  that  if  the 
rates  paid  for  education  could  be  ear- 
marked it  would  be  found  that  supporters 
of  voluntary  schools  pay  an  amount 
sufficient  for  the  maintenance  of  their 
schools,  and  yet,  while  paying  for  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching  in  provided  schools, 
they  are  not  to  be  allowed  their  own 
denominational  teaching.  The  n«)ble 
Earl  has  told  us  that  this  is  an  unde- 
nominational Bill.  He  has  reiterated  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister  that — 

"This  is  an  undenominational  Bill  setting  up 
an  undenominational  syRteni,  and  we  must 
regard  it  in  that  light.' 

The  noble  Earl  went  at  some  length  into 
what  he  described  as  concessions  and 
facilities.  The  so-called  concessions  and 
facilities,  which  have  been  so  much  dwelt 
upon,  are  in  my  opinion  illusory. 

1  give  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  credit  for  an  intention  to  deal 
fairly  with  the  denominational  schools. 
I  have  read  his  B[>eeches  both  before  he 
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was  Minister  for  Education  and  since, 
and  I  am  convinced  that  in  his  heart  of 
hearts  he  would  wish  to  do  justice  to  those 
who  hold  the  views  I  have  expressed ; 
but  I  consider  that  Mr.  Birrell  is  in  the 
unfortunate  position  of  the  dog  that  is 
wagged  by  the  tail.  It  looks  as  if,  when- 
ever he  has  made  a  concession,  he  has 
been  immediately  taken  to  task  by 
colleagues  in  the  Cabinet  and  a  section 
of  his  supporters  in  another  place,  the 
•  result  being  that  his  concession  has  been 
instantly  hedged  in  and  guarded  by  con- 
ditions which  make  it  worthless.  I  give 
Mr.  Birrell  credit  for  being  an  extremely 
able  man,  and  I  should  therefore  like  to 
know  whether  he  gives  these  concessions 
because  he  knows  they  are  illusory  or 
because  he  thinks  they  will  be  of 
value. 

In  this  Bill  plausible  facilities  are 
undoubtedly  given  for  religious  teaching, 
but  they  are  hampered  by  the  conditions 
as  to  the  time  when  it  shall  be  given 
and  the  exclusion  of  the  regular  teacher. 
It  is  the  regular  teacher  who  best  knows 
the  way  to  the  heart  of  the  child,  and  on 
this  point  I  would  refer  the  noble  Earl 
to  a  speech  of  the  Parliamentary  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Education.  In  that 
speech  Mr.  Lough  emphasised  the  im- 
portance of  having  the  religious  educa- 
tion given  by  trained  and  regular  teachers 
because  they  knew  the  way  to  the 
child's  mind  better  than  did  anyone 
else.  In  those  circumstances  I  should 
like  to  ask  what  are  the  reasons 
which  persuaded  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  refuse  to  allow  the  child  to  be 
taught  by  the  teacher  who  their  own 
Parliamentary  Secretary  tells  us  is  the 
person  beet  qualified  to  give  that  teaching. 
I  have  myself  a  large  school  at  Seaham 
in  which  there  are  1,139  boys,  girls,  and 
infants,  and  thirty-three  teachers.  I 
would  ask  the  noble  Earl,  who  is  going 
to  do  the  work  of  those  33  teachers  on 
the  days  in  the  week  allotted  to  religious 
education  ?  The  clergyman  and  two 
curates  cannot  be  asked  to  do  it  all  in  the 
allotted  days,  and  I  want  to  know  how 
outsiders  are  to  be  got  in  the  schools  in 
the  time. 

♦The  Eabl  of  CREWE  :  I  am  sorry 
to  interrupt  the  noble  Marquess,  but  I 
should  like  to  ask,  are  these  all  Church 
children  ? 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry. 


The  Marquess  op  LONDON- 
DERRY :  They  represent  all  denomina- 
tions except  Roman  Catholic,  but  they 
have  gloried  in  the  fact  that  they  have 
had  this  instruction  at  the  hands  of  the 
thirty-three  teachers  to  whom  I  have 
referred.  That  system  has  gone  on 
to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  the  parents, 
and  there  has  hardly  been  a  witiidrawal 
of  a  child  from  that  school.  In  the  Bill 
you  maintain  that  there  shall  be  no 
qualification  in  the  future  for  teachers. 
I  did  not  quite  follow  what  the  noble 
Earl  said  with  regard  to  the  position  of 
teachers,  and  whether  they  would  be 
liable  to  dismissal 

♦The  Eabl  of  CREWE :  They  are 
not  liable  to  dismissal.  I  was  speaking 
of  new  teachers  being  engaged,  and  I 
said  they  would  not  be  subjected  at 
the  time  of  their  engagement  to  any 
test  whatever  as  to  their  religious 
opinions,  neither  would  they  be  subject 
to  any  obligation  to  attend  or  absta'n 
from  attending  any  place  of  worsh'p 
or  Sunday  School  or  anything  of  the 
kind.  But  afterwards,  if  they  agreed 
to  undertake  religious  instruction,  it 
might  then  be  ascertained  if  they  were 
qualified  to  give  it.  If  they  were  ob- 
viously disqualified  the  local  authority 
would  have  to  find  somebody  else. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY : 
I  do  not  know  how  the  noble  Earl  recoD- 
ciles  that  ^^ith  his  Bill.  I  understood 
that  all  tests  and  qualifications  were  to  be 
abolished. 

♦The  Earl  of  CREWE  :  Tests,  but  not 
qualifications. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY : 
I  do  not  understand  the  fine  distinctions 
which  are  drawn  between  tests  and 
qualifications.  If  you  have  a  teacher  to 
teach  arithmetic  you  insist  on  his  being 
qualified  to  give  that  instruction,  bat, 
according  to  the  noble  Earl,  those 
responsible  for  the  giving  of  religious 
instruction  are  not  to  be  compell^  to 
possess  any  qualification  at  all. 

♦The  Earl  of  CREWE :  I  am  Bonj 
again  to  have  to  interrupt  the  noble  Mar- 
quess. No  question  is  to  be  asked  when 
the  teacher  b  engaged  as  to  his  religious 
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opinions,  but  if  engaged  he  is  asked 
whether  he  is  williiig  to  give  religious 
instruction. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY  : 
Yes,  but  you  have  not  the  slightest  idea 
whether  he  is  qualified  to  give  it  or  not. 
If  a  teacher  is  to  teach  anything  well  he 
must  thoroughly  believe  in  it  himself. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
admitted,  on  the  Third  Reading,  the 
importance  of  religious  teaching  being 
given  by  a  well-trained  teacher.  He 
said — 

"  I  affree  with  the  Archbbhop  of  Canterbury 
that  religioas  instruction  is  very  badly  given- 
I  have  heard  it  given  again  and  affftin  in  Board 
Boboola  and  in  Charch  9chool8,  ana  I  have  very 
seldom  heard  it  given  otherwise  than  badly. 
That  i9  a  criticism,  not  of  the  system,  but  of 
teacher.  A  well-trained  teacher  is  the  thing 
we  want." 

Yet  it  is  the  well-trained  teacher  you 
propose  under  this  Bill  to  turn  on  one 
side.  That  is  a  point  on  which  I  lay 
great  stress.  I  hope  that  in  the  recess 
those  responsible  for  the  Bill  will  ponder 
over  the  words  of  the  late  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury,  that — 

"  the  efficiency  of  religious  teaching  depends 
on  the  earnestness  of  the  conviction  of  the 
teacher." 

The  facilities,  as  they  are  called,  are 
entirely  at  the  discretion  of  the  local 
authority.  The  word  "may"  instead 
of  "shall"  comes  in  frequently,  and, 
owing  to  the  fact  of  its  being  permissive. 
Clause  3  holds  out  hopes  that  cannot, 
by  the  widest  stretch  of  imagination, 
be  regarded  as  certainties. 

♦The  Barl  op  CREWE  :  In  Clause  3 
the  facilities  are  obligatory  if  the  school 
is  taken. 

The  Marquess  op  LONDONDERRY : 
Yes,  but  only  if  it  is  taken.  I 
know  that  in  the  House  of  Commons 
an  endeavour  was  made  to  obtain  an 
appeal  to  the  Board  of  Education,  but 
Mr.  Birrell  refused  to  accept  that  because 
of  the  wish  of  the  local  authorities  to 
be  all  powerful.  Therefore,  what  is 
the  position  of  these  schools  if  the  local 
authorities  are  hostile  to  the  granting 
of  facilities  for  denominational  teaching  ? 

I  now  come  to  Clause  4,  which,  with 
the  exception  of  Clause  1,  is  the  most 
important  Clause  in  the  Bill.    Let  me 


first  of  ill  consider  what  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  in  introducing  that 
clause.  I  think  it  is  notorious  that 
it  was  introduced  in  order  to  secure 
the  Roman  Catholic  vote,  and,  secondly 
— and  this  was  by  no  means  its  least  ob- 
ject— to  retain  the  services  of  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Leader  of  your  Lordships' 
House.  It  must  have  been  intended 
to  cut  out  the  Church  schools.  That 
must  have  been  in  the  minds  of  those  who 
drafted  the  clause,  because  it  is  confined 
to  urban  districts  of  over  5,000  inhabi- 
tants, and  His  Majesty's  Grovemment 
know  full  well  that  the  great  majority 
of  voluntary  schools  are  in  the  rural 
districts  and  could  not  possibly  come 
under  this  clause.  To  my  mind,  the  clause 
will  be  found  impossible  in  its  working. 
The  conditions  to  be  fulfilled  before 
facilities  are  granted  are  almost  incapable 
of  fulfilment,  even  within  the  areas  to 
which  the  clause  applies.  What  is  the 
explanation  of  the  Roman  Catholics  in 
another  place  voting  so  constantly  against 
the  Grovernment  on  this  ?  It  is  b^use 
they  are  finding  out  that  the  clause 
will  not  benefit  them,  for  the  simple 
reason  that  in  nearly  aU  Roman  Catholic 
schools  there  are  a  large  number  of 
children  of  other  denominations.  The 
denomination  that  will  be  benefited 
IB  that  of  the  Jews.  I  contend  that  it 
will  be  impossible  to  get  four-fifths  of 
the  parents  to  vote  as  the  Bill  requires.' 
But  there  is  a  further  restriction  im- 
posed, viz.,  that  there  shall  be  no 
facilities  given  unless  there  is  alterna- 
tive accommodation  for  the  children 
of  parents  who  do  not  desire  facilities. 
Thus  there  might  be  a  school  of  100 
children  the  parents  of  ninty-nine  of 
whom  desire  facilities.  If  there  were 
not  another  accessible  school  for  the 
remaining  one  child  facilities  coulcl  not 
be  granted.  The  facilities  clause  is,  in 
fact,  utterly  useless. 

Then  we  come  to  another  very  im- 
portant provision  —  the  CouncU  for 
Wales.  I  object  to  separate  treatment 
for  Wales  on  constitutional  grounds. 
I  decline  to  agree  to  a  proposal  fojr 
what  I  may  caU  Home  Rule  all  round. 
There  is  no  more  reason  why  this  step 
should  be  taken  in  regard  to  Wales  than 
in  regard  to  Durham,  the  Ridings  of 
Yorkwiire,  and  every  thickly  popu- 
lated part  of  the  country;  and  I  must 
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deny  entirely  a  statement  of  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  that  all  parties  in  Wales 
are  agreed  on  the  principle  of  this  pro- 
posal. I  do  not  think  that  right  rev. 
Prelates  opposite  connected  with  Wales 
will  contradict  me  when  I  say  that  there 
are  a  large  number  of  people  in  Wales 
who  will  not  accept  that  principle. 
This  is  a  question  which  was  scarcely 
discussed  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  Government  did  not  seem  to  know 
their  own  minds  one  day  from  another, 
and  proposal  after  proposal  was  sub- 
mitted. I  think  this  is  a  point  which 
will  have  to  be  carefully  considered 
when  the  Committee  stage  of  the  Bill  is 
taken.  I  was  Minister  for  Education 
when  we  had  to  put  into  force  the 
Defaulting  Authorities  Act,  and  if  we 
had  not  put  that  Act  into  force  205 
volimtary  school  teachers  in  Mont- 
gomeryshire alone  would  not  have  had 
their  salaries,  nor  would  the  school 
have  been  provided  with  coal  or  light. 
If  this  is  the  treatment  which  these  un- 
fortunate teachers  received  then,  what 
will  be  their  chance  of  fair  and  just  treat- 
ment in   the  future  ? 

Then  the  financial  proposals  of  the 
Bill  appear  never  to  have  been  thought 
out.  We  are  told  that  £1,000,000  is  to 
be  given  annually  for  the  purpose  of  the 
Bill,  chiefly,  I  believe,  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  over  or  paying  rent  for  what 
are  called  transferred  schools.  When  I 
read  that  the  sum  was  to  be  £1,000,000  I 
puzzled  my  brain  as  to  how  that  amount 
had  been  arrived  at.  It  woidd  have  been 
easy  to  ascertain  the  number  of  schools 
to  be  taken,  and  the  number  of  children 
attending  them,  and  to  have  struck  an 
average  of  so  much  per  child  ;  but  to  my 
amazement  the  only  reason  given  for 
fixing  £1,000,000  was  that  it  was  all  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could  spare. 
There  is  not  much  finance  about  that. 
Mr.  Asquith  stated  in  another  place  that 
he  considered  the  clause  for  medical  in- 
spection and  the  clause  for  delegation  the 
two  most  important  clauses  in  the  Bill. 
That  shows  the  feeling  of  His  Majesty's 
Government,  Is  the  question  of  religious 
teaching  to  be  considered  of  no  import- 
tance  at  all  ?     Apparently  that  is  so, 

for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
expressed  his  opinion  that  these  were  the 
only  two  clauses  of  importance. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry. 


I  may  be  asked  why,  if  I  hold  tlicse 
views  so  strongly,  I  do  not  move  tke 
rejection  of  the  Bill.  If  I  had  done  tbtt 
it  would  have  amounted  to  a  declaration 
that  the  Act  of  1902  was  perfect.  No 
Bill  that  has  ever  passed  through  Pariis- 
ment  can  be  considered  a  perfect  BiH 
and  still  less  so  when  it  is  built  upon  tlie 
foundation  of  another  imperfect  ineasai« 
like  the  Act  of  1870.  Therefore,  I  am 
ready  to  allow  that  there  is  room  for 
improvement  in  our  educational  system. 
The  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  should 
be  allowed  so  that  it  may  be  carefully 
considered  clause  by  clause  and  line  by 
line.  In  this  House  there  is  no  closure, 
and  I  hope  your  Lordships  will  take  full 
advantage  of  that  fact  and  insist  on 
closely  examining  the  details  of  the  Bifl. 
I  do  not  know  who  understands  the  Bill 
I  doubt  whether  His  Majesty's  Ministers 
do,  for  their  speeches  in  another  place 
are  of  an  extraordinarily  contradictorf 
character.  Is  it  likely  then  that  the 
ordnary  man  in  the  country  can  under- 
stand it  ?  The  rapidity  with  which 
this  measure  has  been  rushed  through 
the  House  of  Commons  has  aroused  the 
indignation  of  even  my  noble  friend 
opposite,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley,  who 
is  a  strong  supporter  of  His  Bfajesty^s 
Government.  Even  Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley  declared  that  Grovernment 
Amendments  had  been  inserted  in  the 
Bill  quite  unconsidered. 

Lord   STANLEY   of   ALDERLEY: 

I  was  only  referring  to  one  particular 
Amendment. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY : 
'ihese  matters,  at  any  rate,  should  be 
fully  considered,  and  I  quote  my  noble 
friend  as  having  said  that  an  Amendment 
to  one  important  clause  in  the  Bill  had 
been  dealt  with  in  a  most  unsatisfactory 
manner.  What  is,  after  all,  the  chief 
object  of  this  measure  ?  It  is  to  abohsh 
denominational  schools  and  denomina- 
tional teaching,  and  it  is  a  direct  attack 
therefore,  on  the  Church  to  which  we  are 
proud  to  belong.  I  hope  your  Lordships 
and  the  people  in  the  country  will  not  go 
away  thinking  that  if  this  Bill  is  carrietl 
it  will  do  no  harm  to  the  Church.  It  is  a 
stepping-stone  to  the  disestablishment 
of  the  C  huTch,  and  I  think  it  is  well  that 
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the  people  of  the  country  should  under- 
stand that.  I  am  one  of  those  who  regard 
this  as  a  very  grave  question.  We  are 
all  working  for  one  end — to  inculcate  in 
the  rising  generation  of  this  country  those 
principles  which  we  Churchmen  hold  so 
dear.  We  are  convinced  that  the  teach- 
ing we  have  given  has  been  conducive 
to  the  welfare,  happiness,  and  prosperity 
of  our  people,  and  we  desire  that  nothing 
should  be  done  to  impair  it. 

*The  lord  archbishop  of  CAN- 
TERBURY :  My  Lords,  we  have  heard 
the  case  for  the  Bill  to  which  you  are 
asked  to  give  a  Second  Reading  set  before 
us  with  clearness  and  in  large  measure 
with  a  fairness  which  I  think  left  nothing 
to  be  desired.  We  have  had  from  the  front 
Bench  opposite  weighty  criticisms  about 
some  of  its  details  and  a  good  many  of  its 
principles.  I  will  try  not  to  go  over 
again  the  ground  which  has  already  been 
well  trodden.  I  approach  the  question 
perhaps  from  a  somewhat  different  stand- 
point. I  should  like  to  say  at  the  outset 
that  some  of  us  feel  on  this  subject  a 
peculiar  difficulty  in  speaking  adequately 
in  Parliament,  because  the  matter  con- 
cerns 80  closely  the  deeper  and  more 
sicred  parts  of  life  as  to  make  it  not 
always  easy  to  express  in  a  public  speech 
the  innermost  reiUty  of  what  one  feels 
about  it  all.  No  one  can  have  had 
such  opportunities  as  I  have  had  during 
the  last  few  months  of  being  in  touch 
day  by  day  with  some  of  the  best  of  the 
teachers  in  our  schools  without  finding 
how  for  them  at  least  the  whole  of  thio 
question  is  swept  outside  the  category  of 
social  or  political  controversy  and. is  felt 
by  them  to  involve  interests  which  are  too 
sacred  and  too  deep  for  words. 

I  want  first  to  look  at  the  Bill  in  its 
setting  in  the  history  of  the  last  half- 
century  or  more.  When  we  are  dealing 
with  a  highly  controversial  question,  and 
want  to  be  on  our  guard  against  uncon- 
scious prejudice  or  distorting  bias,  it  is  well 
sometimes  to  stand  back  a  little  from  the 
subject  and  to  look  at  the  events  as 
they  will  appear  to  the  cool,  unemotional 
historian  who  may  be  tolling  the  story 
when  this  century  is  drawing  to  a  close. 
The  more  faithfully  and  the  more  com- 

Ktently  that  we  can  do  this  the  more 
ie\y  shall  we  be  to  «ee  things  in  their 


true  balance  and  proportion,  and  to 
judge  of  the  relation  which  each  great 
episode  bears  to  the  rest.  For  the  story 
of  education  during  the  last  hundred 
years  in  England  groups  itself  round 
certain  great  episodes  and  certain  great 
men.  Some  elements  of  the  controversy 
— some  vehement  outbursts  of  opinion — 
which  seemed  at  the  time  likely  to 
endure  have  proved  to  be  evanescent. 
To  take  a  single  example,  drawn  from  a 
period  within  the  lifetime  of  many  who 
are  here,  and  within  the  political  recollec 
tion,  I  suppose,  of  a  few  of  our  vetorans. 
In  1847  there  was  a  great  Parliamentary 
duel  between  Macaulay  and  John  Bright. 
Macaulay  vainly  endeavoured  to  convince 
Mr.  Bright  that  it  was  a  good  thing  that 
the  State  should  take  some  responsibility 
for  the  education  of  the  people.  Mr. 
Bright  remained  entirely  unconvinced, 
and  set  his  views  forth  in  a  memorable 
speech.  Nobody  holds  those  views  now, 
and  I  only  refer  to  the  matter  as  a 
curious  object  lesson.  When  we  remem- 
ber that  his  were  the  opinions  held  by  a 
vigorous  section  of  a  great  Party  within 
recent  times,  it  should  make  us  a  little 
cautious  as  to  what  is  colloquially  called 
"  cocksureness "  about  the  permanent 
validity  and  weight  of  some  political 
nostrum  or  some  popular  cry. 

The  really  curious  fact  in  that  long 
story  is  that  on  almost  every  occasion 
of  widespread  controversy  the  practical 
difficulty  has  ultimately  turned,  as  it 
turns  to-day,  mainly  on  the  religious 
question.  The  Nonconformist  for  a  whole 
century  has  asked,  when  any  large 
educational  question  has  been  raised, 
whether  the  change  would  not  increase 
and  consolidate  the  power  and  8t€Uu8  of 
the  National  Church.  Churchmen  on 
the  other  hand  have  asked  whether 
the  particular  change  under  discussion 
would  not  prevent  them  from  discharging 
a  responsibility  which  they  were  not 
only  able  and  willing,  but  absolutely 
bound,  to  discharge  for  the  good  of  the 
nation  as  a  whole.  It  is  that  particular 
difficulty  which  has  again  and  again 
divided  men  when  they  might,  it  would 
seem,  have  almost  come  together  upon 
everything  else.  It  was  that  which 
exactly  a  century  ago  sundered  these  two 
pioneers  of  education — good  men  both  of 
them,  but  angular  and  eccentric — Andrew 
Bell  and  Joseph  I^ncaster.     It  was  that 
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which  wrecked  the  statesmanlike  and  far- 
seeing  Bill  of  Lord  Brougham  in  1820 ; 

it   was    that    which    led,    in    part    at 

least,  to  the  opposition  which  the  Man- 
chester school   gave   to   the   education 

grants  in  the  '  30's  and  '  40*s ;  it  was  that 

which  hampered  the  revised  Code  in  1861 ; 

it  was  that  which  forced  a  change  of 

front  upon  Mr.  Gladstone  and  Mr.  Forster 

in  1870 ;  it  was  that  which  destroyed  the 

Bill  of  the  late  Conservative  Grovemment 

in  1896;  it  waa  that  which,   in  some 

counties  at  least,  has  made  the  Act  of 

1902  drag  its  wheels  very  heavily.     My 

Lords,  that  is,  in  one  sense,  a  humiliating 

confession,   and    perhaps    especially    so 

when    it    is  made    by    an    ecclesiastic. 

Is  it  wonderful,  one  asKs,  that,  this  being 

so,  we  should  have  hean^  from  time  to 

time  in  recent  years  the  cry — "  Sweep 

away  the  whole  thing  that  causes  so  much 

strife  where  strife  is  unnecessary,  and  let 

us  have  in  our  schools  secular  teaching 

only  ? "     Considering  the  impatience  ana 

irritability  of  human  nature  one  under- 
stands   without    difficulty   why  such    a 

thought    should  find    wide    expression. 

And  yet,  my  Lords,  it  only  needs  a  clear 

and  insistent  gaze  into  the  facts  to  satisfy 

us  how  fallacious  the  cry  is.     The  actual 

facts,    surely,    are    these.      Every   sort 

of  people  in  the  controversies  of  these 

hundred    years    who    have     combined 

practical  experience  of  our  schools  with 

real  enthusiasm  about  elementary  educa- 
tion are  agreed  in  saying  that  it  does 

matter  beyond  words  for  the  forming  of 

character  in  the  elementary  scjiools  of 

the  nation  that  they  should  be  carried  on 

upon  a  basis  of  religious  teaching,  or 

rather,  that  that  golden  thread  should  be 

woven  through  and  through  the  web  which 
they  construct.  The  very  importance 
which  everybody  attaches  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  thing  is  to  be  done  is  of 
itself  very  striking  evidence  as  to  the 
necessity  which  they  feel  that  it  should  be 
done.  What  they  differ  about  is  the 
question :  On  what  lines  and  by  what 
men  and  women  is  that  golden  thread  to 
be  inwrought  ^  Could  anything  be  more 
fatuous  than  to  say,,  in  a  •  moment  of 
impatience,  that  the  proper  way  to  solve 
the  perplexity  is  to  sweep  the  whole 
thing  aside  ? 

Take  a  humble  parallel.  I  believe  it  is 
agreed  by  almost  everybody  that  for 
little  children  a  milk  diet  is  essential, 
and    I    am    further    told    that  at   this '  was  enormous,  the  State's  contribution 

The  Lord  Archbishop  of  Canterbury. 


moment  there  are,  in  connection  with 
the    great    Poor    Law    schools    of    the 
kingdom,  groups  of  medical  m^i  divided 
into    factions  as  to  whether  that  milk 
should    be  sterilised,    boiled,    or    given 
in  its  natural  state.     What  should  we 
think  of  the  reformer  who  was  to  argue 
that,   having    regard    to    these   contro- 
versies, it    would    be    better    that    no 
milk    should    be    given    at    all  1      The 
analogy    is    not    a    very    profound     or 
close  one,  but  it  seems  to  me  that   it 
holds    water    for    our    purpose.       The 
instinct  of  the  English  people  is  sound 
and  true  that  their  children  should   be 
Christianly  brought  up  at  school  as  well 
as  at  home.    Tbey  are  ready  to  trust 
the   teacher   pretty   largely   as   to   the 
nature  of  that  instruction  and  the  manner 
in  which  it  is  to  be  given,  but  they  do 
want    the    religion  taught  to    be   real 
Many  of  us  clergy,  my  liOrds,  who  have 
spent  years  in  ministering  to  the  sick 
and    whole    among    the    working   class 
population,  are  familiar  with  the  parent's 
frank  declaration.     *'  I  have  not  nuide  an 
over  good  use  of  my  own  life.     I  wish  I 
had  my  school  days  over  again,  but  at 
least  I  do  want  my  boy,  nw  girl  to  get 
help  for  living  better  than  I  have  done." 
Yes,   my  Lords,  people    do    care  very 
much  about  reUgious  teaching,  not  merely 
in  the  vague  way  that  it  is  sometimes 
put,  that  the  children  of    a  Christian 
nation  ought  to  receive  a  Christian  up- 
bringing, but  as  something  definite  and 
real    which    they  believe  will    make  a 
difference  to  their  children's  lives.     Any 
policy  which    ousts    religious    teaching 
from  our  schools  is  a  policy,  as  it  seems 
to  me,  born  of  impatience  and  despair. 
They  are  ill-omened  parents,  and  their 
progeny    is    likely  to    be  noxious  and 
deformed. 


But  to  return  to  the  endeavours  which 
the  last  fifty  years  have  seen  to  find  some 
solution  of  the  problem.  Of  course^ 
before  1870,  the  difficulty  of  the  subject^ 
though  real,  was  far  less  complex  than  it 
is  now.  The  mass  of  educational  supply 
throughout  the  country  was  purely 
voluntary.  The  very  first  grant  made 
by  Government  was  only  about  seventy 
years  ago,  and  was  absolutely  trifling 
in  amount.    Even  in  much  later  days 

the    proportion    of  voluntary  effort  to 

the    aid    that    came    from    the    State 
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being    for   many    years   oomparatively 
trifling. 

But  in  1870  a  far-reaohing  and  bene- 
ficent endeavour  was  made  to  enlarge  and 
strengthen  our  educational  system  as  a 
whole.  It  was  made  on  great  lines  by 
thoughtful  statesmen,  who  looked  at 
the  matter  all  round.  Three  men  were 
prominent  in  the  work — Mr.  Gladstone, 
Bfr.  Forster,  and  the  noble  Marquess 
who  S3  worthily  presides  over  the 
House  to-day,  and  who  was  then 
responsible  for  bringing  forward  that 
Bill  in  your  Lordships'  House.  I 
am  not  going  into  the  merits  of  the 
Bill  of  1870.  I  regard  it  as  a  really  great 
and  wise  conception,  and  I  am  glad  to 
think  that  on  that,  though  there  have 
been  strange  things  said  to  the  contrary 
in  some  quarters,  most  people  are  entirely 
agreed.  I  am  not  often  in  agreement 
on  this  particular  kind  of  subject  with  a 
very  prominent  man  in  English  life  to- 
day, Dr.  Clifford,  but  I  find  he  says — 

**[The  Act  of  1870]  is  the  truest  ideal  of  State 
edocation  lor  its  yoans  citizens  which  the 
nation  has  yet  conceived,  and  the  most  just 
and  beneficent  legislation  Parliament  has 
framed  to  actualise  it.  It  is  the  hi^h  water- 
mark of  our  civilisation.  It  is  the  si^nofthe 
dawn  of  a  new  educational  era  ;  1870  is  in  fact 
the  most  fruitful  year  of  the  19th  century." 

If  that  be  so,  it  i»  well  worth  our  while 
to  see  what  was  the  essential  character 
of  the  main  political  provision,  using  the 
expression  in  the  large  sense  of  the  word, 
which  belonged  to  that  piece  of  legislation. 
The  most  marked  feature  in  it,  that  which 
gave  rise  to  controversy  at  the  time,  but 
was  adhered  to  throughout  by  the  states- 
men who  were  in  charge  of  it,  was  that 
it  was  a  Bill  to  supplement  and  encour- 
age, not  to  supplant,  the  denominational 
system  of  the  coimtry.  Again  and  again 
Mr.  Oladstone  warned  the  House  of 
Commons  not  to  belittle,  not  to  ignore, 
not  to  waste  what  he  called  our  noblest 
educational  asset,  that  which  came  from 
a  religious  impulse  and  religious  zeal.  I 
quote  some  words  of  his  from  the  debates 
of  1870— 
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'*As  Christianity,  since  it  came  into  the 
world,  has  given  a  new  character  to  secular 

Sbilanthropy,  so  religious  zeal  has  created  in 
bis  country  especially,  an  amount  of  anxiety 
never  before  exhibited  for  the  promotion  of  a 
sound  secular  education." 

And  again — 

*'In  this  matter  of  education,  it  is  a  great 
piu>take  and  error,  in  our  view,  to  think  that 


secular  education  given  by  a  State  machinery  is 
per  se  better  and  more  valuable  than  the  same 
education  given  by  machinery  voluntary  in  its 
character.  Setting  aside  that  which  is  ab- 
stractedly desirable,  I  think  we  are  justified 
in  feeling  that  this  enormous  nowor  which 
exists  .in  the  country  ought  to  oe  turned  to 
account." 

And  if  any  one  doubts  that  that  was  not 
merely  an  element  in  the  Bill,  but  was 
the  very  backbone  of  the  policy  that 
was  then  taken  in  hand,  let  him  look,  not 
at  the  rhetorical  words  spoken  in  the 
debates  of  that  year,  but  at  what  was 
said  a  little  later  by  its  author, 
when  the  Bill  was  at  work  and 
people  had  had  time  to  see  and 
understand  its  provisions  and  their 
meaning.  Three  years  after  the  Bill 
was  passed,  and  when  its  character  could 
be  fairly  judged,  Mr.  Bright,  in  a  great 
speech  at  Birmingham,  denounced  the 
Education  Bill  passed  by  the  Grovem- 
ment  of  which  he,  though  somewhat  of  an 
invalid  at  the  time,  had  been  a  member. 
He  used  these  words — 

"  It  was  a  Bill  to  encourage  denominational 
education,  and,  where  that  was  impassible,  to 
establish  board  schools.  It  ouunt,  in  my 
opinion,  to  have  been  a  Bill  to  establish  board 
schools,  and  to  offier  inducements  to  those  who 
were  connected  with  denominational  schools  to 
bring  them  under  the  control  of  the  school 
board." 

Thereupon  Mr.  Forster  reminded  Mr. 
Bright  that,  before  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill,  its  character  had  been  clearly  ex- 
plained to  all  the  Cabinet,  including 
Mr.  Bright.  He  enclosed  the  Memoran- 
dum then  circulated,  to  recall,  as  he  ^ 
said,  to  Mr.  Bright's  memory — 

"  that  it  \s  in  fact  founded  on  that  principle 
to  which  you  now  object — namely,  that  our 
object  should  be  to  supplement  the  present 
voluntary  system ;  to  enforce  compulsory 
school  provision,  if  and  where  necessary,  but 
not  otherwise ;  to  give  time,  after  educational 
destitution  is  proved,  for  bad  schools  to  be 
improved,  or  new  schools  to  be  erected  under 
the  exbting  voluntary  system." 

Mr.  Bright,  in  his  reply,  admits  that 
he  had  forgotten  the  Memorandum,  and, 
speaking  of  the  new  departure,  says  — 

"  This  great  concession,  unexpected  and,  as 
I  think,  wholly  evil,  has  had  the  etfect  of  fast- 
ening on  the  country  the  old  system." 

I  quote  those  words,  because  they 
show  how  everybody,  friend  and  foe 
alike,  realised  the  basis  and  character  of 
the  policy  adopted  and  established.  From 
first  to  last,  during  the  debates  there  ran 
a  similar    challenge  to    the  friends  of 
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denominational  schools  to  use  their 
opportunity  and,  on  the  strength  of  that 
Parliamentary  encouragement,  to  build 
new  schools  and  thus  to  strengthen  their 
systems.  It  is  quite  easy  to  quote  Mr. 
Gladstone  and  Mr.  Forster  to  that  effect, 
but  I  should  prefer  to  quote,  in  his 
presence,  and  to  his  honour,  the  words 
of  the  noble  Marquess,  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal.  Speaking  in  this  House  on  its 
Second  Reading,  he  said — 

**  The  Bill  propoBes  to  maintain  all  existing 
Bcliools  at  present  in  receipt  of  Government 
aid  on  their  present  footing.  We  desire  that 
they  should  continue  and  extend,  and  need- 
lest^y  to  destroy  one  of  them  would  be  to  in- 
flict a  great  mischief." 

And,  again — 

"  In  considering  the  educational  wants  of  ti 
school  district,  however,  we  distinctly  con- 
template the  taking  into  account  not  merely 
of  existing  schools,  but  of  those  which  arc 
about  to  be  supplied  bona  ^e  for  the  benefit 
of  the  district.  On  this  point  your  Lordships 
will  lead  Clause  8  in  connection  with  Clause 
10,  and  you  Mrill  see  that  the  friends  of  volun- 
tary education  in  each  district  will  have  an 
opportunity  of  supplying  within  a  reasonable 
time,  if  they  can,  the  deficient  education 
.  .  .  I  think  that  is  a  fair  and  ample 
warning  to  the  friends  of  voluntary  educa- 
tion ;  and,  considering  the  demands  of  the 
children  for  education,  a  fair  and  ample  oppor- 
tunity of  supplying  it  is  thus  afforded. 

f  Those  words  show  the  basis,  or  one 
of  the  bases,  upon  which  our  contention 
rests,  that  schools  built  by  voluntary 
contributions  during  the  years  which 
followed  1870  acquired  what  I  should  call 
an  absolute  claim,  as  a  mere  question 
*  of  fairness  and  honour,  not  to  have  their 
distinctive  character  taken  away  what- 
ever might  be  the  provision  made  for 
preserving  it — and  there  are  many  ways 
in  which  that  can  be  done — unless  the 
schools  can  be  shown,  what  it  is  not 
even  contended  or  attempted  to  show, 
to  have  wholly  failed  to  carry  on 
effectively  and  for  the  general  good  the 
work  which  they  undertook  to  do. 

Here  was  the  friendly  challenge  of 
the  Liberal  Government  of  the  day  to  the 
Church  and  other  denominations  to  take 
the  matter  in  hand  and  do  their  best, 
and  what  was  the  response  ?  The  Church 
and  other  bodies,  to  use  a  colloquial  ex- 
pression, "  buckled  to,"  and  in  the  course 
of  the  years  which  followed  they  built  5,000 
new  schools  at  a  cost  of  some  £9,000,000, 
which  it  would  have  been  quite  easy  to 
throw^on    thej[rates.     I    will    give    the 
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figures  more  exactly.  The  number  of 
Church  schools  under  inspection  was,  in 
1870,  about  6,liOO.  In  1889  it  wl» 
about  11,800,  an  increase  of  4,900.  Or. 
if  you  express  it  in  terms  of  school 
places,  the  figures  in  1870  were  1,411,000, 
and  in  1889  2,621,000  school  places,  an 
increase  of  over  1,200,000  school  places 
as  the  result  of  the  voluntary  contribu- 
tions which  had  been  raised  in  that  time. 
All  these  schools  were  built  in  answer  to 
the  challenge  of  the  noble  Marquess 
^ho  is  now  Lord  Privy  Seal.  At  the 
lowest  estimate  the  Church  of  England 
expended,  in  order  to  provide  these 
places,  nine  and  a  half  millions  of 
money,  quite  apart  from  the  Parliament- 
ary grants,  the  amount  of  which  was 
trifling  compared  with  the  rest.  But  in 
the  figures  I  give  that  amount  is  not 

reckoned  at  all. 

• 

It  has  been  very  courteously  and  very 
truly  said  to-night  by  the  Lord  President 
of  the  Council  that  we  must  not  claim  all 
that  as  a  result  of  Church  enthusiasm ; 
that  a  very  large  sum  was  subscribed  to 
keep  out  school  boards,  with  their 
heavy  rates  and  that  some  of  it 
was  given  by  people  who  did  not 
care  a  straw  about  religious  education. 
I  am  quite  prepared  to  admit  that  in  a 
great  many  cases  large  sums  of  money 
were  given  by  trustees,  and  corpora- 
tions and  by  railway  companies  and 
by  other  bodies  which  did  not  profess 
to  look  at  the  religious  instruction  side  of 
the  question,  but  who  wanted  to  avert  a 
school  board  rate.  I  think  it  would  be 
most  deceptive  to  deny  that  there  has 
been  a  considerable  amount  of  money 
given  in  that  way  for  the  building  and 
maintenance  of  voluntary  schools,  bat, 
when  you  have  deducted  all  the  money 
that  can  on  the  highest  estimate  be 
ascribed  to  such  an  origin,  there  remains 
a  vast  sum  which  had  a  distinctly 
religious  origin  and  purpose.  It  was 
^iven  in  order  to  maintain  in  districts 
whore  the  people  wanted  it  a  t^*pe  of 
school  which  the  parents  knew  would 
give  that  personal  relationship  ^hich 
springs  so  largely  from  voluntary  effort, 
especially  when  that  voluntary  effort  is 
linked  in  with  other  kinds  of  work  going 
on  in  the  parish.  The  donors  knew 
further  that  their  gifts  would  secure  the 
real  type  of  religious  teaching  and 
religioug   teacher  which  they    regarded 
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as  80  important  to  the  highest  interests 
of  the  school  or  rather  ol  the  children 
attending  it. 

But  I  would  rather  stand  on  ground 
which  is  in  no  sense  open  to  that  challenge. 
Take  the  towns  in  which  rates  were  being 
levied  and  in  which  subscribers  to 
voluntary  schools  were  also  themselves 
paying  rates,  or  take  what  has  been  done 
in  the  counties  since  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1902,  which  rated  the  country  all 
round.  I  have  here  the  figures  for  three 
dioceses  taken  absolutely  at  random,  and 
I  find  that  since  "the  appointed  day" 
under  the  Act  of  1902  the  diocese  of 
Canterbury  has  spent  £50,000,  Oxford 
£57,000,  and  Winchester  £105,000  either 
OQ  the  building  of  new  schools  or  on 
the  enlargement  and  improvement  of 
existing  schools.  It  surely  is  almost 
impossible  to  say  that  these  schools 
can  be  taken  over  and  entirely 
transformed  in  their  character  without 
an  absolute  violation  of  the  whole 
traditions  of  English  public  security  and 
of  English  public  honour.  Perhaps  I 
should  plead  guilty  to  the  fact  that  I 
have  again  and  again  urged  such  con- 
tributions and  assured  the  donors  that 
their  gifts  were  quite  safe,  irasmuch 
as  no  Parliament  and  no  Grovemment 
could  possibly  alienate  that  money,  given 
freely  within  the  last  few  years,  for  a 
purpose  which  every  Government  has 
encouraged  and  applauded. 

I  dare  say  I  shall  be  told  in  this  debate 
that  nobody  thinks  of  confiscating  and 
destroying  these  schools,  but  presently  I 
shall  show  your  Lordships  how,  if  this 
change  comes  about,  there  will  be  some- 
thing more  than  transformation — there 
will  be  an  absolute  end  of  any  true  pre- 
servation of  the  principles  for  which  this 
money  was  given  and  this  effort  made. 
I  beg  you  to  understand  clearly  that  I 
am  not  claiming  any  sacred  inviolability 
for  everything  contained  in  every  trust. 
I  do  not  object  to  modification  or  change 
in  these  matters  if  there  is  good 'cause 
shown,  and  if  the  conditions  are  fair  ;  but 
if  it  means  a  houUversement  of  what  has 
been  done  and  the  scattering  to  the  winds 
of  money  which  has  been  given,  and  if 
this  is  deliberately  done  in  order  to  bring 
about  just  those  conditions  which  were 
expressly  deprecated  by  the  donors  and 
which  it  was  hoped  would  be  averted  by 


that  money  being  given,  I  think  pause  is 
necessary  before  we  go  forward  in  a  course 
so  contrary  to  the  best  traditions  of 
English  honour. 

In  a  question  such  as  this,  it  is  some- 
times useful  to  leave  generalities  alone 
and  to  give  attention  to  some  concrete 
instance,  not  of  course  because  it  is 
unique,  but  because  it  is  a  specimen  of 
what  is  happening  in  greater  or  less 
degree  aU  over  England. 

I  will  take  an  example  from  a  London 
parish  close  to  which  I  resided  when  I 
was  Bishop  of  Rochester.  I  refer  to 
the  parish  of  St.  John,  Kennington, 
which  contains  one  of  the  very  poorest 
bits  of  London,  one  of  those  regions 
which  are  marked  with  special  blackness  in 
Mr.  Charles  Booth's  statistical  maps.  1  n  or 
around  the  parish  there  are  several  very 
large  and  flourishing  board  schools,  to  whose 
excellence  I  am  glad  to  bear  warm  testi- 
monjrand  also  two  other  schools,  8t.  John's 
and  St.  Michael's,  one  attached  to  the 
parish  church  and  the  other  to  a  mission 
church.  What  has  the  building  of  those 
two  schools  cost  the  donors,  who,  please 
remember,  were  people  who  were  already 
being  heavily  rated  for  the  Board  Schools  1 
They  have  spent  on  St.  John's  site  and 
buildings,  £14,780,  and  have  just  inti- 
mated to  the  county  council  their  readi- 
ness to  spend  £1,200  more  to  make  good 
certain  deficiencies  pointed  out  by  the 
county  council,  provided  they  have  some 
security  against  the  alienation  of 
their  gifts.  They  have  in  addition 
to  the  £14,780,  also  spent  on  main- 
tenance £13,416.  On  St.  Michael's 
there  has  been  spent  £;3,000  on 
buildings  and  £7,000  on  maintenance,  or, 
altogether  on  the  two  schools,  £38,196. 
Now  notice  please  that  all  this  has 
been  spent  by  people  who  have  been 
paying  School  Board  rates  all  the  while, 
spent  in  order  that  they  might  secure 
something  they  very  much  cared  for. 
What  is  going  to  happen  in  regard  to  these 
schools?  These  two  schools  are  immensely 
popular  and  have  excellent  Government 
Reports.  A  great  many  parents  in  that 
poor  region  desire  their  children  to  go  to 
them  rather  than  to  the  excellent  board 
schools  which  stand  close  by,  and  this  not 
perhaps  because  of  their  denominational 
teaching  so  much  as  because  of  their  whole 
tone,  character  and  spirit.  One  asks  won- 
deringly :  Who  are  the  aggrieved  people 
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if  these  schools  go  on  as  they  are  1  Every 
parent  has  a  board  school  at  hand  if  he 
prefers  it.  Why  is  he  to  be  debarred 
from  having  this  sort  of  school  if  he  likes 
it  better,  and  if  we  are  willing  and  able 
to  supply  itt  I  may  be  told  the 
fottr-fifl^s  clause  will  come  in  here  and 
virtually  enable  the  school  to  go  on  as  it 
is.  I  do  not  think  so,  and  I  will 
show  in  a  few  moments  what  will 
happen  if  this  measure  becomes  law. 
I  was  going  to  give  you  similar  details 
about  another  school — an  East  London 
school  this  time.  But  perhaps  I  should 
weary  you  by  a  repetition  of  such  details. 
If  any  one  will  inquire  for  himself  as  to 
the  schools  of  St.  John  at  Hackney,  re- 
built within  the  last  few  years  at  the  cost 
of  some  jBI 0,000,  he  will  learn  what  devo- 
tion and  self-sacrifice  can  do  in  a  cause 
for  which  people  really  care. 

Let  me  here  say  one  general  word. 
It  is  sometimes  claimed  that  a  change  has 
come  about  because  of  the  falling  off  of 
voluntary  subscriptions.  That  is  a  most 
fallacious  statement.  Whenever  you  hear 
that  subscriptions  have  fallen  off  it  is 
always  the  percentage  that  is  meant,  as 
compared  with  the  enormously  increased 
expenditure.  People  forget  that  the 
whole  cost  of  living  and  of  education  has 
increased  so  gigantically.  Instead  of  hav- 
ing fallen  off,  voluntary  subscriptions 
have  doubled.  In  1870  the  subscriptions 
for  the  maintenance  of  voluntary  schools 
were  only  £329,000 ;  they  rose  in  1880  to 
£587,000  ;  and  in  1901  they  had  risen  to 
£678,000.  And,  yet  it  is  quite  true  that 
the  percentage  these  voluntary  subcrip- 
tions  bear  to  the  whole  cost  of  education 
works  out  at  a  good  deal  less  than  in 
1870,  because  the  cost  of  everything  has 
risen  so  normously.  What  the  Gk)vem- 
ment  have  to  show  in  order  to  justify 
the  Bill  on  that  score  is,  not  that  there  is 
a  falling  off  in  the  percentage  of  income 
from  voluntary  subcribers  as  compared 
with  the  whole  educational  expenditure, 
but  a  falling  off  in  the  interest  on  the 
part  of  subscribers  as  shown  by  smaller 
gifts.  This  is  abundantly  refuted  by  the 
figures  I  have  quoted. 

If  it  could  be  shown  that  the  schools 
had  ceased  to  be  really  efficient,  or  had 
ceased  to  invoke  the  enthusiasm  of  the 
people  as  shown  by  voluntary  sub- 
scriptions, then  I  should  be  ready  to  say 
that  the  terms  on  which  the  money  was 
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promised  in  1870,  and  sinoa  that  tinMb 
might  be  reconsidered.  But  neither  ol 
these  things  is  true.  As  regards  the  higber 
grades  of  technical  efficiency  and  the 
winning  of  scholarships,  I  admit  that 
the  voluntary  schools  have  not  been  fullf 
able  to  hold  th^ir  own  against  the  great 
board  schools  of  the  towns.  But  when 
you  hear  that  comparison  drawn  to  the 
discredit  of  voluntary  schools  as  such 
always  look  at  something  else.  Look  at 
the  country  board  schools.  Think  of  the 
difference  between  the  country  and  the 
towns,  not  between  board  and  voluntaiy 
schools.  It  has  further  to  be  remembered 
that  in  towns  Church  schools  are  hampered 
by  the  fact  that  their  buildings  are  usaallj 
older  thap  the  board  school  buildings, 
and  are  being  superseded  by  modern 
requir'^ments.  But  ask  any  impartial 
Government  inspector  whether  the 
voluntary  schools  in  the  last  ten  years 
have  not  been  ccmtributing  as  good  a 
type  of  citizen  to  the  country  as  the  board 
schoob,  and  I  am  periectly  certain  jron 
will  not  find  an  inspector  to  tell  you  to 
the  contrary. 

So  far,  then,  we  have  seen  the  origin, 
the  history,  and  the  present  position 
of  what  we  used  to  call  ''voluntary" 
schools,  and  their  relation  to  the  Govern- 
ment challenge  of  1870. 

In  1901  the  difficulty  had  risen  to  a 
high  point,  owing,  as  I  have  said,  to  the 
increased  cost  of  education,  a  cost 
which  private  resources  could  not  ade- 
quately meet,  although  the  contributions 
from  voluntary  sources  were  double 
what  they  had  been  a  few  years  aga 
I  hold  no  brief  for  the  solution  arrived 
at  in  the  following  year  as  completely 
satisfactory.  I  should  not  if  I  had  had 
the  power  have  passed  the  Bill  exactly 
in  the  form  in  which  it  became  law,  but 
at  least  it  was  in  my  judgement  an 
honest  and  vigorous  attempt  to  prevent 
all  the  voluntary  enthusiam  and  self- 
sacrifice  from  being  in  vain  and  yet 
to  be  fair  all  round — ^to  give  more 
financial  support  from  public  sources  to 
the  schoob,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
give  increased  popular  representation. 
That  was  what  was  attempted,  and  in 
many  parts  of  the  country  the  plan  has 

worked  admirably,  but  I  am  very  far 
from  saying  that  it  was  not  neces- 
sary, especially  after  the  recent  election. 
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to  have  a  reoonsideration  of  that  posi- 
tion and  to  make  a  new  endeavour  to 
meet  difficulties  that  had  been  disooveied 
or  had  arisen. 

That  was  the  situation  which  the 
present  Govenunent  had  to  meet.  I 
believe,  and  I  have  always  said,  that 
the  difficulties  they  had  to  face  were  very 
great,  especially  in  regard  to  the  singte 
school  areas,  that  it  was  a  most  anxious 
and  trying  position,  and  that  I  did 
not  envy  those  on  whom  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  task  lay.  The  position  was 
difficult  enough,  and  it  was  enormously 
oompUcated  by  the  popular  cry,  and  the 
Parliamentary  pledges  lightly  given  by 
people  who,  as  it  now  becomes  abun- 
dantly plain,  did  not  really  understand 
what  those  pledges  were  thought  to 
oarry,  and  what  they  implied.  It  was  a 
great  opportunity  for  a  great  measure, 
and  I  am  myself  the  more  disappointed 
because  I  felt  intensely  sanguine  that  we 
were  going  to  have  a  great  measure 
dealing  with  the  question  on  a  large 
and  generous  scale.  I  should  like  to 
refer  your  Lordships  to  an  article  in 
the  Independent  Review  for  July  by 
Canon  James  Wilson,  once  headmaster 
of  Clifton — a  great  Liberal  and  a  great 
educationist  who  has  thought  out  this 
problem  to  its  depth,  and  has  looked 
at  it  from  every  point  of  view — on  what 
he  calls  the  Government's  lost  oppor- 
tunity. 

We  are  told  by  Lord  Crewe,  as  we 
have  been  told  by  many  others,  that 
the  nation  has  declared  in  favour 
of  complete  popular  control  and 
that  there  shall  be  no  sectarian 
tests,  and  I  go  a  very  long  way  with  that 
cry.  Popular  control  I  have  never  de- 
precated ;  I  am  not  afraid  of  it  if  you 
leave  the  controlling  power  really  free; 
but  if  you  give  the  nominal  power  to  an 
authority  with  one  hand  tied,  if  you  give 
freedom  to  go  in  one  direction,  but  do 
not  allow  one  step  to  be  taken  in  the 
other — ^if  you  say  this  is  complete  con- 
trol, it  does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  popular 
control  worthy  of  the  name.  Oive 
complete  control  as  you  have  it  in  Scot- 
land, or  let  Parliament,  if  you  prefer  it, 
lay  down  detailed  conditions  after  full 
discussion  as  to  what  they  are  to  be. 
But  do  not  let  us  say  there  is  complete 
public  control  and  then  find  that  those 


to  whom  the  supposed  control  of  rehg^us 
education  i$  entrusted  are  ti^tly  tied  on 
one  side  and  allowed  full  liberty  on  the 
other. 

Then,  as  regards  tests,  I  have  no  wish 
that  a  teacher  should  be  unduly  res- 
tricted in  his  calling  by  denominational 
tests  provided  that  he  can  show  that  he 
is  duly  qualified  for  the  work  he  has  to 
undertake;  but  with  all  respect  to 
teachers — and  there  is  no  class  of 
men  and  women  for  whom  I  have  a 
more  genuine  regard  —  I  would  re- 
mind teachers  that  they,  after  all, 
exist  for  the  schools,  and  not  the  schools 
for  the  teachers. 

But  what  does  the  Bill  do  ?  It  takes 
14,000  existing  schools,  with  their  trusts, 
and  demolishes,  hot  the  mere  wording  of 
the  trusts,  but  the  very  essence  and  pith 
of  them.  The  characteristics  that  make 
a  denominational  school  different  from 
others  are  abolished,  and  the  school 
is  handed  over  to  a  local  authority, 
which  may,  if  it  likes,  refuse  to  take 
it ;  or,  it  it  does  take  it,  may 
practically  secularise  it  save  loijsome  two 
hours  in  the  week,  and  may  appoint 
teachers  who  are  imwilling  to  give,  or 
untrained  to  give,  religious  teaching; 
and  if  religious  teaching  is  given,  and 
the  teachers  are  willing  to  give  it, 
no  child  need  go  to  school  until  the 
religious  lesson  is  over.  A  burden 
of  temptation  is  by  this  means  laid 
on  the  poorest  homes  and  presses  there 
most  hardly ;  or  the  children  may  oome 
from  homes  in  which  parents  are  al- 
together careless,  and,  therefore,  of 
the  religious  teaching  of  those  children 
we  should  be  specially  careful  To 
say  to  these  parents  that  their  children 
need  not  attend  until  after  the  zeligicnis 
teaching  is  given  is  almost  to  put  a 
premium  in  certain  homes  upon  parents' 
neglect  or  parents'  eagerness  for  gain, 
and  it  will  do  quite  incalculable  harm 
to  the  interests  of  the  children. 

We  are  told  that  local  authorities  will 
not  on  any  large  scale  destroy  or  even 
impair  the  system  of  religious  teaching, 
but  are  we  quite  sure  that  that  can 
be  counted  upon  everywhere  ?  Of 
course,  no  man  will  allege  it  of  Eng- 
land as  a  whole.  I  am  quite  prepared 
to  say  that  local  authorities  in  the  main 
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■will  try  to  act  fairly,  and  I  would  trust 
tliem  generally,  but  the  Bill  binds  them 
in  one  direction  to  allow  a  denomira- 
tional  teaching  and  leaves  them  free  in 
another  to  go  as  far  in  the  secular 
direction  as  they  like.  Again,  surely  our 
usual  and  reasonable  trust  of  the  local 
authority  is  qualified  by  the  facts 
disclosed  in  the  Return  which  has  been 
furnished  to  us  so  promptly  and  efficiently 
in  answer  to  my  request,  and  which 
I  brought  before  the  House  last 
week.  I  then  ventured  to  call  atten- 
tion not  only  to  a  large  number  of 
schools  where  there  is  no  inspection 
of  the  religious  teaching,  but  to  the 
fact  that  there  are  many  in  which, 
to  all  intents  and  purposes  no  religious 
teaching  at  all  is  given.  I  quoted 
the  statistics  given,  .and,  as  nothing 
is  so  u  eful  as  a  concrete  instance,  I 
mentioned  the  case  of  Huddersfield,  not, 
of  course,  for  any  special  reprobation, 
but  as  an  example  of  what  may  happen 
anywhere.  I  referred  to  the  words 
in  the  niles  of  the  Huddersfield  local 
authority — 

"  In  the  schools  provided  by  the  council  no 
religious  teaching  aball  be  given/' 

The  Regulation  goes  on  to  prescribe 
what  it  calls  "  religious  observances " 
which  may  last  for  fifteen  minutes  at 
most,  and  consist  of  a  hymn,  the  Lords' 
Prayer,  and  the  reading  by  the  principal 
teacher  of  some  verses  of  the  Bible  with- 
out note  or  comment.  Imagine  the  value 
of  that  form  of  "  instruction  "  given  to 
very  little  children !  Such  is  the 
system  followed  at  the  present  time 
in  Huddersfield?  Now  there  are  twenty- 
one  or  twenty-two  Church  schools  iu 
Huddersfield  in  which  I  suppose  there 
are  something  like  120  teachers,  at 
the  very  least,  who  on  the  appointed 
day,  when  this  Bill  becomes  operative, 
will  be  absolutely  debarred  from  giv- 
ing, not  any  denominational  teaching, 
but  any  real  religious  teaching  at 
all.  If  I  am  wrong  the  noble  Earl 
will  correct  me.  As  I  read  the  Bill, 
it  will  be  in  the  power  of  the 
local  authority  of  Huddersfield,  which 
has  declared  plainly  its  opinion  that 
there  cught  to  be  no  reUgious  teaching 
but  only  religious  observances  such  as  I 
have  described. 

The  Lord  Archhhhop  of  Canterbury, 


*The  Earl  of  CREWE:  May  I 
draw  the  most  rev.  Primate's  attentitm 
to  Sub-clause  5  in  Clause  2 — 

"  Nothing  in  this  section  ^hall  prevent  the 
granting  or  requiring  of  facilities  for  specti] 
religious  instruction  in  accordance  with  tlii^ 
Act,  or  prevent  a  local  education  aotbotitr, 
as  a  condition  of  an  arrangement  made  un<kr 
this  section  \vith  respect  to  the  nne  of  titc 
schoolhouse  of  an  existing  voluntary  school, 
from  giving  an  undertaking  to  gire  relij^oiip 
instmction  which  does  not  conflict  with  ^er- 
tion  fourteen  of  the  Elementary  Educatkn 
Act,  1870,  in  the  school." 

If  the  most  rev.  Primate  is  right  in 
thinking  the  teaching  now  given  in 
Huddersfield  is  not  religious  instruction 
then  some  other  instruction  suitable  to 
the  transferred  school  would  have  to  be 
given  there. 

♦The  lord  ARCHBISHOP  of 
CANTERBURY :  I  can  only  say  tiiifi 
is  very  obscure.  All  schools  are  now 
to  become  provided  schools.  The  local 
authority  says  that  in  all  provided 
schools  there  shall  be  no  religioiu 
instruction  given.  I  shall  be  delisted 
to  hear  a  method  for  getting  out  of 
the  difficulty.  As  I  understand,  the  BiH 
it  will  be  in  the  power  of  the  local 
authority  to  say  it  will  not  take  over  % 
school,  or,  if  it  does  take  it  over,  to 
bring  it,  save  for  the  excepted  hours, 
under  its  own  regulations  as  to  religious 
instruction. 

*  The  Earl  of  CREWE  :  When  the 
school  is  transferred,  the  transferring 
body  can  make  a  stipulation  for  two  days 
facilities  teaching  and  three  days  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching  if  they  choose. 

♦The  lord  ARCHBISHOP  of 
CANTERBURY:  I  am  glad  to  be  cor- 
rected, but,  even  at  the  bost,  imagine 
what  will  be  the  feelings  of  teachers  who 
have  gone  on  year  after  year  under 
careful  guidance  giving  religious  teaching 
loyally  and  lovingly  when  they  find  them- 
selves transferred  to  the  control  of  an 
authority  which  lays  down  the  princi|de 
that  in  its  opinion  no  religious  teaching 
ought  to  be  ^iven.  The  noble  Earl 
told  us  that  Liberal  Members  returned 
at  the  recent  election  would  have 
been  escorted  out  of  the  constituencies 
had  they  declared  against  public  control, 
but  if  it  had  been  made  clear  that  the 
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vague  phrase  "  public  control  "  was  to 
mean  the  imposition  of  this  cruel  rule 
upon  a  great  body  of  eager  religious 
teachers,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  such 
candidate  as  the  noble  Earl  refers  to 
nv^ould  have  found  his  chances  of  success 
very  seriously  affected. 

Then  I  take  the  question  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  teachers.    In  all  schools, 
including    those    with    the     four-fifths 
facilities  as  they  are  called,  the  appoint- 
ment of  teachers  is  to  rest  wholly  with 
the  local  authorities.     I  called  attention 
the  other  day  to  the  case  of  the  local 
authority   who  placed   at  the   head    of 
a  pupil  teacher  centre — the  school  where 
young  teachers    are  prepared   for  their 
duties — a  man  who  was  writing  to  the 
papers  condemning    as    among  baseless 
myths  taught    to    defenceless    children 
the     story     of     the     Resurrection     of 
OUT  Lord.    This   was  the  man  chosen 
by  the  local  authority  to  teach  in  a  higher 
grade  school,   and  to  control  the  pupil 
teachers    who  come  both   from  Church 
schools  and   council  schools,   and,   such 
being  the  view  of  its  duty  adopted  by  the 
local  authority,  there  is  obviously  nothing 
in  the  Bill  to  prevent  such  a  man  being 
placed  at  the  head  of  a  great  Church 
school. 

You  may  tell  me  that  such  action  on 
the  part  of  the  local  authority  is  not 
likely,  but  if  we  are  half-way  in  the 
direction  of  that  possibility,  surely  we 
ought  to  look  at  these  provisions  with 
a  view  to  their  alteration.  What  we  ask 
is  not  that  a  new  religious  responsibility 
should  be  imposed  on  a  local  authority, 
but  you  ask  us  to  transfer  to  such  an 
authority  the  schools  in  which  the 
religious  teaching  is  an  essential  part  of 
our  system,  is  definite  in  its  character,  is 
carefully  inspected  and  controlled,  and 
is  given  only  by  trained  and  competent 
men  and  women.  This  is  the  condition 
now  of  the  schools  which  are  ta  be  trans- 
ferred to  local  authorities  who  may 
prescribe,  to  quote  their  own  words, 
that  '"no  religious  instruction  shall  be 
given."  If  that  is  untrue  or  unfair,  I 
should  honestly  like  to  have  it  corrected. 

I  do  ask  your  Lordships  to  believe 
that  this  is  not  a  matter  about 
which  we  feel  lightly  as  a  mere 
question  of  social  or  political  controversy. 
We  feel  that  it  is  something  that  goes 

far  deeper.     We  are  dealing  with  what 


concerns  the  immortal  interests  of  these 
children,  and  we  feel  responsible,  in  the 
highest  and  most  sacred  sense,  for  safe- 
guarding these  interests.  It  is  with  that 
thought  in  my  mind  that  I  want  to  make 
this  no  question  of  rhetoric,  in  a  Parlia- 
mentary sense,  but  to  speak  in  words 
of  sober  earnestness.  If  I  am  right,  if 
it  i3  really  possible  that  the?e  things  can 
come  about,  surely  it  is  childish  to  tell  us 
*'  Yes,  they  can  do  all  that  if  they  like  ; 
but  Mr.  Birrell  hopes  they  won't." 

Does  the  security  come  to  anjrthing 
else  ?  And  is  that  the  answer  we  are 
to  be  satisfied  with  when  we  are  invited 
to  bring  about  the  sweeping  change  i 
required  by  the  Bill  ?  If  that  is  the  true 
answer,  let  us  have  it  in  black  and  white, 
and  let  people  ponder  about  it  in  the 
recess. 

Tae  time  has  not  come  yet  for  our 
formulating  Amendments  to  the  Bill ; 
but  you  will  have  seen  the  kind  of  direc- 
tion in  which  my  own  desires  would  tend. 
I  th  nk  I  can  say  without  egotism  or 
affectation  that  there  has  been  no  man 
who  has  striven  more  earnestly  than  I 
have  to  bring  about  some  reasonable 
rapyrochement  in  tliis  particular  matter ; 
and  therefore  I  do  not  speak  as 
a  heated,  narrow  partisan.  I  claim 
not  to  be  so,  but  to  be  dealing 
with  interests  too  large  and  too  sacred 
to  make  it  easv  far  u^  to  bring  them  into 
the  arena  of  political  controversy  at  all. 

What  I  desire  to  see  done  in  this  Bill 
involves  changes  which  are  pretty  far- 
reaching.  We  ought  to  endorse,  in  my 
view,  the  wish  of  the  English  people  by 
saying  that  there  shall  in  all  schools  be 
religious  teaching  within  the  school  hours, 
subject  of  course,  to  the  most  ample 
conscience  clause  arrangements  both  for 
teachers  and  for  taught ;  and  I  say  that 
especially  in  the  interests  of  the  poorest, 
weakest,  and  most  oppressed  of  our  little 
children.  The  religious  teaching  must 
be  given  by  men  and  women  who 
mean  what  they  say.  Then  I  say  that 
definite  religious  teaching  must  be 
accessible  to  those  children  whose 
parents  dejire  them  to  have  it,  sub- 
ject to  such  reasonable  limitations 
or  restrictions  as  the  authority  may  lay 
down.  If  you  prevent  thid  it  does  seem 
to  me  that  your  theory  of  uniformity 
is  a  mockery  and  a  snare.    Then  I  should 
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wish  to  make  it  clear  that  the  teachers 
who  have  spent  some  of  ^e  best  years  of 
their  lives  in  thoughtfolly  and  rev- 
erently acquiring  the  capacity  of  doing 
that  very  difficult  thing — ^giving 
definite  religious  teaching — shaU  not  be 
silenced  by  a  stroke  of  the  pen  when 
they  are  eager  to  go  on  doing  that  work. 
It  is  simply  impossible  to  overstate 
what  England  owes  at  this  moment  to  our 
Church  school  teachers,  both  men  and 
women.  Hundreds  of  them  have  sacri- 
ficed the  possibility,  and  in  many  cases 
the  certainty,  of  better  emolument  else- 
where in  order  that  they  might  go  on 
giving  the  particular  sort  of  teaching 
which  they  feel  to  be  so  important  to  the 
whole  life  of  these  children.  Are  you 
going  to  bid  them  stand  idly^  wistfully, 
by  while  others — amateurs,  except 
the  clergy,  who  can  only  deal  with 
a  handful  in  a  large  school — take 
the  place  of  the  men  and  women  who 
have  thus  trained  themselves  by  prayerful 
thought  and  endeavour  for  the  task  they 
love  T  I  believe  that  proposal  to  be  as 
cruel  to  the  teacher  as  it  would  be  unfair 
to  the  taught.  Why  should  that  be 
the  one  subject  of  human  study  which 
is  to  be  taught  by  untrained  teachers, 
and  so  taught  because  you  silence  the 
trained  teachers  who  want  to  teach  it  ? 
I  believe  that  to  be  something  which  the 
oountiy  has  never  understood  and  never 
desired,  and  that  such  a  rule  can  never 
be  allowed  to  find  a  place  in  our  system. 

Then,  the  principle  after  which  Clause 
4  seems  to  struggle  requires  quite  cer- 
tainly to  be  enlarged  and  strengthened. 
I  think  you  may  feel  that  I  have  forgotten 
Clause  4  in  what  I  said  for  example  about 
the  Eennington  and  the  Huddersfield 
schools.  Not  at  all.  I  believe  that  in  most 
cases  Clause  4  as  it  stands  would  be  quite 
inapplicable  to  such  schools.  I  have 
got  statistics  from  that  school  in  Eenning- 
ton showing  how  many  of  the  scholars  go 
to  Church  Sunday  schools,  how  many 
to  other  Simday  schools,  and  how  many 
nowhere ;  and  the  number  who  go  to 
other  Sunday  schools  or  nowhere  is 
a  very  large  number  indeed.  No  endea- 
vour is  made  to  proselytise,  but 
every  endeavour  to  prevent  the  children 
going  nowhere.  The  fact  that  so  many 
non-Cliurch  parents  choose  this  school 
would  of    itself    probably   operate    to 

The  Lord  .Archbishop  of  Canierbury. 


prevent  the  four-fifths  majority  asking 
for  definite  religious  instruction  of  a 
particular  kind,  even  if,  in  fo  poor  a 
district,  you  could  get  them  io  the  poll. 
Parents  might  not  honestly  see  their  way, 
while  a  child  was  going  to  a  Wesleyan 
or  other  Sunday  school,  to  say  they 
wanted  such  special  facilities.  Some,  no 
doubt,  were  sent  to  the  Church  day 
school  with  a  strong  denominational 
wish  on  the  part  of  their  parents ;  others 
not  for  that,  but  because  the  parents  liked 
the  character  and  tone  and  management 
of  the  school.  They  might  feel  that 
although  the  denominational  teaching 
was  not  precisely  what  they  would 
have  selected  for  themselves,  the  tone 
and  character,  the  spirit  of  the  school, 
and  the  type  of  the  teacher,  resident 
always  among  them  and  known  to  them 
all,  was  such  as  they  were  eager  for. 
Are  you  then  going  to  ^lact  that  such  a 
school  is  not  to  come  under  the  facilities 
of  the  four-fifths  clause  because  a  con- 
scientious parent,  greatly  as  he  01  she 
approves  the  school,  could  not  base  the 
ckim  on  purely  denominational  lines  ? 
Then  my  last  point,  which  I  feel  to  be  a 
most  important  one,  is  that  those  who 
have  directly  to  do  with  the  school  and  its 
life  must  have  some  voice  given  to  them 
directly  or  indirectly  in  the  appointment 
of  the  teacher.  It  is  only  in  that  way  that 
we  can  possibly  stimulate  and  maintain  a 
local  interest  in  the  schools.  When  the  real 
Bill  was  introduced  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Education  laid  great  stress, 
rightly  and  well,  on  the  danger  of  bureau- 
cracy in  this  matter — on  the  danger  that 
the  management  and  control  of  the  schools 
should  get  into  the  hands  of  clerks  in 
county  council  ofiices.  That  is  exactiy 
what  you  are  bringing  about  by  taking 
away  from  those  who  have  knowledge  of 
the  schools  any  say  in  the  appointment 
of  the  teacher. 

See  what  is  happening  now  in  the 
boroughs  of  London.  There  are  boroughs 
of  London  to-day  which  imder  the  new 
system,  for  which  I  hold  no  brief  and  have 
no  responsibility,  have  airily  swept  away 
the  old  bodies  of  local  managers  on  the 
ground  perhaps  that  they  want  no  clergy, 
or  that  they  will  do  the  management 
themselves.  The  teachers  are  beginning 
to  come  piteously  to  the  former  managers 
and  to  say,  "  No  manager  comes  near  us 
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at  aU."    The  change  to  bureaueracy  has 
already  taken  place.     You  may  fairly  say 
tbat  it  is  not  what  the  present  Oovern- 
ment  ever  wanted  or  enacted.      It  is 
due  to   their  predecessors.     I  entirely 
agree.    But    when    you    are    mending 
matters,  will  you  not  mend  that  ?    What 
I  dread  in  that  bureaucratic  system  is  the 
one-man  rule  of  the  clerk  or  other  official 
of    the   county   or   borough   authority. 
Kothing  can  be  worse  educationally  or 
worse  for  the  teachers,  or  worse  for  the 
local  spirit  in  the  school.    We  all  know  the 
lurid  pictures  that  used  to  be  painted 
of  the  one-man  rule  of  the  high-handed 
autocratic  priest  or  parson  in  the  rural 
area  who  pushed  everybody  aside,  and,  so 
to   speak,  "ran"  the  school  himself.    I 
appeal  to  those  who  know  the  country 
districts  whether  the  true   picture  was 
not     ordinarily     more      like     this  — 
that  there  was    one    man   who    cared 
a  little  about  the  education  of  the  chil- 
dren, and  where  the  squire  was  non-resi- 
dent^ and  the  farmers  were  hostile  to 
education,  and  the  labourers  were  apa- 
thetic    and     indifferent,    was     slaving 
day  by  day    at    the    woric  which    no- 
body else  would  do  and  who  to  his  great 
disappointment  and  regret  had  to  carry 
as  one  man  the  burden  which  ou^ht  to 
be  shared  by  many.    Many  a  time  I 
have  come  away  from  the  house  of  such 
a    man   saddened   with   the   knowledge 
that  he  was  labouring  unaided  against 
heavy  odds,  and  that  in  some  instances  he 
had  thought  it  right  to  sacrifice  even  the 
higher  education  of  his  own  children  for 
the  sake  of  promoting  the  life  of  his 
elementary  school,  and  making  good  its 
financial  loss.     In  such  hours,  and  with 
such  object  lessons,  one  has  many  a  time 
recalled  the  proverb  that    "the  world 
knows  nothing  of  its  greatest  men." 

My  Lords,  I  have  said  my  say. 
The  juncture  at  which  we  stand  is  a 
grave  and  critical  one  in  our  national 
Ufe,  and  especially  in  the  story  of  English 
education.  The  measure  before  us  has 
passed  through  the  House  of  Commons 
under  the  pressure  of  exigencies,  partly 
at  least  not  of  an  educational  kind.  In 
the  circumstances  of  our  modern  political 
life  such  incidents  must,  I  suppose,  take 
place  at  times,  whatever  political  Party 
18  in  power.  The  greater,  then,  the 
burden  of  responsibility  which  rests  upon 
this  House.  If,  as  I  hope  will  be  the  case, 
you  this  week  read  this  Bill  a   second 
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time  without  a  division,  it  is  not  because 
we  are  accepting  it,  even  in  outline,  as  a 
satisfactory  measure  in  its  present  form. 
Let  no  man  who  wishes  to  speak  of  this 
matter  honestly  say  hereafter  that  we 
have  done  so.  For  myself  I  only  assent  to 
its  Second  Reading  because  I  consider  that 
when  a  Bill  comes  to  us  from  the  House 
of  Commons  under  such  auspices  as  these 
that  House  is  entitled  to  ask  that  we 
should  weigh  with  scrupulous  care  the 
several  provisions  it  contains,  and  dis- 
cuss them  with  a  calm  deliberation  which 
circumstances  rendered  impossible  else- 
where. 

Not  with  any  sanction  of  mine,  nor, 
I  am  sure,  with  the  concurrence  of  those 
who  sit  on  the  episcopal  benches,  shall 
this  Bill  become  law  as  it  now  stands. 
I  ask  for  its  large  amendment  in  the  in- 
terest of  what  is  just  and  reverent  and  true. 
I  do  not  ask  it  in  the  interests  of  any 
political  Party,  for  I  have  none  to  serve. 
I  ask  it  in  the  interest — the  highest  and 
most  sacred  interest — of  the  little  children 
of  England.  Though  I  bring  no  accusa- 
tion against  tiie  authors  of  the  Bill — fori 
accept  frankly  .their  assurance  that  they 
had  no  such  intent — \  do  in  my  heart 
believe  that  these  clauses  as  they  stand 
imperil  the  religious  upbringing— ii^  the 
largest  sense  of  the  word,  the  religious 
upbringing — of  the  little  children  in  our 
schools,  imperil,  that  is,  the  most  precious 
asset  in  their  lives. 

I  feel  certain  of  being  able  to  show 
this  in  detail  when  we  come  to  the  Com- 
mittee stage.  Everything,  yes,  every- 
thing for  England's  well-being  depends 
upon  what  these  children's  lives  are  going 
to  be  like;  and  that  will  depend  in  a 
large  measure  upon  the  chance  you 
secure  for  them  in  their  earliest  days. 
As  the  Bill  now  stands  there  is  no  guar- 
antee for  the  daily  teaching  of  the  elements 
of  Christianity  in  our  schools.  If  the 
teaching  is  offered  there  is  no  guarantee 
that  it  will  be  taught  by  qualified  men 
and  women.  If  it  is  so  taught  there  is 
no  guarantee  that  the  children  who,  from 
the  character  of  their  homes  and  the 
circumstances  of  their  lives,  need  it 
most,  will  ever  attend. 

Therefore,  my  Lords,  these  clauses 
must  be  amended  if  the  Bill  is  with  our 
consent  to  become  law.  Fail  to  amend 
them,  and  in  the  years  to  come  you  will 
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hear,  I  am  certain,  two  loud  voices  of 
reproach.  One  will  be  the  voice  of  those 
who,  in  the  confident  belief  that  this 
House  would  review  the  whole,  have  voted 
almost  lightly,  or  else  under  conditions 
of  high  pressure,  for  clauses  whose  full 
effect  they  have  never  adequately  weighed, 
The  other  voice  of  reproach  will  come 
from  those.  Churchmen  and  Noncon- 
formists alike,  who  have  known  in  some 
town  or  country  village  the  school  life 
of  to-day  and  can  compare  and  contrast 
it  with  the  life  which,  under  the  new 
conditions,  will  have  supplanted  it.  When 
they  awake  to  these  facts  they  wiU  feel — 
if  you  have  left  this  Bill  alone — that  the 
answerableness  for  the  disastrous  change 
has  been  in  large  part  yours.  It  is  with 
those  limitations  and  on  those  conditions 
only  that  I  hope  the  House  will  read  the 
Bill  a  second^time. 

Lord  GLANTAWE  :  My  Lords,  as 
this  is  the  first  time  I  have  had  the 
privilege  of  addressing  your  Lordships' 
House  it  may  be  thought  a  great  pre- 
sumption on  my  part  to  rise  immediately 
after  the  most  rev.  Prelate  who  has  so 
ably  put  his  case  before  your  Lordships. 
No  one  appreciates  more  fully  than  I  do 
the  ability  with  which  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  has  put  forward  the  case  of  the 
Church,  especially  in  regard  to  the 
religious  aspect  of  this  Bill.  I  have 
taken  a  very  active  part  in  the 
religious  education  of  the  country  for 
a  great  many  years.  I  remember  that 
when  the  Act  of  1870  was  discussed  in 
the  country  the  same  controversies 
raged,  and  the  same  arguments  were  used 
very  largely  as  are  being  used  to-day 
with  regard  to  the  present  religious 
difficulties.  I  well  remember  how  the 
country  was  moved  in  regard  to  Clause 
25  of  Mr.  Forster's  Bill,  and  the  great 
excitement  which  it  aroused ;  and  at  the 
great  meeting  which  took  place  in  Man- 
chester in  1872  I  was  one  of  the  two  dele- 
gates sent  from  Swansea  to  represent  the 
Nonconformist  views  upon  the  religious 
question  of  that  time.  It  is  sad  to  think 
that  religion  should  be  the  bone  of 
contention  in  almost  every  question  that 
has  to  do  with  education,  seeing;  that 
religion  is  intended  to  teach  us  to  be  for- 
bearing one  to  another,  to  bear  good  will 
one  towards  another,  to  love  one  another, 
to  endeavour  to  assist  one  another,  not 
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only  in  educational  matters  but  in  all  the 
affairs  of  life. 

The  general  character  of  the  Bill 
was  very  ably  put  before  your  Lord- 
ships by  the  noble  Earl  who  moved 
the  Second  Reading ;  consequently  it  will 
be  unnecessary  for  me  and  other  speakers 
to  refer  to  the  Bill  clause  by  clause.  I 
do  not  think  that  this  Bill  would  have 
been  brought  forward  by  the  Government 
now  in  power  but  for  the  unsatisfactory 
nature  of  the  Act  of  1902.  That  Act 
changed  the  whole  position  in  regard  to 
reUgious  teaching,  and  altered  the  whole 
of  the  law  in  regard  to  education,  espe- 
cially in  its  financial  provisions.  The 
Act  of  1902  was  very  unfavourably  re- 
ceived, especially  in  Wales,  where  Non- 
conformity is  exceptionally  strong.  It  has 
been  most  difficult  of  application,  and 
there  are  many  places  in  South  Wales 
where  it  has  never  been  adopted  and  could 
not  be  enforced.  It  was  offensive  to  a  very 
large  section  of  the  community  in  that  it 
gave  the  Church  undue  infiuence.  It  is 
all  very  well  to  say,  from  the  Church  point 
of  view,  that  the  object  was  to  bring  up 
the  children  in  what  is  called  the  true 
religion.  But  the  phrase  "  true  religion  '* 
is  a  very  difficult  one  to  define.  Those 
who  are  of  a  religious  turn  of  mind 
generally  believe  that  the  religion  of  the 
particular  sect  to  which  they  belong 
is  the  true  religion.  In  Wales,  where 
Nonconformists  are  very  strong  and 
powerful,  although  they  may  not  be  united 
except  on  one  particular  point — ^and  that 
is  in  regard  to  the  question  of  enforcing 
a  particular  kind  of  religion  upon  the 
children  in  the  Principality  or  in  the 
United  Kingdom  —  they  have  a  very 
strong  objection  to,  and  oppose  the  adop- 
tion of,  any  kind  of  religious  dogma. 

Many  references  have  been  made  to  the 
Cowper-Temple  clause,  and  it  has  fre- 
quently been  referred  to  in  very  deprecia- 
tory language.  I  would  say,  however,  that 
no  safer  or  sounder  religion  could  possibly 
be  taught  to  a  child  than  that  which  is 
given  under  the  Cowper-Temple  clause. 
The  most  rev.  Prelate  a  few  days  ago 
referred  to  two  particular  counties  in 
Wales  where  no  religious  instruction  of 
any  kind  was  given — Cardigan  and 
Carmarthen.  I  would  point  out,  how- 
ever, that  Cardigan,  although  it  has  not 
put  forward  any  formulary  to  be  followed 
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throughout  the  county,  is  well  known 
throughout  Wales,  if  not  throughout  the 
greater  part  of  England,  as  being  one 
of  the  most  religious  districts  in  South 
Wales.  More  profess'.onal  men,  and 
more  ministers  of  reUgion  of  different 
denominations,  including  a  large  number 
of  ministers  of  the  Church  of  England, 
liave  come  from  Cardiganshire  than 
perhaps  from  any  other  county  in  the 
Principality,  In  that  county  there  are 
two  colleges  of  high  repute.  One  is 
at  Aberystwith,  which,  through  the 
liberality  of  Welsh  gentlemen  of  wealth 
and  position,  is  to-day  endowed  almost 
as  well  as  any  college  in  the  United 
Kingdom.  Aberjrstwith  has  turned  out 
excellent  scholars.  Then  we  have 
Lampeter,  at  which  college  a  right  rev. 
Prelate  who  sits  in  this  House,  and 
who  enjoys  the  respect  of  every  person 
in  South  Wales  who  has  the  privilege  of 
his  acquaintance,  distinguished  himself. 
I  am  one  of  his  admirers,  though  we 
differ  upon  this  questioa  ef  the  religious 
education  which  our  Church  friends 
dedre  to  see  adopted  in  elementary 
schools. 

Wales  has  always  been  noted  for 
its  education.  Swansea  was  the  second 
town  to  adopt  the  Act  of  1870.  I 
happened  to  be  Mayor  of  Swansea  at 
the  time,  and  I  was  so  impressed  with 
the  necessity  for  general  education  of  an 
elementary  kind  which  should  be  within 
the  reach  of  all  classes  that  I  gave  that 
Bill,  with  the  exception  of  one  point,  my 
heartiest  support.  The  only  thing  that 
I  regretted  in  regard  to  that  Bill  was 
that  those  who  had  the  management — 
the  school  hoards — ^in  many  cases  were 
rather  extravagant  in  their  notions,  and 
in  many  places  erected  schools  which 
were  unnecessary  or  of  a  needlessly  costly 
character.  Bat  eicperience  taught  the 
school  boards.  It  took  some  time  to 
get  them  well  into  their  work,  but  when 
they  were  beginning  to  imderstand  their 
work,  and  to  apply  themselves  to  the 
carrying  out  of  education  in  the  most 
economical  way,  the  Act  of  1902  was 
passed,  which  practically  did  away  with 
every  school  board  in  the  country.  I  do 
not  mean  to  say  that  all  the  school 

boards  did  their  work  in  the  best  pos- 
sible way ;  possibly  there  were  too  many  of 
them,  especially  in  the  country  districts, 
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but  that  could  have  been  remedied  by 
several  boards  being  united  together 
and  forming  one  school  board  for  the 
enlarged  area.  In  London,  for  instance, 
the  school  board  which  was  doing  such 
excellent  work  was  done  away  with,  and 
its  duties  allocated  to  that  overworked 
body  the  London  County  Council — a  step 
very  much  to  be  regretted.  Then  in 
regard  to  higher  education,  although 
Wales  has  been  backward  in  elementary 
education  it  has  taken  a  lead  in  regard  to 
higher  grade  schools,  and  it  has  reason  to 
to  be  proud  of  the  position  it  has  taken 
in  that  respect.  In  Swansea  higher  grade 
schools  were  started  very  early,  and  I 
was  one  of  the  half-dozen  people  to  whom 
was  entrusted  the  duty  of  formulating 
a  code  to  be  adopted  in  such  schools. 

In  regard  to  the  Bill  now  before  your 
Lordships,  I  Would  say  that  I  am  gener- 
ally in  favour  of  it.  I  am  well  aware  that 
broad  as  it  is,  and  strong  as  is  the  desire 
of  the  Government  to  meet  the  wishes  of 
every  grade  and  section  of  the  people,  the 
question  is  a  very  difficult  one,  but  they 
have  done  their  utmost  to  settle  it  once 
for  all  on  the  best  basis  possible.  Clause  4 
is  perhaps  one  of  the  most  controversial 
and  debatable  sections  in  the  Bill.  I  am 
quite  in  favour  of  the  clause  as  now 
amended,  and  strongly  support  the  re- 
tention of  the  word  "  may "  as  against 
"  shall,"  because  I  beUeve  it  would  be 
very  detrimental  to  the  interests  of  educa- 
tion throughout  the  coimtry  if  the  clause 
were  made  mandatory.  I  believe  the 
Government  have  done  wisely  in  regard 
to  the  Amendments  they  have  introduced, 
because  it  it  comes  to  a  fight  there  is  no 
doubt  at  all  that  the  local  authority, 
supported  by  local  opinion,  can  best 
exercise  the  necessary  control.  We  have 
had  a  very  fair  example  of  that  in  South 
Wales,  and  I  think  the  Government 
have  acted  very  wisely  in  providing  a 
safety  valve  in  order  to  avoid  any  dead- 
lock. It  is  well  known  that  when  the 
Act  of  1902  was  being  enforced,  especially 
in  some  parts  of  Wales,  the  local  authority 
clearly  beat  Sir  William  Anson  and  all 
the  forces  which  he  had  behind  him.  I 
will  not  detain  your  Lordships  longer, 
but  would  beg  to  thank  you  sincerely 
for  having  listened  to  me  so  patiently. 
I  shall  give  this  Bill  my  hearty  support. 

2  I 
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♦Thk   Marquess   of  HUNTLY  :  llfar 

Lords,     having    been    connected    with 
educational  matters  in  my  county  since 
the  Local  Grovemment  Act  was  passed, 
for   a   long   time   as   Chairman   of   the 
Technical    Education    Committee,    and, 
since   the   Education   Act   of   1902,    as 
Chairman  of  the  Education  Committee, 
I  should  not  like  to  allow  this  measure 
to  be  brought  forward  without  saying 
a  few  words  upon  it.    I  presume  that 
the  Bill   is  brought  in   to  remove   the 
religious  difficulty  rather  than  to  deal 
largely  with  educational  matters,  because 
it  really  deals  only  with  the  very  fringe 
of  matters  which  afEect  the  well-being  of 
education.    The    Bill    deals    with    the 
religious    difficulty,    but    I    can    assure 
your   Lordships   that   as   far   as   I   am 
concerned,  although  I  live  in  a  county 
which  has  as  large  a  proportion  of  Non- 
conformists as  almost  any  other  county  in 
England — namely,  Huntingdonshire  —  I 
have   never  felt   the  religious  difficulty, 
either  in  the  schools  in  the  county  or  on 
the    Committee.      Nearly    half    of    the 
Committee  over  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  preside  is  composed  of  Nonconformists 
who    work   side  by  side  with    Church- 
men in  the  most  harmonious  way.    We 
have  never  had  the  slightest  difEerence 
or    difficulty    on    religious    grounds    in 
dealing    with    any    matter     which    has 
come   before    us.      The    curious    thing 
is  that  after  the   passing    of    the    Act 
of  1902,  when  one  would  have  thought 
the  religious  difficulty  would  have  been 
brought  f 01  ward,  and  when  the  voters 
could    have    elected   men    to    represent 
them  if  there  was  any  such  difficulty 
as  has  been  alleged,  there  was  no  contest 
throughout  the  county  connected  with 
the    religious     question    at    the    county 
council    elections.     I    might    give    one 
other    illustration    to    show    how    har- 
moniously we  have  worked.    Only  the 
other   day   we   had   a   meeting   of   our 
Committee  to  consider  this  Bill,  and  we 
agreed  that  the  clauses  connected  with 
the    religious    question    should    not    be 
discussed,  the  only  clauses  considered  by 
us  being  the  administrative  and  financial 
clauses  of  the  Bill. 

As  I  say,  this  Bill  is  intended  to  deal 
with  the  religious  difficulty.  But  what 
was  the  motive  power  that  produced  the 
religious  difficulty  ?     There  was  rampant 


throughout  the  country  at  the  latedeetioo 
the  imlitant  poUtical  Nonconformist.  It 
was  he  who  worked  the  kte  general 
election,  and  this  measure  is  really  to  carry 
out  the  proposals  of  the  militant  Noncon- 
formist  as  opposed  to  the  o^nnionS' 
and  feelings  of  the  great  mass  of 
Nonconformists  throughout  the  countiy^ 
Many  of  the  leading  Nonconformists  in 
my  county  with  whom  I  have  spoken, 
on  the  matter  consider  the  Bill  to  be  unfair 
to  the  Church  in  several  of  its  provistoms. 
The  noble  Earl  who  moved  th» 
Second  Reading  said  that  the  man 
who  paid  the  piper  should  call  the 
tune.  I  agree  with  him.  He  alluded 
to  a  Motion  which  I  made,  and  to  some 
statistics  which  I  have  had  prepared, 
showing  what  will  be  the  cost  of  this 
measure  if  it  passes  in  its  present  form. 
I  gathered  from  him  that  I  need  not. 
deal  with  the  financial  question,  as  a  Bill 
would  be  brought  in  later  on  to  deal 
with  that  aspect  of  the  matter,  and  with 
the  present  grants  given  for  educational 
purposes.  My  object,  however,  is  not 
to  deal  with  the  financial  situation  as  it 
exists,  but  to  show  that  in  the  estimate 
setting  foith  that  the  £1,000,000  to- 
be  granted  imder  this  Bill  will  provide 
fcr  all  that  is  required,  a  great  mistake 
will  have  been  made. 

But  before  I  consider  the  cost  of 
voluntary  schools.  I  would  allude  to 
the  speech  made  on  the  introduction  of 
the  measure  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  was  there  said,  and  the  statement 
was  loudly  acclaimed,  that  many  of  the 
voluntary  schools  were  in  a  bad  con- 
dition. 1 1  eli  eve  the  phrase  used  was  that 
there  were  some  good,,  some  indifferent, 
some  bad,  and  some  very  bad,  and  that 
the  latter  would  not  be  taken  over  by 
the  local  authority.  Rent  was  to  be  paid 
for  the  good  schools ;  the  bad^  or  very 
bad,  schools  would  not  be  taken  over;  and 
other  schools  would  have  to  be  built* 
That  is  clearly  foreshadowed  in  the 
clause  which  says  that  the  local  authority 
need  make  arrangements  only  in  cases 
where  they  desire  to  do  so,  which  means 
that  they  will  refuse  to  take  over  a 
great  many  of  these  voluntary  schools^ 
Therefore  I  think  it  is  only  fair  to  calcu- 
late that  the  cost  of  these  transferred 
voluntary  schools  to  the  new  authorities 
will  be  quite  equal  to  the  cost  of  the 


949        EdwaHim  {England        {1  August  1906} 


and  Wales)  BiU. 


950 


b^»ari  schook  which  were  taken  over 
under  the  Act  of  1902.  The  request 
which  I  addressed  to  various  local 
authorities  was  for  a  return  of  the  cost 
that  had  been  involved  in  taking  over 
the  council  schools.  I  have  tabulated 
the  returns  from  nineteen  counties 
scattered  over  the  country,  and  it 
comes  out  that  on  an  average  the  cost 
per  school  in  the  first  financial  year, 
1903-4,  was  £29,  and  for  the  year 
1904-05  £30  per  school.  Taking  this 
rate,  and  the  number  of  voluntary 
schools  in  comparison  with  council 
schools  in  each  of  these  counties,  I  find 
that  it  would  require  on  an  average  Igd. 
in  the  £  upon  the  whole  of  the  country 
to  provide  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
transferred  voluntary  schools.  I  find 
also  that  this  £1,000,000  that  is  dangled 
before  our  eyes  represents  exactly  1^. 
in  the  £ ;  because  Id.  in  the  £  for  the  whole 
country  represents  £725,000  a  year,  and 
therefore  l^d.  represents  £1,000,000.  I 
think,  therefore,  you  may  fairly  argue, 
upon  experience  in  regard  to  the  1902 
Act,  that  the  cost  of  the  voluntary 
schools  would  absorb  the  whole  of  the 
£1,000,000  which  is  proposed  to  be 
devoted  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act. 

But  when  I  come  to  look  at  what  has 
been  said  with  regard  to  this  £1,000,000, 1 
find  it  has  been  stated  that  in  the  first 
place  it  is  to  go  towards  the  relief  of  poor 
necessitous  districts.  Thus  the  way  will 
be  opened  for  very  large  demands  in 
that  direction.  I  understand  that  it 
is  intended  that  the  poor  areas  round 
about  London,  which  are  very  highly 
rated,  are  to  have  a  contribution  horn 
the  fund  towards  the  relief  of  their  rates, 
and  I  think  it  was  stated  that  where 
those  districts  had  been  involved  in  very 
heavy  expenses  they  should  receive  a 
special  grant.  There  will  be  very  little 
indeed  of  the  fund  left  for  the  pur- 
pose of  aiding  the  local  authorities  in 
rural  districts  if  all  the  necessitous 
areas  throughout  the  country  are  first  to 
get  relief.  I  would  ask  your  Lordships 
to  consider  for  a  moment  the  position 
of  that  sorely  tried  and  overburdened 
man,  the  ratepayer.  He  was  told  under 
the  Act  of  1902  he  would  be  rated, 
but  in  every  county  the  rates  have  been 
Ugher  and  die  expenses  greater  than  was 
ever  prophesied.    The  position  is  that 


if  the  grant  of  £1,000,000  does  not  go 
round,  and  any  further  expends  are 
incurred,  the  authorities  will  have  to  fall 
back  upon  the  ratepayer,  and  the  deficit 
will  be  raised  from  the  rates.  That  is  a 
very  serious  state  of  a£E  .irs,  and  one 
deserving  of  some  notice.  It  is  most 
unfair  that  where  you  have  a  hobby  to 
ride — ^if  I  may  put  it  so  low — where  you 
desire,  for  the  benefit  of  a  strong  militant 
party,  to  take  over  all  the  schools  and 
to  make  them  of  one  type,  you  should  do 
it  largely  with  the  ratepayers'  money. 
If  you  were  to  say  that  in  the  event  of 
the  grant  you  propose  not  being  sufficient 
to  carry  out  your  object  the  balance 
would  be  defrayed,  not  from  the  rates  but 
from  the  taxes,  I  should  have  no  grievance 
in  that  respect ;  but  when  we  have  no 
definite  knowledge,  inasmuch  as  thi^t 
financial  clause  was  not  explained  or 
debated  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
no  information  was  given  about  it,  I 
think  a  representative  of  the  ratepayers 
would  be  neglecting  his  duty  if  he  did 
not  try  to  elicit  some  further  information 
as  to  the  effect  of  the  financial  portions 
of  this  Bill. 

1  will  instance  one  other  direction  in 
which  very  heavy  cost  will  be  entniled 
by  this  Bill.  The  nobl^  Earl  alluded 
to  Clause  24.  I  hail  that  as  one  of 
the  three  clauses  in  the  Bill  which  do 
something  progressive  for  education. 
I  cannot  say  that  the  providing  of 
vacation  elapses,  play  centres,  or  means, 
of  recreation  is  strictly  educational,  but 
certainly  it  is  a  worthy  and  very  desirable 
object.  A  sub-section  of  that  clause 
makes  medical  inspection  of  children 
compulsory  as  the  Board  of  Education 
may  direct.  Let  me  say  in  passing 
that  we  shall  be  very  much  more  under 
the  Board  of  Education  after  the  passing 
of  this  Bill  than  we  have  been  since  1902, 
I  do  not  know  whether  any  estimate  has. 
been  made  as  to  the  probable  cost  of 
this  medical  inspection.  I  presume  that 
it  is  to  come  out  of  the  £1,000,000  grant, 
or  out  of  the  ratepayers'  pocket.  I  have 
made  a  calculation  which  I  think  will 
give  some  data  to  go  upon.  There  are 
some  6,000,000  children  on  the  school 
books  at  the  present  moment;  the 
average  school  life  of  a  child  is  about  ten 
years,  and  it  is  probably  an  under- 
estimate that  there  are  600,000  fresh 
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scholars  per  year.  You  could  not  calcu- 
late on  less  than  Ss.  4d.  per  head  per 
annum  for  the  medical  inspection  of 
those  600,000  scholars.  I  think  that  that 
is  a  low  figure,  but  on  that  basis  the  cost 
per  annum  would  be  £100,000.  I  should 
like  to  know  whether  the  Minister  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  has  considered  these 
various  items  which  are  to  be  made 
compulsory  by  the  Bill.  If  this  ex- 
penditure comes  out  of  the  £1,000,000, 
it  will  leave  only  £900,000  for  the  grants 
to  local  authorities,  but  there  are  also 
other  things  which  have  to  be  seen  to. 

Besides  providing  for  the  medical  in- 
spection of  children,  and  the  repairs  of  the 
schools,  there  is  the  rent  of  the  transferred 
voluntary  schools  to  be  paid,  there  is 
the  building  of  new  schools  to  replace 
the  very  bad  ones  which  are  not  taken 
over  and  those  which  are  considered 
unsuitable  according  to  the  dictum  of  the 
Board  of  Education  ;  there  are  also  the 
salaries  of  correspondents  to  be  paid,  be- 
cause hitherto  we  have  been  able,  in  the 
non-provided  schools,  to  arrange  for  the 
correspondence  with  the  central  authority 
to  be  done  free  of  charge,  but  you  may  be 
sure  that  the  moment  the  schools  are 
lakefl  over,  we  shall  have  to  pay  the 
correspondenif  in  each  school.  Then 
there  will  be  the  legal  expenses  involved 
in  the  transfers  and  in  the  whole 
machinery,  which  is  no  light  matter. 
We  are  told  that  the  conditions  and  the 
accommodation  in  voluntary  schools 
are  much  worse  than  ir  the  board  schools, 
which  mears  that  much  will  have  to  be 
done  directly  to  provide  better  accom- 
-  mod  at  ion,  which  also  will  involve  expense. 

1  should  like  here  to  make  one  protest 
against  what  is  considered  by  some  to  be 
the  policy  of  the  Board  of  Education  as 
regards  small  rural  schools.  You  have 
a  visit  from  one  inspector,  who  gives  his 
advice  as  to  ventilation  and  warming  and 
80  on  ;  he  goes  away  to  another  district, 
and  another  inspector  comes  who  has 
totally  different  views  upon  these  matters, 
and  instead  of  objecting  to  small  rural 
schools  he  approves  of  them  and  says 
that  they  do  good  work.  The  aim  of  the 
Department  ought  to  be  not  so  much 
the  enlargement  or  improvement  of  the 
school,  as  to  ensure  the  selection  of  a 
good  teacher.    It  is  not  the  school  itself 

or  the  building ;  it  is  the  teacher  that 
2'?ie  Marquess  of  Iluntly, 


makes  the  school.  That  is  our  experience 
everywhere,  even  in  the  smallest  rural 
schools  in  counties.  However  small  the 
school  may  be,  if  the  teacher,  whether 
male  or  female,  is  thoroughly  earnest 
and  capable  in  his  or  her  work,  there 
you  will  have  a  good  school  and  the 
children  will  be  well  taught. 

Another  idea  which  I  understand  is  in 
the  mind  of  the  Board  of  Education  is 
that  many  of  these  schools  might  be 
grouped  together,  so  that  a  central 
school  might  be  built  to  wliich  the  children 
could  be  conveyed.  I  believe  there  are 
cases  where  that  might  be  done  with 
advantage.  I  know  of  two  such  cases, 
where  the  children  are  conveyed  con- 
siderable distances.  One  of  them  is  in 
the  Fen  district,  near  Holme,  and  the 
other  is  at  Eaton  Socon,  on  the 
borders  of  Bedfordshire  and  Huntingdon- 
shire. I  may  tell  your  Lordships  that 
the  cost  per  child  for  bringing  them  from 
an  area  some  five  miles  long  in  the  Fen 
district  is  only  £2  per  head  per  annum, 
while  in  the  other  district  of  Eaton  Socon 
the  cost  is  only  £1 14s.;  so  that  it  is  really 
cheaper  than  to  build  a  new  school.  But 
in  saying  that  we  are  successful  in  this 
direction,  I  do  not  wish  it  to  be  supposed 
that  I  am  advocating  the  extinction  of 
small  rural  schools. 

In  the  face  of  all  these  expenses 
involved  in  the  various  proposals  of 
the  Bill,  I  submit  that  the  outlook 
is  alarming.  They  will  add  enormously 
to  the  already  excessive  burdens  on  the 
rates.  Unless  we  get  some  clear  explana- 
tion as  to  who  is  to  pay  for  all  thes3 
things,  we  shall  be  left  in  ignorance,  and 
the  rates  will  go  up  without  ther  being 
any  chance  of  redress,  or  of  the  county 
councils  or  individuals  having  any  voice 
in  the  matter.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
curious  anomaly  that  it  should  be  in  the 
power  of  a  Government  Department  to 
fall  back  on  the  needy  ratepayer  to  make 
up  any  deficit  that  might  arise  in  con- 
nection with  that  Department.  It  would 
be  very  convenient  in  the  case  of  the 
Admiralty  if,  instead  of  having  to  come  to 
Parliament  for  an  extra  "  Dreadnought,'' 
they  could  simply  fall  back  upon  the 
ratepayer  for  the  necessary  funds.  Or 
it  woidd  be  very  nice  for  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  if  from  the  same  source 
he  could  draw  the  money  for  two  or  three 
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more  battalions  of  troops,  instead  of  hav- 
ing to  get  his  proposals  through  Parlia- 
ment. I  know  of  no  Government  Depart- 
ment except  the  Board  of  Education  which 
is  in  the  happy  position  of  being  able,  in 
the  event  of  having  any  deficit,  to  call 
upon  the  ratepayers  to  meet  it.  I  have 
never  understood  why  there  seems  to  be 
no  objection  on  the  part  of  the  taxpayer 
to  pay  for  anything.  The  passive  resister, 
as  a  taxpayer,  did  not  object  to  pay  his 
quota  towards  the  school  expenses,  and  I 
hope  I  may  be  able,  sooner  or  later,  to 
I>ersuade  the  Government  that  any  extra 
expenses  involved  by  this  Bill  should 
come  wholly  and  solely  out  of  the  tax- 
payer's, rather  than  out  of  the  ratepayer's, 
pocket.  I  have  dealt  with  some  practical 
points  of  the  Bill,  and  do  not  desire,  on 
the  present  occasion,  to  go  into  the 
religious  question,  although  I  have  as 
strong  feelings  on  that  matter  as  any 
other  Churchman  present.  I  thoroughly 
approve  of  what  was  said  by  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury, and  I  only  hope  that  before  the 
Bill  leaves  your  Lordships'  House  the 
injustice  which  we  feel  will  be  redressed, 
and  that  we  shall  also  have  some  assurance 
that  the  ratepayers'  interests  will  not 
be  entirely  overlooked. 

♦Lord  FARRER  :  I  should  certainly 
not  have  ventured  to  address  your 
Lordships  on  this  occasion  were  it  not  that 
the  noble  Marquess  the  late  President  of 
the  Board  of  Education  stated  that  in 
these  matters  an  ounce  of  practice  was 
worth  a  ton  of  theory.  I  have  been 
what  I  expect  not  many  of  your  Lord- 
ships have  been,  and  that  is  chairman  of 
two  rural  schools  for  the  last  seven 
years.  These  two  rural  schools  in  my 
own  district  have  ultimately  come,  by  a 
process  of  what  I  may  almost  call  natural 
selection,  into  practically  the  form  that 
this  Bill  designs  for  rural  schools  gener- 
ally. The  two  schools  have  rather  a 
curious  history.  The  first  was  built  on 
glebe  land  about  the  year  1860,  at  a  time 
when  there  was  a  great  revival  of  rural 

education  in  Southern  England,  and  it 

has  averaged  about  fifty  children,  entirely 

of  the  rural  class.    The  clergymen  at 

first  carried  on  the  instruction  almost 

entirely,  which  instruction  of  course  was 

of  a  Church  of  England  character.    The 


second  school,  which  was  built  by  my 
father  in  1872,  was  a  school  to  which  no 
special  religious  formulary  was  attached, 
because  we  believed  that  therelwere  & 
larger  number  of  Dissenters  than  of 
Churchmen  in  that  part  of  the  parish. 
Gradually  the  Church  school  failed 
to  find  the  necessary  funds,  with 
the  result  that  it  became  necessary 
to  see  how  the  school  could  be  carried  on. 
In  those  days  none  of  these  miserable 
religious  squabbles  had  arisen,  and  wo 
found  that  the  best  plan  would  be  to 
form,  not  a  school  board,  which  was  a 
very  expensive  matter,  but  a  voluntary 
committee  to  which  the  ratepayers 
should  be  asked  to  contribute,  and  to 
allow  both  the  clergyman  and  the  Non- 
conformist minister  to  teach  in  the 
school.  We  did  that  for  two  years,  with 
rather  disastrous  results.  Perpetual 
squabbles  arose,  and  there  were  attempts^ 
one  might  almost  say,  at  proselytising  the 
children.  Ultimately  we  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  would  be  desirable  for 
the  schoolmaster  himself  in  each  case  to 
give  the  religious  instruction.  From 
the  'TO's,  when  that  was  arranged,  until 
1902,  when  the  new  Act  came  into  force, 
the  system  went  on  without  a  protest 
from  a  single  parent,  and  to  the  complete 
satisfaction  of  persons  of  all  shades  of 
religious  opinion  in  the  parish.  We  all 
felt  that  some  form  of  ethical  teaching 
was  absolutely  necessary,  and  we  never 
had  the  slightest  difficulty  in  finding  a 
schoolmaster  for  each  school  both  willing 
and  competent  to  give  the  simple  Bible 
teaching  and  to  draw  the  ethical  lessons 
from  it.  The  absence  of  dogma  has 
never  been  in  any  way  detrimental  to 
the  interests  of  the  schools,  and  the  in- 
teresting part  is  that  the  Churchpeople 
themselves  accepted  the  teaching  as 
willingly  as  the  Nonconformists. 

I  ought  to,  say  as  regards  the  financial 
arrangements,  that  we  found  that  the 
Church  school  needed  enlargement.  We 
arranged  to  raise  on  the  voluntary  rate,  if 
rate  it  can  be  called,  sufficient  money  to 
enlarge  the  school,  the  only  condition 
made  by  the  Dissenters  being  that 
similar  teaching  should  go  on  as  before. 
That  we  were  right  in  the  case  we  took  I 
think  may  be  seen  from  the  fact  that  the 
most  rev.  Prelate,  who  was  then  Bishop 
of  Winchester,  himself  signed  thelease]of 
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liave  the  greatest  respect  would  have  \  courage  of  a  very,  difiereut  type.  I 
brought  about  denomiaational  teaching  would  ask  if  that  is  the  final  view 
and  you  would  have  had  at  the  present  of  the  Church  at  the  present  moment  ? 
moment  in  all  the  schools,  as  well  as  in  Is  that  the  view  of  the  most  rev.  Primate  t 
articular  schools  that  have  denomina-  Is  that  the  view  of  the  larger  portion  of  the 
tional  teaching  on  certain  occasions,  the  Church  of  England  at  the  present  moment? 
Bible  teaching  which  you  yourselves  |  Are  they  prepared  to  say  that  they  would 
desire.  But  we  have  to  deal  with  facts  rather  see  secularism  establbhed  in  every 
as  they  are.  I  only  mention  these  school  in  the  country  than  simple  .Bible 
bistorical  facts  because  they  occurred  at  teaching  or  Cowper-Templeism  ?  If  they 
the  great  crisis  when  religious  education  are  so  prepared,  all  I  can  say  is  that  I 
was  rejected,  and  I  trust  from  the  bottom  regret  it,  and  they  take  a  very  great  re- 
of  my  heart  that  this  House  will  not  1  sponsibility  upon  themselves,  for  it  would 
now  repeat  that  same  mistake  at  a  crisis  |  be  difficult  and  almost  impossible,  if  the 
^hich,  to  all  those  who  desire  to  see  Church  of  England  demanded  that  secular 
religious  teaching  in  this  coimtry,  is,  to  my  i  tsaching  should  be  given  in  every  school, 
mind,  a  much  more  serious  crisis  than    for  the  Government  of  the  day  to  take 

it  upon  themselves  to  resist  it.  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  they  do  desire  undenomin- 
ational teaching,  they  cannot  have  it 
both  ways.  They  cannot  denounce  this 
Bill  on  the  one  hand  because  it  institutes 


that  of  1807. 


I    have    said    that    the    Government 
were    surrounded    with    difficulties    in 

bringing   in    this    Bill.       Many   sugges-    ^^_  ^_  ^^^  ^_^  ^ 

tions  have  been  made  as  to  an  alternative  |  Cowper-Templeism,    and    on    the    otiier 

scheme,  but  I  have  never  heard  of  one  ha^d    with    the   same  breath  denounce 

that    was    at    all    workable.       It    has  secularism.      The    choice    is    solely    be- 

been    suggested   that  we    should    have  tween  undenominational  teaching  on  tike 

full  popular  control  and,  at  the  same  o^g  hand  and  secularism  on  the  other, 

time,  adopt  the  policy  of  secularising  the  r^^     country     resists    secularism    and 

schools.    In  my  opinion  the  secularisa-  ,  chooses  religious  teaching,  and  therefore 

tion  of  our  schools  is  against  the  popular  {^  jg  ^ot  necessary  for  us  to  have  an  alter- 

will  of  the  country,  because  the  people  native  scheme  to  the  Government  Bill 
desire  religious  education  in  the  schools 

and   they   desire   to   have   a   Christian  ♦  It  has  been  said — and  I  admit  that  it  is 

education.     My  noble  friend  the  Lord  a  very  plausible  and  attractive  argument 

President  pointed  out  that  if  you  wanted  — ^that  all    denominations  should  have 

an  evidence  of  what  the  voice  of  the  ^^e  right  of  entry  into  these  schools,  so 

country  was  at  the  last  general  election  1  ^j^at  every  denomination  might  have  its 

you  had  it  definitely  placed  before  you  by  q,^  particular  teacher.     That  argument 

that  overwhelming  vote  against  the  secular  j^ag  an  attractive  side,  but  I  would  ask  your 

«ystem  of  education  the  other  day  in  the  Lordships  to  consider   whether  such  a 

House  of  Commons.    Who  is  it  that  wishes  proposition  is  workable.    Is  it  possible! 

to  have  secular  teaching  in  the  place  of  Would  it  not,  on  the  one  hand,  disor- 

what  I  would  call  Cowper-Templeism  ?  ganise  the  schools  of  the  country,  and  on 

For  the  moment  1  would  put  on  one  side  ^he  other  hand  tend,  in  a  great  measure, 

those  who  do  not  believe  in  any  religion  ^  destroy  the  discipline  that  at  present 

whatever.     How   many   of  the   pare  its  exists  in  the  schools  ?     I  venture  to  say 

are    there    who    prefer    to    see    secular  ^^ia^  ^^  ^  unworkable,  because   if  you 

education  rather  than  the  establishment  admit  one  sect  you  must  admit  all  the 

of    undenominational    education    in    all  ^^^^  and  in  the  large  majority  of  tlie 

our   schools !     I   venture   to   say   that  g^hools  of  this  country  there  are   not 

they  are   a  very  small  and  ummportant  sufficient  separate   rooms  in  which   the 

section   of   the   commumty.     Of  course  teaching  of  these  sects  could  take  place. 

I  honour  their  consistency,  and  I  admire  j^  would  destroy  the  discipline   of   the 

their  courage,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  schools,  because  you  would  be  importing 

those   who   wish   the   children   of   this  ^^  untrained  teacher  to  give  the   par- 

oountry  to  have  any  religious  teaching  ticular    denominational    instruction    de- 

at  all,  if  they  prefer  secularism  to  re-  sired.       I    heard     the    other    day    in 

ligious     education,     are     exhibiting    a  |  Birmingham  of  an  instance  where  this 

Lord  BurgMfre. 
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provision  had  been,  to  a  certain  extent, 
tried,  and  when  the  teacher  came  in 
to  give  the  denominational  instruction 
the  discipline  of  the  school  was  so  thor- 
oughly upset  that  they  had  to  call  in  the 
regular  teacher  to  keep  order  whilst  his 
untrained  colleague  was  explaining  the 
religious  teaching  which  he  had  come  to 
offer  them.  How  are  you  going  to  carry 
that  out  in  schools  where  there  are 
several  sects  ?  How  are  you  going  to 
provide  enough  permanent  teachers  in 
the  country  to  keep  order  while  the  un- 
trained teacher  comes  in  to  explain  the 
particular  teaching  which  he  is  going  to 
give  ?  I  venture  to  think,  my  Lords,  as 
I  have  said  before,  that  the  right  of  entry 
into  the  schools  is  a  rather  attractive 
proposal,  but  it  is  unworkable,  and 
we  may  at  once  dismiss  that  solution 
of  the  problem. 

Then  it  has  been  proposed  that  we 
should  return  to  the  dual  system  which 
existed  in  this  country  before  1902, 
— that  we  should  return  to  the  system 
of  board  schools  on  the  one  hand  and 
voluntary  schools  on  the  other.  I 
venture  to  say  that  the  Bill  of  1902 
which  placed  the  voluntary  schools  on 
the  rates  for  the  first  time  has  now  made 
it  absolutely  impossible  for  us  to  revert  to 
the  system  that  existed  prior  to  that  date. 
What  remains  ?  I  venture  to  say  that 
this  and  this  only  remains — we  should 
have  also  the  dual  system  of  management ; 
we  should  make  Cowper-Temple  teaching 
universal  in  the  schools,  with  special 
facilities  for  those  denominational  bodies 
who  wish  denominational  teaching,  within 
school  hours,  at  the  expense  of  the  denomi- 
nation, in  all  transferred  voluntary  schools ; 
and  give,  moreover,  extended  facilities 
where  all  or  at  any  rate  the  greater  part  of 
the  children  and  their  parents  belong  to 
one  particular  denomination  alone. 
Those  are  the  two  principles  of  the 
present  Bill,  and  I  venture  to  think,  in 
the  absence  of  a  more  moderate  arrange- 
ment of  the  religious  difficulty  between 
the  various  churches  concemedi  that 
this  solution  is  the  only  practical  one 
that  ly  for  my  part,  have  seen  put  for- 
ward. Tou  will  say  it  is  a  compromise. 
Of  course  it  is  a  compromise.  It  is 
impossible  in  this  country,  with  all  its 
past  history  and  all  that  has  been  built 
up,  to  reverse  in  a  moment  all  that  has 
gone    before.    Every    measure    of    this 
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sort  must  be  a  compromise,  and  even 
compromises  have  their  advantages.  The 
Bill  of  1870  was  a  compromise  which 
lasted  for  thirty  years.  The  Bill  of 
1902  was  a  compromise>  and  how  many 
years  did  it  last  ?  How  many  years 
was  it  likely  to  last  ?  Like  all  other 
compromises,  this  Bill  does  not  com- 
pletely satisfy  either  party  in  the 
matter.  For  my  own  part,  the  fact 
that  both  Parties  find  something  to 
complain  of  suggests  to  me,  at  any 
rate,  that  the  Government  have  been 
steering  a  middle,  a  right,  and  a  judicious 
course. 

1  have  heard  complaints  made  to-night 
and  before  to  the  effect  that  if  you 
go  to  the  very  root  of  this  Bill  you 
will  find  vital  objections.     In  the  first 

I)lace,  the   most  rev.  Primate  said  that 
ocal    authorities    need    not    take    over 
voluntary  schools  at  all,  and  that  therefore 
the   voluntary   schools   that  existed   at 
the  present  moment,   that  is,  the  non- 
provided   schools,   would   not  be  taken 
over   by   the   local    authorities.     Now, 
if  there  is  ou.    complaint  I  remember 
hearing  about    the  Bill    of    1902   from 
the   farmers   of    this   country    it    was 
that     it    very    materially    raised     the 
rates,   but  I   venture   to  think  that  if 
the  local  authorities  were  to  refuse  in  all 
the  rural  parishes  to  take  over  a  school 
which  was  fit  and  proper  for  the  teaching 
of  the  children,  and  commenced  setting 
up  and  building  new  schools,  they  would 
soon  hear  complaints  from  the  ratepayers 
which  would  very  speedily  drive  them 
from  the  position  they  were  taking  up* 
Therefore,    it  comes   to   this,    that   m 
those  schools  it  rests  with  the  owners 
whether     denominational    teaching     is 
to    be    carried   on.    As    I   understand 
the  Bill,  I  believe  I  am  right  in  sa3dng 
that    it    rests    with     the     owners    of 
those  schools  to  make  their  own  terms 
with  the  local  authorities  as  to  whether 
two   days  a  week  should  be  given  to 
denominational  teaching  or  not.    I  believe 
there  are  about  8,000  single  school  dis- 
tricts in  the  country  which  have  non- 
provided  or  voluntary  schools.    I  have 
often  heard  it  put  forward  as  a  resaon 
why  we   should  pay  special   attention 
to  the  maintenance  of  voluntary  schools 
in  these  villages,  that  since  the  year  1870 
the   Nonconformist   bodies   have   never 
taken   upon   themselves  the   obligation 
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this  Church  school  to  the  volantaTy 
committee  on  that  very  agreement.  As 
I  read  this  BiU,  the  teaching  that  is 
proposed  to  be  given  is  precisely  of  that 
kind  which  has  proved  acceptable,  in  the 
parish  to  which  I  have  referred,  not  only 
to  Dissenters,  but  to  Churchpeople 
themselves,  as  is  evidenced  by  that 
mgnature.  Therefore  I  think  that  a 
great  deal  of  the  storm  and  fury  that  has 
raged  around  these  particular  provisions 
of  the  Bill  may  be  discounted  when  it 
comes  to  the  practical  teaching  among 
the  children  of  the  people  of  the  country, 
and  after  all  it  is  the  children  that  need 
most  consideration.  I  believe  that  in 
most  rural  parishes  the  same  possibility 
will  be  found  to  exist,  if  people  can  only 
be  brought  to  reason — 

For  modes  of  faith  let  graceless  zealots  fight ; 
His  can't  be  wrong  whose  life  is  in  the  right. 

I  should  not  have  said  more  on  this 

subject  except  that  the  Bill  of  1902  very 

seriously   interfered   with   our   religious 

peace  and  quiet.      Immediately  after  its 

passage,  the  demand  was  made  that  we 

should  give  back  the  school  that  had  been 

built  on  the  glebe  as  a  Church  school. 

That,  we  said,  was  of  course  possible  if 

the  money  that  had  been  provided  by  the 

other    denominations    was    paid    back. 

What   our   position   exactly   is   nobody 

seems  to  know,  and  I  venture  to  think 

that,  in  that  one  parish  at  any  rate,  the 

Act  of  1902  gave  rise  to  considerable 

discord,  because  all  this  religious  difficulty 

had   never   arisen   before.     A   desirable 

feature  of  this  Bill  is  that  it  gives  a  chance 

of  securing  a  much  better  representative 

committee  than  existed  in  the  foundation 

managers.     My  experience  has  been  that 

the  most  valuable  members  of  our  old 

school  committee   were  the  mothers  of 

the  children  attending  the  schools.     But 

when  the  Act  of  1902  was  passed,  we 

were  compelled  at  once  to  discontinue 

their  services,  and  to  reduce  the  committee 

strictly   to    the    foundation    managers. 

I  say  that  this  BUI  gives  a  chance  of 

remeiiying  that  evil. 

I  think  that  anyone  who  has  had 
practical  experience  of  the  working 
of  the  Act  of  1902  will  also  feel  it 
desirable  to  s.upport  the  change  pro- 
posed by  this  Bill,  by  which  smaller 
districts  will  be  allowed  to  manage 
their  own  affairs.     The  county  councils 

Loi-d  Farrer, 


in  many  cases  make  admirable  central 
authorities,  but  they  are  overburdened 
with  work,  and  can  have  no  real  touch 
wit^  the  teaching  in  the  schools.  There- 
fore I  think  that  any  arrangement  by 
which  a  better  form  of  teaching  organism 
can  be  provided  in  that  respect  will  be 
greatly  welcomed  in  country  districts. 
I  recollect  very  well  that  the  noble 
Earl  who  used  to  lead  the  Oppositioii 
in  this  House,  whose  absence  we  so 
much  regret,  and  who  has  had  enormous 
experience  of  ^ural  administration,  toUL 
me  that  what  he  doubted  most  of  aU 
about  the  Bill  of  1902  was  the  fact 
that  the  county  area  was  far  too  large 
for  satisfactory  control,  and  that  he 
had  serious  thoughts  of  suggesting, 
if  indeed  he  did  not  actually  suggest 
in  this  House,  that  the  district  coimcil 
area  was  far  better  than  the  county. 
In  my  own  case  it  takes  three  hours  to 
get  to  the  county  centre,  but  not  a  sheet 
of  paper  or  an3rthing  else  can  be  ordered 
without  the  consent  of  the  officials  at  tiie 
centre.  The  rates,  too,  have  gone  up. 
When  we  managed  our  own  schools,  we 
managed  them  for  thirty  years  with  a 
rate  of  less  than  6d.  We  were  solemnly 
promised  by  Mr.  Balfour  that  that 
rate  would  not  be  exceeded,  but  would 
be  reduced.  But  what  has  been  the 
result  ?  Our  rate  has  gone  up  to  lid., 
and  we  have  not  the  slightest  improve- 
ment in  teaching  or  administration. 

I  am  gad  to  find  that  there  is  one  point 
at  any  rate  upon  which  I  am  in  agreement 
with  the  most  rev.  Prelate  who  made 
so  eloquent  an  oration  just  now,  and 
that  is  that  you  must  get  personal 
interest  if  you  are  to  have  a  good  school. 
But  when  I  come  to  the  most  rev.  Prelate's 
history,  I  confess  I  am  somewhat  surprised 
at  the  attitude  that  he  takes  up  with 
regard  to  the  Church  and  education  in 
thjs  countr  .  In  looking  up  the,  history 
of  the  early  part  of  the  last  century 
with  regard  to  this  question,  I  find 
that  in  1807  the  House  of  Commons 
passed  a  Bill  enabling  the  ratepayers 
to  set  up  a  school  in  each  parish.  This 
House  threw  out  the  Bill  on  the  advice 
of  the  then  Archbishop  of  Canterbury, 
and  these  are  the  words  that  the  Arch- 
bishop used  in  this  House  on  August 
nth,  1807— 

"  The  provisions  of  the  Bill  leave  little  or  no 
control  to  the  minister  in  the  pariah*    This 


9Ja        Educaiion  (Engliifid        {1  August  1906}  and  Whales)  Bill. 


95S 


woald  go  to  subvert  the  first  principle  of  ednoa- 
iioD  in  tliiB  country,  whieli  had  hitherto  been, 
4iod  he  tmited  would  continue  to  be,  under  the 
eontrol  of  the  Establishment,  and  their  Lord- 
ships would  feel  how  danfferous  it  must  be  to 
innovate  in  such  matters.^' 

Thereupon  the  Bill,  which  allowed  the 
Tatepjjrers'  organisation  to  mike  its  own 
school,  was  thrown  out  by  this  House. 
I  venture  to  think,  therefore,  that  the 
<3ljdin  for  the  enormous  advance  in  volun- 
tary subscriptions  afterwards  can  hardly 
be  sustahied  altogether.  I  wish  there 
kadbeen  more  right  rev.  Prelates  present 
to  listen  to  the  remarks  which  have  been 
2nade  on  this  subject. 

But,  my  Lords,  to  return  to  the  more 
general  question  in  regard  to  the  Bill. 
I  have  tried  to  find  out  what  people  mean 


to  suspect,  was  not  being  properly 
fed  and  properly  treated.  It  is  extre- 
mely difficult,  as  everyone  who  has  had 
practical  experience  Imows,  to  get  evi- 
dence in  a  case  of  that  sort.  If  you  put 
the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Society 
for  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children, 
you  raise  every  sort  of  prejudice,  and 
very  often  have  great  difficulty  in  proving 
your  case.  But  if  there  is  a  medical 
officer  attached  to  the  central  authority, 
who  can  make  an  inspection  of  the  school, 
it  is  possible,  as  was  done  in  this  case, 
to  tell  him  privately  of  particular  children, 
and  he  is  then  able  to  give  an  unbiassed 
opinion  which  may  alter  the  whole  future 
life  of  the  child  for  the  better.  That 
was  a  case  which  occurred  in  my  own 

«kder  such   circumstances,    to   tura   to    '"•'^*'°"  '*  ^'^'^  ^^'^  "^^'^  *»*  ^^"^ 


that  good  Tory  authority,  Dr.  Johnsoi. 
He  is  one  of  the  few  mei  who  have  given 
A  satisfactory  definition  of  the  word, 
and  he  defines  education  as  ''the  for- 
mation of  manners  in  youth."  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  on  reading  this  Bill 
it  appears  to  me  to  go  a  long  way  towards 
iielping  to  the  formation  of  manners  in 
youth.  The  schoolmaster  himself  is 
really  made  a  power  in  the  land,  and  if  he 
•can  give  that  ethical  and  civilising  in- 
struction which  I  have  no  doubt  he  will 
he  able  to  give  under  the  Bill,  the  idiole 
of  England  will  be  leavened,  because 
thetpeople  will  feel,  if  the  first  Clause 
of  this  Bill  is  carried  out,  that  they  are 
paying  for  something  thjit  they  are  going 
to  get. 

1  am  extremely  glad  to  be  able  to 
agree  with  the  noble  Marquess  who 
«poke  last  as  to  the  eiormous  advantage 
of  medical  inspection,  and  I  think  I  can 
reaasuie  him  in  regard  to  the  question  of 
•cost.  In  our  county,  at  any  rate,  it  has 
not  been  anything  like  so  serious  a  matter 
as  he  anticipates.  I  expect  that  he  will 
£nd  in  his  own  county  that  there  h  a 
medical  inspector  at  present  attached 
to  the  county  counciL  There  is,  at  any 
Tate,  in  the  counties  with  which  I  am 
acquainted  in  the  South  of  England, 
and  the  advantage  to  be  derived  from 
«uch  an  arrangement  is  very  much  greater 
than  would  appear  at  first  sight.  I  should 
like  to  relate  an  incident  that  occurred 
within  my  own  experience  only  last  week. 
There  was  a  child  who,  we  had  reason 


expense  of  taking 
such  action  is  infinitesimal.  If  a  proper 
roster  is  made  in  a  county,  the  medical 
inspector  can  devote  his  time  to  the  in- 
spection of  the  schools  in  a  very  economi- 
cal and  satisfactory  way. 

As,  to  the  general  question  of  religious 
teaching  in  the  schools,  I  should  not  thii^k 
of  joining  issue.  There  are,  of  course, 
many  ways  in  which  that  might  have 
been  dealt  with.  I  think  it  is  dealt  with 
in  a  way  such  as  the  majority  of  the 
voters  at  the  last  election  desired.  No 
one  who  went  about,  as  I  did,  in  districts 
which  had  for  years  returned  Conserva- 
tive Members,  but  which  now  return 
Liberal  Members,  can  doubt  that  there 
were  two  subjects  uppermost  in  the  minds 
of  the  electors — free  trade  and  education. 
In  all  my  experience  I  have  never  known 
so  strong  a  feeling  as  existed  in  the  whole 
of  the  South  of  England  as  to  the  abso- 
lute necessity  of  an  alteration  of  the 
Act  of  1902.  It  is  for  that  reason  that 
I  support  to  the  fullest  extent  the  Bill 
now  before  your  Lordships'  House. 

♦Lord  ZOUCHB  ofH  ARYNGWORTH: 
My  Lords,  we  have  had  several  eloquent 
and  convincing  speeches  upon  this  Bill, 
but  I  think  if  there  b  one  thing  more 
than  another  which  has  forced  itself 
upon  the  attention  of  the  House,  it  is  that 
we  have  arrived  at  a  most  grave  and 
serious  crisis  as  regards  this  important 
question,  and  I  believe  that  the  dangers 
are  much  greater  than  has  been  supposed 
by^soma   pre'/Ious   speakers.     It  is  au 
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iinanj  yotes  behind  it.  This  Claufle 
.•seems  to  open  such  a  door  and  it  gives 
3n  opportunity  to  the  supporters  of 
the  Bill  to  get  out  of  what  was 
perhaps  a  serious  danger. 

In  regard  to  the. Bill  as  a  whole,  looking 
3t  it  all  through,  it  seems  to  consist  of  a 
number  of  yery  contradictory  clauses. 
One  clause  hangs  upon  another,  and 
one  seems  to  contradict  the  provisions 
of  another,  and  what  is  given  on  the  one 
iiand  in  the  way  of  concessions  is  very 
much  taken  away  on  the  other  by 
the  hard  machinery  and  details  as  to  how 
«uoh  concessions  are  to  be  S3cured.  This 
Bill  reminds  one  of  a  game  which  used  to 
<exoite  the  wonder  of  our  childhood 
Jcnowa  as  "thinking  of  a  number," 
where  you  tell  the  person  to  whom 
jou  are  showing  the  trick  what  number 
he  thought  of.  You  ask  the  person  to 
engage  in  several  simple  problems  of 
mental  arithmetic,  the  whole  secret  of 
the  trick  being  that  each  arithmetical 
^calculation  cancels  the  one  immediately 
preceding  it,  so  that  you  come  to  nothing 
•every  time  and  you  may  make  the 
number  thought  of  a  mittar  of 
•certainty.  There  is  nothing  very  finite 
about  this  Bill  and  it  is  extremely  difficult 
to  understand  what  it  does  mean.  As 
«oon  as  you  have  mastered  one  clause 
a  subsequent  clause  appears  to  cancel 
the  previous  one.  The  Bill  no  doubt 
deals  with  a  very  complicated  subject  in 
which  his  Majesty's  Government,  or 
whoever  are  the  real  promoters  of  the 
Bill,  could  not  see  their  way  exactly  as 
to  the  result  when  it  came  to  be  carried 
into  effect,  and  therefore  by  this  very 
adroit  method  of  having  clauses 
which  seem  to  contradict  each  other 
■they  have  adopted  ^a  system  which 
Affords  a  ready  or  at  all  events  a  possible 
jneans  of  getting  out  of  the  difficulties 
-which  they  did  not  foresee  when  the  Bill 
•was  originally   drafted. 

I  should  like  to  say  a  word  or 
two  about  the  ballot.  The  Bill 
provides  that  there  is  to  be  a  ballot 
to  ascertain  the  wishes  of  the  parents 
of  the  children  as  to  whether  or  not 
they  would  like  extended  facilities 
for  special  religious  teaching.  That 
^eems  to  me  rather  absurd,  because  I  do 
not  see  how  you  can  really  make 
«ure    of    obtaining     the    ballot     or    of 

Lord  Zouche  of  HaryngwoHh, 


adducing  any  real  and  reUaUe  ofwiioB 
from   it   when   joxi  have   taken   it.     I 
suppose  the  ballot,  inasmuch  as  it   is 
supposed  to  be  secret,  is  as  good  a  wa j 
as  any  other  to  adopt  for  iim  piiipo0e» 
but  there  b  this  very  remaikaUe  fact 
in   the    Bill,    and    I  do   not  aay   tiiift 
in  any  invidious  sense,  but  it  is  eertainfy' 
remarkable    that    there    is    no  sort  of 
clause  as  far  as    can  be  seen  which  10 
drawn  for  the  protection  of  thatba&ot^ 
in  order  to  eliminate  as  far  as  posaiUa 
any  chance  of  the  people  who  engage  in 
the    ballot    being    tampered    wiUu    It 
might  possibly  be  to  die  interests  of  mea 
holding   extreme    views,    who    had     a 
strong  municipal  positicm  in  any  town, 
to  have  a  ballot    in  order  to  register 
a    decision    against    extended    religious 
facilities.    After  all,  this  ballot  does  not 
come  under  the  same  head  as  an  election 
ballot,   and  it  is  not  a  Parliamentary 
or  a  municipal  election.      It   is  merely 
a    ballot  for  an    expression  of  opinion, 
and  though  I  do   not  mean  to  suggest 
that   improper   steps   would  constantly 
be  taken  to  influence  people's  votes,  I 
think,  at  all  events,  it  is  somewhat  of  a 
blot  on  the  Bill  that  apparently  no  pro- 
tection is  taken  in  regard  to  obtaining 
a  fair  view  of  the  parents  on  this  very 
important  subject  without  any  possibility 
of  their  being  tampered  with. 

There  is  another  point  which  has 
been  very  lightly  touched  upon,  via., 
the  financial  considerations.  That  is 
such  a  complicated  subject  that  I 
do  not  propose  to  deal  with  it  except 
in  a  very  brief  manner.  There  is  one  thing 
which  I  think  we  may  prophesy  with 
great  safety,  and  it  is  that  in  whatever 
form  this  Bill  passes  the  rates  will  most 
certainly  go  up  by  leaps  and  bounds. 
That  is  alwa3rs  the  case,  because  in  oab 
w&j  or  another  when  these  matters  get 
into  the  hands  of  the  municfpal 
authorities,  they  get  very  much  into 
the  hands  of  officials.  And  this 
leads  to  what  I  am  sorry  to  say  cannot  be 
characterised  by  any  other  name  than 
jobbery  and  robbery  of  the  ratepayers. 
This  land  of  thing  is  bad  enough  under 
the  present  Act,as  I  can  testify  in  regard  to 
my  own  county  council,  but  undoubtedly 
these  things  will  be  very  much  worse  in 
the  future.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  think 
it  may  possibly  lead  to  a  strong 
objection  on  the  part  of  the  public  to 
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thia  Bill,  for  after  all  is  siid  and  done 
men  do  not  like  to  have  to  paj  more 
than  they  are  obliged  out  of  their  own 
pockets.  If  the  effect  of  this  Bill  is  to 
Taise  the  rates  enormously  and  to  add  to 
-the  heavy  burdens  under  which  people 
Are  groaning,  the  Government  will  find 
a  larger  and  more  serious  opposition 
to  this  measure  than  they  bargain  for. 

[iJWhat,  my  Lords,  ought  to  be  done  in 
regard  to  this  BiU  ?    There  are  three 
obvious  courses.    Your  Lordships'  House 
siiffht  first  of  all  reject  the  measure,  but 
it  ftas  idready  been  practically  settled 
"that   that   coaxse  shall   not   be  taken; 
although  I  think  your  Lordships  would 
liave  every  right  to  take  that    course, 
_yet  it  would  probably  arouse  such  a 
storm  in  which  the  issues  wou  d  be  con- 
iounded    that    obviously  it  would    do 
iar  more  harm  than  good.     In  the  second 
place,  we  can  amend  the  Bill.    The  third 
•course  is  that  we  might  pass  the  whole 
Bill   as   it   stands.    That  course   might 
possibly    raise    a    tremendous    opposi- 
tion in  the  country,  and  might  have  a 
|(ood  effect  in  that  way.    Still,  I  think  the 
best  course  to  take  is  to  amead  the  Bill- 
in  Committee.    The  most  reverend  Pre- 
liftte  indicated  the  points  oa  \diich  he 
wouki  suggest  amendmmit.    May  I,  with 
great  deference,   suggest  another  point 
which  I  do  not  think  has  been  men- 
tioned?   It   is    that    it    might    be    a 
good  thing  if  it  were  possible  to  define 
what  is  really  meant  by  undenomina- 
tional   teachmg.    We    are    accustomed 
to  use  the  words  Oowper-Temple  teaching, 
which  is  fairly  well  known,  although  it 
has  never  been  accurately  described.    I 
understand  that  it  means  simple  Bible 
teaching  without  any  dogma.    It  would 
l>e  a  good  thing — ^although  it  may    be 
jl  matter  of  some  little  difficulty  and  it 
would  have  to  be  done  by  far  wiser  heads 
than  mine — ^to  have  a  clear  definition  of 
what  is   actually  meant  by  these  words, 
because  the  great  danger  is  that  if  there  is 
no  definition,  as  r^ardis  undenominational 
teaching,  you  may  get  any  sort  of  danger 
iio&i  teachers  who  may,  in  reality,  make 
hm  of  religion,  treat  it  with  contempt  and, 
in  fact,  teach  something  very  much  nearer 
atheism  than  religion.    I  hope,  my  Lords, 
in  any  case,  that  when  the  proper  time 
<omes  in  the  ensuing  autumn  months,  we 
shall  be  able  to  am^id  and  put  into  some 


kind  of  proper  form  this  very  complicated 
and  serious  Bill.  I  hope  we  shall  be 
able  to  take  away  from  it  the  evils 
which  undoubtedly  exist  in  it,  and  by 
our  Amendmeits,  in  some  shape  or  form 
to  conduce  to  a  settlement  of  this  most 
vital  and  important  reUgious  question. 

♦The  Duke  of  NORFOLK :  I  agree 
that  this  Bill  is  not  one  which  merely 
infringes  the  privileges  of  many  distinct 
religious  bodies,  but  one  which  en- 
dangers the  religious  interests  of  the 
country  in  every  branch.  I  agree  with 
the  noble  Lord  who  said  that  the  dangers 
of  this  Bill  are  very  insidious  and  far- 
reaching.  There  are  many  things  about 
it  that  might  make  people  accept  it  at 
the  first  glance  because  they  might  not  be 
able  to  see  how  far-reaching  the  dangers 
which  underlie  it  are.  I  wish  to  em- 
phasise what  has  already  been  said,  that 
in  opposing  the  Bill  which  we  shall  be 
bound  to  do  in  its  various  clauses  in 
Committee,  we  do  feel  that  we  are 
fighting  not  for  any  special  opinions  of 
our  own,  but  for  the  religious  life  of  the 
country  as  a  whole.  We  feel  the  dangers 
which  are  confronting  us.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Marquess  of  Londonderry 
spoke  of  certain  facilities  which  were 
specially  introduced  in  order  to  modify 
the  hostility  of  Catholics  to  this  Bill, 
and  he  said  that  we  were  beginning  to 
see  how  futile  they  were.  I  may  say  that 
we  saw  that  from  the  very  beginning. 
The  moment  this  fly  wa?  thro  vn  we  saw 
that  it  was  made  of  tinsel.  Speaking 
as  an  English  Catholic  I  wish  to  express 
my  strong  sense  of  the  able  and  steadfast 
way  in  which  the  Catholic  Members  from 
Ireland,  disregarding  political  teaiptations 
which  must  have  pressed  sorely  upon 
them,  fought,  and  nobly  fought,  for  the 
children  of  this  country  and  for  the 
Irish  children  in  our  great  towns. 

I  have  not  risen  with  any  idea  of  going 
into  the  merits  of  the  Bill.  There  are, 
however,  one  or  two  points  in  my  mind 
which  I  am  anxious  to  make  very 
clear.  I  suppose  that  we  all  have  had 
very  considerable  heart-burnings  a )  to  the 
advisability  of  rejecting  this  Bill  on  its 
Second  Reading.  I  venture  humbly 
to  agree  with  those  who  have  already 
expressed  the  opinion  that  such  a  course 
would  be  unwise.     I  do  not  say   that 
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in  the  smallest  degree  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  Bill  itself,  but  merely 
on  the  general  grounds  of  procedure 
which  in  such  cases  as  the  present 
appears  to  me  to  be  wise  for  this  House 
to  adopt.  I  cannot,  however,  but  think 
that  there  is  a  certain  sense  of  un- 
reality underlying  our  debate  to  night. 
We  are  discussing  ostensibly  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill — ^whether  we  are 
going  to  pass  it  or  not.  We  all  know 
that  we  do  not  intend  to  reject  it  on  the 
Second  Reading,  and  yet  we  are  all  aware 
that  if  we  went  to  a  division  the  Bill 
would  be  rejected  by  a  vast  majority. 
I  do  not  think  anybody  doubts  that  state- 
ment. Although  no  one  would  be  more 
glad  than  I  should  be  to  make  manifest 
by  my  vote  the  strong  alarm  which  this 
Bill  has  caused  in  my  mind  and  my  great 
antipathy  to  it,  I  do  not  think  that  course 
would  be  wise.  It  is  unhappily  the  fact 
and  it  is  often  lamented — ^although  I 
do  not  think  that  it  has  ever  been  met  by 
any  suggestions  as  to  how  things  could  be 
otherwise — that  it  is  generally  very  late 
in. the  session  before  any  important  Bills 
come  to  this  House.  If  any  great  measure 
of  importance  which  had  been  discussed 
for  months  in  the  House  of  Commons 
wag,  when  it  came  to  this  House, 
rejected  after  a  two  nights'  debate, 
certainly  serious  questions  would  be  raised 
in  the  country  as  regards  the  constitu- 
tional position  of  this  House.  What  I 
would  venture  to  suggest  is  that  we 
must  face  the  fact  that  we  have  very 
often  to  allow  measures  to  pass  their 
Second  Reading  in  this  House  which,  on 
the  whole,  are  measures  we  should 
feel  it  our  duty  to  oppose ;  if  they  are 
practically  forced  upon  us  by  circum- 
stances and  by  the  necessities  of  the  case 
in  public  life,  we  must  pass  them; 
but  it  must  not  be  assumed  that  because 
we  pass  a  Bill  on  the  Second  Reading 
we  necessarily  accept  the  principles  of 
the  measure.  We  cannot  be  called  upon 
to  adopt  both  courses.  For  myself 
I  do  say  most  emphatically  that  I 
for  one  shall  feel  absolutely  unfettered 
as  regards  my  conduct  in  Committee 
by  the  fact  that  I  allowed  this 
Bill  to  pass  without  challenge  on  its 
Second  Reading.  If  there  were  any 
doubt  upon  that  point,  I  should  have  no 
hestiation  in  moving  the  rejection  of  the 
Second   Reading,  and    if  I  pressed  my 

The  Duke  of  Norfolk. 


Motion  to  a  division,  I  venture  to  think  the 
Lobby  I  selected  would  be  more  crowded 
than  the  other.  I  am  therefore  glad 
that  we  shall  not  need  to  adopt  that; 
course,  on  the  understanding  that  the 
passing  of  the  Second  Reading  is  no 
acceptance  of  the  measure  in  any  sense 
or  way.  When  we  come  to  the  Com- 
mittee stage,  we  shall  be  absolutely  free 
and  unfettered  by  anything  which  has 
passed,  and  shall  be  able  to  consider 
the  clauses  of  the  Bill  and  the  whole 
principles  of  the  measure  with  open  minds 
and  absolute  freedom  of  action.  I  feel 
that  if  we  did  not  take  this  course,  but 
decided  to  reject  the  Bill  on  its  Second 
Reading,  the  storm  which  Lord  Zouche 
spoke  of  as  being  possible  if  we  rejected 
the  Bill  would  break  upon  our  unhappy 
heads  in  many  quarters  of  the  country 
fiom  the  very  opposite  reason.  There 
is  the  strongest  possible  feeling  in  the 
country  that  this  measure  is  a  very 
extraordinary  and  inexplicable  one» 
and  that  it  has  not  had  a  fair  <jhance  of 
having  its  qualities,  good  or  bad,  brought 
out.  The  political  necessities  of  another 
place  have  been  operating  with  extra- 
ordinary severity.  Important  Amend- 
ments have  for  the  moment  attracted 
attention  and  consideration,  but  they 
have  never  been  debated  at  all.  I  think 
your  Lordships  will  feel  that  it  is  your 
constitutional  duty  to  remedy  that  very- 
serious  defect  in,  the  conduct  of  thi. 
measure.  There  are  a  vast  amount  of 
people  in  this  country  who  are  watching 
with  anxious  eyes  to  see  what  the 
House  of  Lords  will  do  in  regard  to 
this  measure.  We  are  sometimes  told 
that  in  this  House  we  are  apt  to  give 
too  much  attention  to  questions  affecting 
the  interests  of  our  own  class,  but  I 
think  it  would  be  a  blot  upon  our 
history  and  a  disgrace  to  our  position, 
in  the  country,  if  upon  such  a  question, 
as  the  religious  well-being  of  the  children,, 
we  shrank  in  any  way  from  taking  a  strong 
and  firm  attitude,  such  as  when  the 
autumn  session  comes  we  shall  feel  it  our 
duty  to  assume. 

I  venture  to  submit  these  words  be- 
cause I  cannot  deny  that  undoubtedly* 
so  far  as  Catholics  are  concerned,  if 
this  Bill  is  in  any  sense  to  meet  our 
views  it  will  have  to  be  very  drastically 
amended    indeed.    There   is   no   doul^ 
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^bout  that  point  and  we  have  no  doubt 
AS  to  the  firm  line    which   we   intend 
t^  take.     We   are   glad,  and  we  thank 
<jk)d  to  know,  that  in  taking  that  line 
^we  flhall  be  supported  by  all  those  who, 
T^hilst  not  only  upholding  some  particular 
xeligious   opinion,    feel     with  us    that 
<^hey    are    fighting    for    the    reUgious 
freedom  and  well-being  of  the  children 
of  this  country  as  a  i^ole.    The  noble 
Xiord  the  Marquess  of  Londonderry  spoke 
of    his    determination    to    support    the 
Ohuroh  to  which  he  belongs.    The  most 
rev.  Prelate  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury, 
in  a  speech  of  remarkable  clearness  and 
Nihility  to  which  we  all  listened  with 
<lelight,  brought  forward  instances  of  the 
noble  generosity  of   those  who  in  up- 
liolding  the    belief    of   the   Established 
-Church  had  made  gigantic  sacrifices  for 
that  which  they  believed  sacred  to  them- 
selves and  sacred  to  the  well-being  of  the 
country  at  large.     I  did  not  mean  to  go 
into  these  points,  and  fortunately  for  the 
House,  I  have  no  statistics  in  my  pocket, 
but  I  also  could  tell  a  story  of  the  enor- 
mous sacrifices  made  by  the  members 
of  my  own  creed.    I  could  not  quote 
-such  large  sums  because  our  population 
is  not  80  large,  and  we  have  to  struggle 
And  work  for  perhaps  the  very  poorest 
population  in  this  country,  and  I  think 
that   is   a    very   strong  point.    I    have 
heard  it  said  that  in  many  board  schools 
there  has  been  adopted  a  system  of  dis- 
couraging the   attendance  of  the  rather 
Tagged  and  dirty  children  of  the  extreme 
poor.    If    that   is   the  case   there  may 
be  good  reasons  for    it,   but  our  policy 
has  been  distinctly    opposite    to    that, 
for  we  have  tried  to  bring  the  benefits 
of  education  to  the  extreme  poor   who, 
jkfter  all,   are  the  people  who  most  need 
it.    From  poverty  people  are  most  likely 
to  drift  into  crime  and  to  become  a  curse 
to^heir  country,  and  I  challenge  contra- 
diction urtien  I  say  that  no  religious  body 
in  this  country  has  done  more  by  going 
into  the  slums  and  rescuing  children  from 
the  gutter  and  educating  the  children  of 
the   extreme  poor,   and  placing  within 
their   reach   the   benefits   of  education, 
than  the  Catholics.    In  regard  to  this 
struggle  against  poverty  and  misery  and 
sin,   I   venture   to  say  that  when   the 
Annals  of  education  in  this  country  come 
to  be  written  as  a  whole,  it  will  be  found 
Ahat  in  the  most  essential  part  of  the 


struggle   the  Catholics  have   beaa   fore- 
most in  the  fight. 

I  apologise  for  having  spoken  at 
greater  length  than  I  intended,  but  I 
really  wish  to  ejapaasise  the  fact  that  we 
believe  that  the  great  sacrifices  we  have 
made  in  the  past  are  now  in  jeopardy, 
that  the  ^cilities  dangled  before 
us  are  absolutely  futile  for  our  own 
children,  without  some  drastic  reform, 
and  that  this  is  really  a  critical  time 
for  the  souls  of  the  children  throughout 
the  country.  I  implore  your  Lordships 
to  consider  that  it  rests  with  you 
to  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  if,  for 
the  reasons  I  and  others  have  suggested, 
we  do  allow  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill  to  pass,  we  are  determined 
when  we  meet  in  the  autumn  to  face  the 
responsibilities  of  the  high  trust  we  hold 
and  take  care  that  no  single  child  in 
this  country  shall  have  its  religion  put 
in  jeopardy. 

Lord  BURGHCLERE  :  The  House 
has  heard  with  admiration  the  speech 
oE  t'le  noble  Duke  who  speaks  with  such 
authority  for  the  Roman  Catholics  of  the 
country.  The  country  will  be  pleased 
that  the  noble  Duke,  who  speaks  for  the 
Catholic  Church,  and  the  most  reverend 
Primate,  who  speaks  with  equal  authority 
for  the  Church  of  England 

Duke  op  NORFOLK :  I  was  not  as* 
suming  any  official  position. 

Lord  BURGHCLERE  :  I  think  the 
noble  Duke  has  taken  a  very  wise  and 
moderate  course  in  not  moving  the  re- 
jection of  this  Bill  upon  its  Second 
Reading.  But,  taking  into  considera- 
tion the  difficulties  which  always  arise 
in  thb  House  from  the  late  period  of  the 
session  at  which  Bills  of  this  description 
come  before  us,  I  nevertheless  hope  there 
will  be  time  to  ascertain  what  the  opinion 
of  the  country  itself  is  upon  the  measure 
which  has  been  placed  before  us.  Noble 
Lords  have  decided  to  put  ofE  until  the 
Committee  stage  their  objections  to  the 
various  details  of  this  measure,  and  I 
think  that  course  is  most  right  and  just.  I 
venture  to  think  that  it  is  always  difficult 
for  a  speaker  in  your  Lordships*  House, 
when  a  great  and  widely*discussed 
measure  ^uch  as  this  has  been  before  the 
country  and  the  House  of  Commons  for 
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several  months,  to  find  even  some  nook 
or  comer  where  the  foot  of  the  explorer 
has  not  already  trod.  But  if  it  is  diffictdt 
on  ordinary  occasions,  it  is  still  more 
difficult  to-night  after  the  lucid  and 
exhaustive  speech  of  the  Lord  President 
of  the  Council,  who,  to  my  mind,  went 
minutely  into  the  details  of  the  Bill,  and 
also  to  a  great  extent  answered  the 
objections  which  were  subsequently 
brought  against  it. 

I  listened,  as  your  Lordships  have 
listened,  with  great  respect  and 
attention  to  the  two  speeches  which 
followed  the  speech  of  my  noble  friend 
the  Lord  President  of  the  Council. 
We  have  had  a  speech  from  the  noble 
Marquess  who  represented  the  Board  of 
Education  in  the  last  Grovemment,  and 
also  a  speech  from  the  most  rev.  Primate 
who  speaks  with  such  authority  for  the 
Church  of  England.  When  I  heard  that 
they  were  to  be  the  speakers  who  would 
follow  the  Lord  President  of  the  Council 
I  thought  at  first  that  naturally  the 
noble  Marquess  would  deal  with  the  lay 
side  of  the  question,  and  that  the  most 
rev.  Primate  would  deal  with  the  clerical 
side.  But  after  listening  to  the  noble 
Marquess  and  the  most  rev.  Primate,  to 
some  extent  at  any  rate  it  appeared  to  me 
that  the  positions  were  reversed.  The 
noble  Marquess,  was  at  times,  if  I  may 
venture  to  say  so,  even  more  clerical 
in  his  dealing  with  the  Bill  than 
the  clericals  themselves.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess used  very  strong  language  with 
regard  to  the  effects  of  the  Bill  on  the 
Church  of  England,  and  it  was  language 
which  he  did  not  find  in  the  speech  of 
the  most  rev.  Primate.  The  noble 
Marquess  said  the  Bill  was  an  attack 
upon  the  Established  Church,  that  it 
would  assist  Nonconformists  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Church,  and  that  the  Bill 
was  a  stepping-stone  towards  disestab- 
lishment. I  trust  from  the  bottom  of 
my  heart  that  the  Bill  will  not  be  a 
stepping-stone  across  that  fateful  river. 
I  will,  however,  remind  the  noble  Lord 
that  the  Bill  of  1902  was,  to  my  mind,  one 
which,  more  than  this  measure,  provided 
a  stepping-stone  which  might  lead  more 
directly  to  disestablishment. 

One  question  was  brought  forward  both 
by  the  most  rev.  Primate  and  by  the 


cations    of    teachers,   which    I  vent' 
to  think  d'd  not  seem  to  me  to  be  entirel^r 
grasped.  I  agree  with  the  noble  Marquess^ 
and  with  the  most  rev.  Primate  that  ii^ 
would  be  almost  a  disastrous  thing    i£ 
the  religious   teaching   in   this  country 
was  given  by    teachers    who    did   nott 
believe  in  what  they  taught.    At   the: 
same  time,  I  venture    to  say  that  this 
Bill  contains  no  such  conditions  as  that* 
It  is  perfectly  tnte  that  local  authorities 
are  not  allowed  imder  the  Bill  to  impose- 
any  religious  test  upon  the  teachers,  bul^ 
if  the  teacher  is  willing  to  undertake  th& 
religious    teaching    in    the    school,    un- 
doubtedly   the    local    authorities    will 
satisfy  themselves  that  he  is  not  un- 
qualified to  give  that  teaching,  and  if  he* 
is  unqualified  they  will  be  obUged  to  get 
someone  else  who  is  qualified  to  under- 
take it. 

The  most  rev.  Primate  pointed  out 
how  much  money  had  been  expended 
on  the  Church  schools,  and  he  asked  if 
those  schools  were  to  be  confiscated.  I 
do  not  wish  for  a  single  moment  to  raise 
any  polemical  discussion  in  this  House, 
but  in  another  place  the  confiscation  of 
these  schools  was  one  of  the  first  com* 
plaints  which  were  brought  forward 
against  the  Bill,  and  subsequently  those 
who  preferred  that  charge  came  forward 
and  demanded  that  these  schools  should 
be  confiscated;  if  confiscation  it  be.  I 
would  also  venture  to  point  out  that  in  any 
arrangement  that  is  made  between  the 
provided  schools  and  the  local  authorities- 
it  will  be  the  fault  of  the  owners  of  those 
schools,  and  their  fault  alone,  if  oppor- 
tunities are  not  given  for  religious  teach- 
ing on  two  days  in  the  week.  Then  the 
most  rev.  Primate  said  that  the  appoint- 
ment  of  the  teachers  should  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  parents. 

♦The  lord  ARCHBISHOP  op  CAN- 
TERBURY: What  I  said  was  that 
those  who  had  local  responsibilities  vol 
regard  to  the  schools  as  managers  or  in 
any  other  capacities,  ought  to  have, 
directly  or  indirectly,  some  voice  in  the 
appointment  of  the  teachers. 

Lord  BURGHCLERE  .|  The  most 
rev.  Primate  admits  that  the  voice  of 


noble  Marquess  with  regard  to  the  qualifi- '  the  parents  ia  this  matter  is  beneficiaL 
Lord  Burghclere. 


Lord  BURGHCLERE  :  But  have  the 
parents  nothing  to  do  with  the  election 
of  the  local  aathorities,  and  can  they 
not  make  their  voices  heard  with  regard 
to    those    local  authorities  with    whom 
the  appointment  of  the  teachers  finally 
re«t8  ?    The  most  rev.  Primate  seemed 
to    me — and   I  hope   I   am  not  misre- 
preaenting    him — ^to    have    a    lingering 
desire  to  see  once  more  the  Act  of  1870 
established.    It  may  be  that  the  Act  of 
1870  was  a  good  one,  and  that  it  might 
be   beneficial   at   the   present   moment, 
but   I  would  point  out  with   all  sub- 
misaion  that  it  is  impossible  to  restore 
the  Act  of  1870,  because  that  Act  was 
killed  by  the  Act  of  1902.    Therefore 
•iter  the  Act  of  1902  has  been  in  opera- 
ticm,  I  venture  to  think  it  would  be 
quite  impossible  to  restore  once  again 
the  Act  of   1870.    It  is  a  truism,  no 
doubt,  but  it  is  a  matter  which  I  will 
venture    to    comment    upon.     It    was 
admitted  by  the  most  rev.  Primate  and 
by  the  noble  Marquess  that  the  Govern- 
ment in  framing  this  Bill  on  this  parti- 
cular occasion,  under  the  particular  con- 
ditions  existing,   was   confronted    with 
great  di£Sculties.    I  think  it  will  also  be 
admitted    that    those    difficulties    were 
not  of  their  own  making.     I  will  also 
venture  to  say  that  they  were  not  of 
their  own  seelong.    But  they  arose  from 
recent  events  in  connection  with  the  Act  of 
1902,  and  mainly  from  events  which  have 
taken  place  during  the  last  100  years.    Of 
course,  my  Lords,  if  it  ^ere  possible  to 
make  a  tabula  rasa  of  the  whole  education 
question,   if  we   could   remove    all   the 
accumulation    of    difficulties    which    re- 
ligious strife  and  secular  feeling  has  piled 
up  around  this   question,   it  might   be 
possible  that  the  Government  of  the  day 
could  have  formulated  a  measure  which 
would  have    been  perfect  perhaps    for 
one     generation,     and     perhaps    some 
years  hence  its  imperfections  might  be 
found  out.    They  might  be  found  out 
twenty-five   years   hence   under  totally 
different  conditions.    In  this  case  that 
was  not  possible,  and  the  Government 
liaye  had  to  deal  with  the  facts  as  they  are, 
and  I  Venture  to  think  that  the  merits 
and  the  demerits  of  this  particular  Bill 
arose  frcxn  the  necessity  and  the  honest 
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mi^^T^^^  ARCHBISHOP  of  CAN-    necessity  to  endeavour  to  steer  a  safe^ 
TBRBURY:  Indirectly.  course    amid    the    many    rocks    which 

surrounded  them  during  their  voyage. 

The  most  rev.  Primate  referred  to  the* 
past  history  of  education  in  this  country. 
He  referred  to  the  Bill  of  1847,  and  to» 
the  attempt  which  was  made  upon  this 
question  by  Mr.  Bright,  but  I  observe- 
that  the  most  rev.  Primate  never  referred 
to  what  took  place  just  100  years  ago* 
V  hen  Mr.  Whitbread  brought  in  his  Paro- 
chial Schools  Bill  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  Bill 
which  was  brou^t  in  in  that  year  ?.  It  was. 
a  Bill  to  place  the  whole  education  of  this, 
country  upon  the  rates.    It  was  a  BilT 
to  enable  the  State  to  take  up  educa- 
tion, and  moreover,  it  Was  a  measure  which, 
enabled  Bible  teaching,  and  practically- 
Bible  teaching  alone,  to  be  given  in  all 
the  schools  in  the  country.    That  Bill 
was  rejected  b'-  your  Lordships''  House 
and  what  was  the  result  of  that  rejection  f 
The  result  was  that  the  education  of  this 
country    was   thrown    upon   voluntary 
agencies.  In  the  first  place  the  British  and' 
Foreign   Schools  Society   took  up    the* 
matter  for  several  years,  until  a  seoessiom 
occurred  which  was  the  cause  of  the  foun- 
dation of  the  National  Society  which  exists 
up  to  the  present  day,  and  which  waff 
constituted  in  order  that  the  children  of 
the  poor  might  be  taught  the  principles  of 
the  Established  Chuch.    Those  socieies 
went  side  by  side,  and  it  was  the  religious 
strife   then  stirred    up    which  perhaps- 
has    given    rise    to  all  the  subsequent 
difficulties.     I   venture  to   say  that  it 
was  the  rejection  of  Mr.   Whitbread's 
Bill    in   1807  that   practically  brought 
about   the  present    religious    difficulty 
because    it     meant     that     the     State- 
refused    to   take    up    the    educational' 
work  of  the  country  and  left  it  to  the- 
voluntary   system,    and   that   was   the- 
origin    of    all    the    voluntary  schools. 
Perhaps  if  the  Bill  had  been  passed  the- 
circumstances  under  which  the  Church 
of  England  was  established  would  have- 
been  different  from  what  they  are  to-day. 
If  in  the  simpler  religious  atmosphere^ 
which    existed    at   the    commencement 
of    the    19th    century    Bible    teaching 
had  been  established  in  all  the  schools 
of  the  country  by  the  State,  I  have  not 
the    slightest     doubt    that    the    great 
religious  movement  for  which  I  myselfi 
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have  the  greatest  respect  would  have  ;  courage  of  a  very,  difierent  type.  I 
brought  about  denominational  teaching  would  ask  if  that  is  the  final  view 
and  you  would  have  had  at  the  present ,  of  the  Church  at  the  present  moment  ? 
moment  in  all  the  schools,  as  well  as  in  Is  that  the  view  of  the  most  rev.  Primate  ? 
particular  schools  that  have  denomina-  Is  that  the  view  of  the  larger  portion  of  the 
tional  teaching  on  certain  occasions,  the  Church  of  England  at  the  present  moment? 
Bible  teaching  which  you  yourselves  j  Are  they  prepared  to  say  that  they  would 
desire.  But  we  have  to  deal  with  facts  rather  see  secularism  establbhed  in  every 
as  they  are.  I  only  mention  these  school  in  the  country  than  simple  .Bibfe 
liistorical  facts  because  they  occurred  at    teaching  or  Cowper-Templeism  ?     If  they 


the  great  crisis  when  religious  education 
was  rejected,  and  I  trust  from  the  bottom 
of  my  heart  that  this  House  will  not 


are  so  prepared,  all  I  can  say  is  that  I 
regret  it,  and  they  take  a  very  great  re- 
sponsibility upon  themselves,  for  it  would 


now  repeat  that  same  mistake  at  a  crisis  |  be  difl&cult  and  almost  impossible,  if  the 
which,  to  all  those  who  desire  to  see  Church  of  England  demanded  that  secular 
religious  teaching  in  this  coimtry,  is,  to  my  j  tsaching  should  be  given  in  every  school, 

for  the  Government  of  the  day  to  take 
it  upon  themselves  to  resist  it.  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  they  do  desire  undenomin- 
ational teaching,  they  cannot  have  it 
both  ways.  They  cannot  denounce  this 
Bill  on  the  one  hand  because  it  institutes 


mind,  a  much  more  serious  crisis  than 
that  of  1807. 

I  have  said  that  the  Government 
were  surrounded  with  difficulties  in 
bringing   in   this    Bill.       Many   sugges- 


tions have  been  made  as  to  an  alternative  j  (Jowper-Templeism,  and  on  the  otOier 
scheme,  but  I  have  never  heard  of  one  ^  h^^d  with  the  same  breath  denounce 
that  was  at  all  workable.  It  has  secularism.  The  choice  is  solely  be- 
been  suggested  that  we  should  have  tween  undenominational  teaching  on  the 
fuU  popular  control  and,  at  the  same  o^e  hand  and  secularism  on  the  other, 
time,  adopt  the  pohcy  of  secularising  the  xj^e  country  resists  secularism  and 
schools.  In  my  opmion  the  seculansa-  chooses  religious  teaching,  and  therefore 
tion  of  our  schools  is  agamst  the  popular  it  ig  not  necessary  for  us  to  have  an  alter- 
wUl  of  the  country,  because  the  peop  e  native  scheme  to  the  Government  BiU. 
desire  religious  education  m  the  schools 

and  they  desire  to  have  a  Christian  |  :  it  has  been  said —and  I  admit  that  it  is 
education.  My  noble  friend  the  Lord  a  very  plaurible  and  attractive  argument 
President  pointed  out  that  if  you  wanted  i  —that  all  denominations  should  have 
an  evidence  of  what  the  voice  of  the  the  right  of  entry  into  these  schoob,  so 
country  was  at  the  last  general  election  i  that  every  denomination  might  have  its 
you  had  it  definitely  placed  before  you  by  q^^  particular  teacher.  That  argument 
that  overwhelming  vote  against  the  secular  has  an  attractive  side,  but  I  wouldask  your 
system  of  education  the  other  day  in  the  |  Lordships  to  consider  whether  such  a 
House  of  Commons.  Who  is  it  that  wishes  proposition  is  workable.  Is  it  possible? 
to  have  secular  teaching  in  the  place  of  |  Would  it  not,  on  the  one  hand,  disor- 
what  I  would  call  Cowper-Templeism  ?  •  g^nise  the  schools  of  the  country,  and  on 
For  the  moment  1  would  put  on  one  side  the  other  hand  tend,  in  a  great  measure, 
those  who  do  not  believe  in  any  religion  to  destroy  the  discipline  that  at  present 
whatever.  How  many  of  the  pare  its  ^^ts  in  the  schools  ?  I  venture  to  say 
are  there  who  prefer  to  see  secular  that  it  is  unworkable,  because  if  you 
education  rather  than  the  estabhshment  ^^^t  one  sect  you  must  admit  aU  the 
of  undenominational  education  m  all  ^^^  ^^^  -^  the  large  majority  of  the 
our  schools  ?  I  venture  to  say  that  ^^^^  ^^  this  country  there  are  not 
they  are  a  very  small  and  unimportant  g^ffieient  separate  rooms  in  which  the 
section  of  the  commumty.  Of  course  ^^^^  ^^  these  sects  could  take  pkce. 
I  honour  their  consistency,  and  I  admire  jt  ^^  Jj  destroy  the  discipline  of  the 
their  courage,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  ^j^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^  importing 
those  who  wish  the  children  of  this  ^^  entrained  teacher  to  give  the  pai^ 
<;oimtry  to  have  any  reUgious  teaching  ticular  denominational  instruction  de- 
at  all,  if  they  prefer  secularism  to  re-  sired.  I  heard  the  other  day  in 
ligious     education,     are     exhibiting     a   Birmingham  of  an  instance  where  this 
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provision  had  been,  to  a  certain  extent, 
tried,  and  when  the  teacher  came  in 
to  give  the  denominational  instruction 
the  discipline  of  the  school  was  so  thor- 
oughly upset  that  they  had  to  call  in  the 
regular  teacher  to  keep  order  whilst  his 
untrained  colleague  was  explaining  the 
religious  teaching  which  he  had  come  to 
ofier  them.  How  are  you  going  to  carry 
tliat  out  in  schools  where  there  are 
several  sects  ?  How  are  you  going  to 
provide  enough  permanent  teachers  in 
the  country  to  keep  order  while  the  un- 
trained teacher  comes  in  to  explain  the 
particular  teaching  which  he  is  going  to 
g^e  ?  I  venture  to  think,  my  Lords,  as 
I  have  said  before,  that  the  right  of  entry 
into  the  schools  is  a  rather  attractive 
proposal,  but  it  is  unworkable,  and 
we  may  at  once  dismiss  that  solution 
of  the  problem. 

Then  it  has  been  proposed  that  we 
should  return  to  the  dual  system  which 
existed  in  this  country  before  1902, 
— that  we  should  return  to  the  system 
of  board  schools  on  the  one  hand  and 
voluntary  schools  on  the  other.  I 
venture  to  say  that  the  Bill  of  1902 
which  placed  the  voluntary  schools  on 
the  rates  for  the  first  time  has  now  made 
it  absolutely  impossible  for  us  to  revert  to 
the  system  that  existed  prior  to  that  date. 
What  remains  ?  I  venture  to  say  that 
this  and  this  only  remains — we  should 
have  also  the  dual  system  of  management ; 
we  should  make  Cowper-Temple  teaching 
universal  in  the  schools,  with  special 
facilities  for  those  denominational  bodies 
who  wish  denominational  teaching,  within 
school  hours,  at  the  expense  of  the  denomi- 
nation, in  all  transferred  voluntary  schools ; 
and  give,  moreover,  extended  facilities 
where  all  or  at  any  rate  the  greater  part  of 
the  children  and  their  parents  belong  to 
one  particular  denomination  alone. 
Those  are  the  two  principles  of  the 
present  Bill,  and  I  venture  to  think,  in 
the  absence  of  a  more  moderate  arrange- 
ment of  the  religious  difficulty  between 
the  various  churches  concemedi  that 
this  solution  is  the  only  practical  one 
that  I,  for  my  part,  have  seen  put  for- 
ward. Ton  will  say  it  is  a  compromise. 
Of  course  it  is  a  compromise.  It  is 
impossible  in  this  country,  with  all  its 
past  history  and  all  that  has  been  built 
up,  to  reverse  in  a  moment  all  that  has 
gone    before.    Every    measure    of    this 
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sort  must  be  a  compromise,  and  even 
compromises  have  their  advantages.  The 
Bill  of  1870  was  a  compromise  which 
lasted  for  thirty  years.  The  Bill  of 
1902  was  a  compromise^  and  how  many 
years  did  it  last  ?  How  many  years 
was  it  likely  to  last  ?  Like  all  other 
compromises,  this  Bill  does  not  com- 
pletely satisfy  either  party  in  the 
matter.  For  my  own  part,  the  fact 
that  both  Parties  find  something  U> 
complain  of  suggests  to  me,  at  any 
rate,  that  the  Government  have  been 
steering  a  middle,  a  right,  and  a  judicious 
course. 

I  have  heard  complaints  made  to-night 
and  before  to  the  effect  that  if  you 
go  to  the  very  root  of  this  Bill  you 
will  find  vital  objections.    In  the  first 

I)lace,  the   most  rev.  Primate  said  that 
ocal    authorities    need    not    take    over 
voluntary  schools  at  all,  and  that  therefore 
the   voluntary   schools   that   existed   at 
the  present  moment,   that  is,  the  non- 
provided  schools,   would   not  be  taken 
over   by    the    local    authorities.     Now, 
if  there  is  ou.    complaint  I  remember 
hearing  about    the  Bill    of   1902   from 
the   farmers   of    this    country    it    was 
that     it    very    materially     raised     the 
rates,   but  I   venture   to   think  that  if 
the  local  authorities  were  to  refuse  in  all 
the  rural  parishes  to  take  over  a  school 
which  was  fit  and  proper  for  the  teaching 
of  the  children,  and  commenced  setting 
up  and  building  new  schools,  they  would 
soon  hear  complaints  from  the  ratepayers 
which  would  very  speedily  drive  them 
from  the  position  they  were  taking  up. 
Therefore,    it  comes   to   this,    that   in 
those  schools  it  rests  with  the  owners 
whether     denominational    teaching     is 
to    be    carried    on.    As    I  understand 
the  Bill,  I  believe  I  am  right  in  saying 
that    it    rests    with     the     owners    of 
those  schools  to  make  their  own  terms 
with  the  local  authorities  as  to  whether 
two   days  a  week  should  be  given  to 
denominational  teaching  or  not.    I  believe 
there  are  about  8,000  single  school  dis- 
tricts in  the  country  which  have  non- 
provided  or  voluntary  schools.    I  have 
often  heard  it  put  forward  as  a  resaon 
why  we   should  pay  special   attention 
to  the  maintenance  of  voluntary  schools 
in  these  villages,  that  since  the  year  1870 
the   Nonconformist   bodies  have   never 
taken   upon   themselves   the   obligation 
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of  building  schools,  and  therefore  in 
those  villages  a  difficulty  has  arisen 
which  it  is  impossible  to  avoid  and 
which,  after  all,  is  the  main  crux  of  this 
BilL  That  is  the  difficulty  which  exists 
in  regard  to  Nonconformists  who  say 
that  they  are  forced  to  send  their  chil- 
dren to  denominational  schools  where 
they  have  to  listen  to  tenets  of  which 
they  do  not  approve.  That  is  not 
the  fault  of  the  Nonconformists, 
but  it  is  largely  the  fault  of  the 
Act  of  1870,  which,  as  the  most  rev. 
Primate  pointed  out,  was  an  Act  in 
favour  of  voluntary  schools  and  in  no 
way  in  favour  of  other  schools.  That 
Act  gave  priority  to  voluntary  organisa- 
tions. Time  was  allowed  in  order  that 
voluntary  schools  might  be  built  in 
various  areas  of  the  country  and  grants 
were  made  towards  the  building  of 
those  schools.  At  the  same  time  it  was 
laid  down  under  the  Act  that  no  other 
schools  should  be  established  in  those 
various  areas  where  already  volun- 
tary schools  existed  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  the  children.  How,  then,  can 
you  say  it  is  the  fault  of  the  Noncon- 
formists in  these  various  villages  that 
during  all  this  time  they  have  never 
built  schools  of  their  own  ?  And  how 
can  you  say  that  they  are  at  all  to  blame 
for  the  existence  of  voluntary  schools 
everywhere  in  these  villages  at  the  present 
moment  ? 

Another  objection  which  has  been 
particularly  brought  against  this 
Bill  is  that  it  will  establish  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching  in  all  the  voluntary 
schools.  We  are  told  that  that  teaching 
is  incomplete  ;  we  are  told  by  some  that 
it  is  the  establishment  of  a  new  reUgion. 
I  venture  to  ask  how  can  you  call 
undenominational  teaching  a  religion  ? 
You  might  as  well  caU  the  founda- 
tion of  a  house  the  house  that  has 
been  built  upon  it.  Undenominational 
teaching  is  the  foundation  upon  which 
you  can  erect  teaching,  whether  it  be 
that  of  a  temple,  a  church,  or  a  chapel. 
I  venture  also  to  think  that  elementary 
Christian  teaching  is  especially  adapted 
to  elementary  schools.  I  admit  at  once 
that  Homan  Catholics  may  regard  this 
Cowper-Templeism  with  a  different  eye 
from  other  Christian  sects.  I  observed 
the  other  day — and  it  shows  how  broad 

Lord  Burghclere. 


is  this  basis  of  undenominational  teaching 
— that   the   right   hon.    Gentleman    the 
Minister  for  Education  told   us  in   the 
House  of  Commons   that  he   knew   of 
Catholic  teachers  in  board  schools  who, 
at    the    present    moment,   gave    unde- 
nominational teaching   to   the   children 
with  satisfaction  to  themselves  and  satis- 
faction to  the  children  of  the  parents,  and 
without  any  harm  to  their  own  religion. 
The  other  day  the  most  rev.  Primate 
initiated  a  debate  of  great  importance 
with   regard   to    the    syllabuses   which, 
at    the    present    moment,   are   used  in 
the    various    undenominational  schools, 
and  on  that    occasion     1  ventured    to 
suggest,    with  all  humiUty,  that  surely 
the   time    had    cone,    if    it    was    ad- 
mitted that  you  are  to  have  undenomi- 
national teaching  in  all  our  schools,  when 
sectarian  rivalries   might   be  set  aside, 
when  the  representatives  of  the  Church  of 
England  and  the  Free   Churches  might 
meet  together  and  issue  a  syllabus  which 
would    be    accepted    as    a   satisfactory 
foundation,   and  a  Christian  foundation, 
by  all  sides.     I  know  it  has  been  said 
that  this    is   impossible ;     it   has   been 
said  that   we   wish   to   enforce    a  com* 
pulsory   syllabus   upon   all   the   schools 
of  the  country.    For  my  part  I  really 
cannot  see  why  the  State  should   not 
take  upon  itself  the  duty  of  formulating 
a   syllabus   for   all   the   schools   of   the 
country  in  the  same  way  as  the  London 
School  Board  issued  a  syllabus     which 
was  agreed  to  by  both  Churchmen  and 
Nonconformists.     But    if    that    be    im- 
possible I  will  withdraw  that  suggestion 
and   ask   why    you    should    not    form 
a  model  syllabus  which  has  the  assent 
of  both  Nonconformists  and  Churchmen 
which  might  be  issued  to  all  the  schools. 
1  think  if  a  syllabus  of  that  description 
came   with    such    authority   behind    it 
it     would     undoubtedly    be     accepted 
by   nine-tenths   of    the   schools   of  the 
country.    I     observed    in    the    papers 
yesterday  a  letter  from  various  Noncon- 
formists, gentlemen  of  great  authority, 
representing  all  the  various  Free  Churches 
in  which  they  said  that  they  were  perfectly 
willing  that  the  Bible  teaching  in  our 
schools  should  be  read  in  the  light  of  the 
Apostles'   Creed.    In   the   syllabuses  of 
the  country  at  the  present  moment  you 
have   the  history    portion    of    the   Old 
and   New  Testaments,    the    Decalogue, 
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*the  Lord's  Prayer,  the  Sermon  on  the 
Ihlount,  the  Parables  and  the  Miracles 
•of  the  New  Testament.  Now,  if  these 
iform  the  portion  of  our  Christian 
religion  which  is  to  be  read  in  the  light 
of  the  Apostles'  Creed,  surely  you  could 
not  have  a  surer  foundation  upon  which 
to  build  in  after  time  the  higher  dogmas 
of  the  different  creeds. 

We  are  told  that  the  Bill  is  unjust.  I 
4un  told  that  facilities  are  not  given 
in  provided  schools.  I  am  told  that  it 
^ould  be  a  just  Bill  if  you  gave  the 
same    facilities    in    the     board    schools 

land  the  provided  schools  aa  it  is 
proposed  to  give  in  non-provided  schools. 
Those  facilities  have  not  been  given 
for  thirty  years  past  and  they  have  not 
been  asked  for ;  30,000,000  of  Christian 
children  have  been  educated  without 
them,  and  I  challenge  anyone  to  show 
that  any  definite  accusation  fchas  been 
brought  that  any  single  one  of  those 
children  has ,  suffered  in  his  or  her 
religious  education  on  that  account. 
These  scho61s  were  not  affected  by  the 
Bill  of  1902.  The  Bill  which  is  brought 
in  to-day  is  a  corroUary  of  the  Bill  of  1902. 
The  voluntary  schools,  on  the  other  hand, 
and  the  non-provided  schools,  were 
affected  by  the  Bill  of  1902.  They 
were  put  on  the  rates,  and  the  problem 
the  Government  had  to  meet  vras  not 
to  bring  about  Bome  new  system  in  all 
the  fchools  of  the  country,  but  how 
justly  to  settle  the  difficulty  which  had 
been  created  by  putting  the  denomina- 
tional schools  on  the  rates.  They  pro- 
pose to  settle  that  question  in  this 
Bill  and  to   settle    it  justly.      We  ar^ 

!giving  pubUc  control  over  public  money, 
and  without    infringing    on   the  fights 

«of  any  denominational  schodb.  They 
are  able  to  have  two  day«  a  week  for 
their  denominational  teaching.     That  is 

the  only  problem  before  the  country, 
and  that  is  why  the  non-provided  schools 

'have  been  left  out.  They  are  schools 
which  have  been  for  thirty  years  past 
excepted  with  general  consent,  and  t 
venture  to  think  with  general  approval 
I  contend  that  this  Bill  meets  this  par- 

*ticulaT    difi&culty.    It    gives    denomina- 

-tional  teaching  on  two  d&ys  in  the 
week  in  schools  that  were  denominational 
before.    Where  four-fifths  of  the  parents 

<of  the  children  demand  it  the  BiU  gives 

^denommation&l  teaching  and  denomina* 


tional  teachers  with  the  denominational 
atmosphere  which  has  been  asked  for 
by  those  who  support  that  demand. 
Moreover,  it  provides  that  should  the  local 
authority  in  any  way  take  an  arbitrary 
line,  and  refuse  to  take  over  these  four- 
fifths  schools,  there  is  an  appeal  to  the 
Board  of  Education  who  may  step  in 
and  give  relief  by  making  that  school  a 
state-  aided  school. 

In  conclusion,  I  venture  to  ask,  can 
it  be  said,  in  view  of  the  great  diffi- 
culties which  the  Government  had  to 
encounter  that  this  is  an  unjust  Bill  ? 
It  is  not  a  perfect  Bill ;  what  Bill  is 
perfect  ?  It  is  a  Bill  which  possibly  may 
be  amended.  Every  Bill  may  receive 
Amendments,  except  the  Bill  which  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  was  concerned 
with  in  1902,  when  no  Amendments  were 
allowed  in  this  House.  It  meets  the 
demand  which  was  made  at  the  last  general 
election;  it  does  away  with  the  injus- 
tices which  Were  brought  about  by  the 
Aot  of  1902.  It  does  away  with  all  those 
injustices  without  substituting  others. 
If  that  is  true,  and  holding,  as  I  do,  that 
it  is  the  only  practical  solution  which 
can  be  applied  to  this  vexed  question 
which  is  of  the  highest  national  import- 
ance, I  venture  to  hope  that  your  Lord- 
ships will  give  a  Second  Reading  to  the 
Bill  and  that  it  will  ultimately  become 
the  law  of  the  land. 

-•The  Eabl  of  MALMESBURY:  I 
feel  that  I  owe  an  apology  to  your  Lord- 
ships for  taking  up  the  time  of  the  House 
at  this  early  stage  of  the  debate,  but  my 
excuse  is  the  Resolution  which  stands 
in  my  name,  and  which,  as  your  Lord- 
ships no  doubt  are  aware,  I  do  not  intend 
to  press.  The  Resolution  which  I  have 
placed  upon  the  Paper  is  in  the  following 
terms — 

**  Tbtt  *this  House,  before  assectiog  to  the 
Second  ReadiDg,  desires  to  express  its  opinion 
that^the  system  of  publio  education  in  this 
country  shonld  be  confined  to  instruction  in 
8ecular-eubje<!t8,  and  that  facilities  should  be 
;  provided  in  all  State  schools,  within  school 
nours,'  but  not  at  the  publio  charge,  for  religions 
teaching  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the 
parents  of  the  children." 

May  1  at  the  same  time  ask  your  Lord- 
ships' kind  indulgence — an  indulgence 
which  has  always  been  granted  to  those 
who,  like  myself,  have  taken  little  or  no 
part  tin  the  debates  in  your  Lordshipe' 
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House.  I  hope  that,  although  the  Eeso- 
lution  which  I  have  placed  upon  the 
Paper  has  found  no  favour  on  either  side 
of  the  House,  nothing  which  I  shall 
say  will  be  misconstrued  or  in  any  way 
give  offence  to  noble  Lords  on  either 
side.  In  «^uggesting  such  a  Eesolution 
of  a  secular  character  I  should  like  to 
explain,  if  I  may,  that  it  is  not  my  inten- 
tion to  belittle  the  importance  of  keeping 
religion  alive  in  this  country.  But  it  is 
in  order  to  remove  religious  discussions 
from  the  sphere  of  politics  that  I  have 
placed  this  Resolution  on  the  Paper. 
When  an  Education  Bill  is  brought 
before  the  country,  we  hear  practically 
very  little  of  its  educational  side.  The 
educational  side  of  education  appears  to 
be  of  no  importance  whatever,  although 
perhaps  that  seems  somewhat  contradic- 
tory. The  part  of  the  Bill  which  is  dis- 
cussed in  every  shape  and  form  is  that 
which  deals  with  religious  instruction. 
The  reason  why  I  placed  this  Resolution 
on  the  Paper  is  that  I  wish  to  make  the 
State  fair  and  just  to  all  its  subjects 
of  whatever  denomination.  If  I  wt^s 
to  begin  from  the  beginning  of  educa- 
tion in  this  country,  I  am  afraid  I  should 
be  told  by  noble  Lords  opposite  that  I 
am  prejudiced,  because  we  \  must  all 
admit  that  it  was  the  Church  of  England 
which  first  gave  education  in  this  coimtry, 
and  it  is  just  because  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land occupies  that  strong  position  to-day 
which  it  in  consequence  deserves  that  there 
is  a  strong  feeling  hostile  to  that  great 
position,  and  it  is  for  that  reason  too  that 
Churchmen  are  prepared  to  fight  for 
what  they  consider  to  be  their  rights.  I 
do  not  ask  for  more  justice  for  them 
than  other  denominations  ask  for  them- 
selves. All  I  ask  is  that  the  scheme 
which  is  embodied  in  the  terms  of  my 
Resolution  may  at  all  events  so  present 
itself,  even  if  not  approved  by  your 
Lordsips'  House,  that  in  the  years  to 
come  it  may  be  the  foundation-stone 
of  a  State  secular  system  which  will 
give  an  equal  welcome  to  all  religious 
denominations.  I  notice  that  in  another 
place  this  subject  was  discussed,  and  I 
am  aware  that  it  would  be  useless  for 
me  to  say  that  in  the  House  of  Commons 
the  secular  education  Resolution  met  with 
approbation.  I  have  always  felt,  that 
so  long  as  we  attempt  to  build  Education 
Bill  upon  Education  Bill  we  shall  fail. 

The  Earl  of  Mdme^my^ 


What  I  want  and  what  I  very  respectfully 
ask  the  noble  Earl,  the  Lord  President 
of  the  Council,  to  consider  is  whether  it 
would  not  have  been  far  more  practicable 
to  have  wiped  out  all  the  old  systems 
beginning  with  the  Act  of  1870,and  to  have 
introduced  a  system  which  would  have 
taken  no  thought  and  consideration  for 
existing  conditions.  There  are  many 
arguments  in  favour  of  the  establish- 
ment of  the  State  system.  I  am  not 
prepared,  and  it  would  be  bold  of  me  to- 
attempt  to  do  so,  to  give  in  detail  any 
suggestion  of  any  of  the  schemes  of  such 
a  system.  It  is  a  matter  of  indifierence* 
to  me,  so  far  as  I  can  understand  it 
personally,  whether  religious  instructiba 
is  given  by  specially  qualified  teachers,, 
under  an  education  authority,  or  whether 
the  right  of  entry  is  given  to  clergymen, 
of  various  denominations.  But  one  things 
my  Lords,  we  must  bear  in  mind  that  all 
these  concessions  will  be  of  no  value- 
whatever  unless  we  insist  that  reUgioua 
instruction  shall  take  place  within  school 
hours.  It  is  no  use  saying  that  children 
can  go  and  play  outside  when  religious 
instruction  is  being  given.  It  is  no  use 
saying  that  even  a  moral  code  of  in- 
8truction,of  which  we  have  heard  so  much, 
is  Bufiicient.  It  is  no  use  making 
any  of  these  concessions ;  you  must 
either  say  that  no  religious  instruction 
can  be  given  in  a  school  at  all,  or 
you  must  give  equal  facilities  to  all  those 
who  represent  various  classes  of  His 
Majesty's  subjects.  I  know  that  in  this 
House  we  have  had  the  rare  privilege 
of  listening  to  the  brilliant  speech,  if  I  may^ 
respectfully  say  so,  of  the  most  rev.. 
Primate.  If  there  was  any  Member  of 
this  House  who  in  any  way  underrated 
the  importance  of  religious  instruction,, 
after  that  speech  he  would  have  been 
entirely  converted  ;  but  may  I  say  that  I 
am  certain  tjiat  in  the  future  this  Act  of 
1906,  whether  it  is  amended  in  Committee^ 
or  not,  will  have  to  give  way  to  a  much 
wider  and  more  far-reaching  Act  at 
no  very  distant  date  1 

I  have  trespassed  very  considerably^ 
upon  your  Lordships'  time,  but  .  L 
wish  to  say,  before  I  conclude,  that 
I  noticed  in  one  of  the  leading 
journals  which  was  kind  enough  to- 
give  me  some  notice  that  one  exception 
which  that  journal  took  to  my  suggestion 
'  was  that  I  asserted  the  rights  of  parerts- 
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and  igaored  the  rights  of  teachers. 
Now,  I  venture  to  say  that  the  rights  of 
parents  and  the  rights  of  teachers  are 
nardly  to  be  mentioned  in  the  same 
breath.  The  right  of  parents  to  have 
their  children  educated  in  whatever 
faith  they  like  is  one  which  I  think  no 
Member  of  your  Lordships'  House  will 
«deay.  It  is  for  that  very  reason  that  I 
feel  that  the  principle  which  this  Bill  em- 
V>die3  will  prevent  many  of  the  most 
sacred  ideals  which  generations  of  English- 
men have  held  most  dear  being  realised. 
I  do  not  wish,  and  it  would  be  out  of  place 
on  my  part  to  presume  to  dictate  to  your 
Lordships  whether  I  think  this  or  that 
point  has  been  neglected.  Although  I 
withdraw  my  Resolution  and  do  not  even 
press  it  for  discussion,  I  do  so  not 
because  I  have  lost  conviction  in 
regard  to  the  principle  which  it  embodies, 
but  because  I  think  I  shoud  be  very 
grievously  wasting  the  valuable  time 
of  your  Lordships'  House  by  pressing 
at,  and  I  fear  that  the  time  as  it  is  is 
far  too  short  fairly  to  discuss  the  im- 
portant measure  which  is  now  before 
the  House.  It  is  said  that  this  scheme 
of  secularising  all  schools  of  the  Stata 
would  cost  much  more  money ;  we  are 
also  told  that  it  would  cost  too  much 
to  take  over  all  the  voluntary  schools. 
But  is  that  not  an  admission  that  volun- 
tary schools  have  rights,  and  not  only 
have  they  rights  of  conscience  but  rights 
of  property  ?  Whatever  happens  in  the 
future  I  hope  the  Grovernment  will  make 
tip  its  mind  to  go  to  the  expense  of  talking 
over  the  voluntary  schools  and  making 
them  State  schools,  thus  taking  education 
out  of  the  hands  of  local  authorities, 
<knd  placing  it  in  the  hands  of  a  central 
"body  or  department.  Whatever  may  be 
the  ultimate  decision  it  would  be  quite 
easy  if,  instead  of  dividing  the  country 
into  local  areas,  it  was  divided  into 
educational  districts,  under  the  control 
of  the  head  office  at  Whitehall  or  wherever 
else  it  might  be.  I  know  my  scheme 
is  unworkable  under  existing  conditions, 
but  I  feel  cert:iin  that  the  time  will 
«omey  and  I  feel  sure  we  shall  live 
to  see  that  time,  or  at  all  events 
the  next  generation  will  see  it,  when 
all  education  will  be  national,  and 
when  this  religious  dissension  which 
is  so  painful  and  which  has  made 
religion  a  subject  of  electoral  addresses 


and  has  caused  it  to  be  dragged  into  the 

contest  of  the  polling  booth,  will  cease. 

There  are  only  two  more  remarks  which 

I  have  to  make  —  the  first  is  that 
in  the  Army  school  regulations  in  Section 
65  provision  is  made  for  the  clergy- 
men of  various  denominations,  at  hours 
at  the  discretion  of  the  commanding 
officer,  to  come  in  and  give  religious 
instruction.  I  should  like  to  know 
why  that  system  which  prevails  in  the 
Army  schools  cannot  be  extended  to 
schools  of  another  character.  Finally, 
my  Lords,  I  will,  with  every  respect 
to  your  Lordships'  House,  add  this  one 
remark.  The  noble  Lord  in  charge  of 
the  Bill  wound  up  his  speech  by  saying 
that  he  hoped  the  time  would  come 
when  differences  would  cease  between 
the  various  sections  of  those  who  are 
in  disagreement  over  this  particular 
Bill.  All  I  say  is  that  so  long  as  this 
religious  controversy  is  made  the  subject 
of  Party  politics,  so  long  as  measures 
of  the  kind  now  before  your  Lordships' 
House  are  introduced  into  Parliament, 
so  long  will  religious  dissension  and 
acrimonious  discussions  continue.  It  is  no 
use  crjring  **  Peace,  Peace,"  when  we  know 
full  well  there  is  no  peace  for  those  who 
prize  liberty  of  conscience.  I  apologise 
to  the  House  for  detaining  your  Lordships 
for  so  long. 

The  lord  BISHOP  of  ST.  ASAPH :  I 
make  bold  to  intervene  in  this  debate  not, 
I  hope,  without  justification.  Speaking 
in  the  name  of  my  diocese,  and  unless  I 
did  that  I  should  hold  my  peace,  I  may 
state  the  fact  that  the  diocese  of  St. 
Asaph  has  done  much,  and  if  this  Bill  as 
it  stands  becomes  law  would  suffer  much, 
in  the  cause  of  education.  In  1870,  Mr. 
Forster  said  that  if  all  the  country  had 
been  as  well  equipped  with  schools  as  the 
diocese  of  St.  Asaph  was,  it  might  have 
been  unnecessary  for  Parliament  then  to 
intervene.  A  further  testimony  to  the 
work  done  in  that  diocese  was  given  by 
Mr.  Gladstone  when  in  1873  he  opposed 
the  formation  of  a  school  board  in  the 
parish  of  Hawarden,  because  he  preferred 
voluntary  and  free  action  where  it  was 
possible.  A  study  of  educational  pro- 
gress in  Wales  reveals  how  large  a  part 
these  voluntary  efforts  of  Churchmen 
formed  in  creating  and  stimulating  that 
educational  zeal  for  which  the  Principality 
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is  now  conspicuous.  And  Cliarclmxen  in 
Wales  may  feel  an  honest  pride  in  the 
fact  that  their  sacrifices  and  generosity 
have  not  been  sectional,  and  that  the 
Intermediate  Schools  and  University 
Colleges  of  to-day  have  drawn  the  bulk 
of  their  donations  and  subscriptions  from 
Churchmen.  The  Bill  now  before  your 
Lordships*  House  lends  fresh  emphasis  to 
what  I  have  said.  Part  III.  is  hardly  an 
integral  part  of  the  Bill  but  an  appendix, 
which  by  its  very  independence  and 
detachment  marks  with  gratitude  the 
efforts  of  Wales  in  this  and  other  causes. 
As  a  Welshman  therefore  in  discussing 
this  Bill,  I  turn  first  to  this  postscript  in 
which  for  Welshmen  Ues  a  differential 
interest. 

approach  the  discussion  of  Part 
IIL  with  an  open  mind.  Its  sup- 
posed authorship  must  not  be  laid 
either  to  its  credit  or  discredit.  If  it 
can  be  proved  that  Part  III.  is  for  the 
best  interest  of  education  in  Wales,  it 
would  be  unjust  to  withhold  support  by 
reason'  of  some  supposed  taint  in  its 
parentage.  Tour  Lordships  are  no  doubt 
aware  that  a  Central  Board  for  Welsh 
Intermediate  Education  was  formed  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1889,  the 
functions  of  this  Board  being  to  provide 
and  pay  for  the  examination  and  inspec- 
tion of  the  county  schools,  the  organisa- 
tion of  a  pension  scheme,  the  collection 
and  circulation  of  educational  informa- 
tion, and  the  arranging  of  conferences 
of  governing  bodies  or  of  teachers. 
It  may  fairly  be  urged  that  we  have 
here  a  precedent  and  an  example  for 
constituting  a  somewhat  similar  body 
to  deal  with  education  of  all  kinds 
in  Wales.  A  farther  indication,  if  not 
confirmation,  of  the  application  of  a  like 
principle  may  be  found  in  the  Act  of  1902 
(  17  (5) ),  which  enables  county  councils 
to  unite  for  the  forming  of  a  Joint 
Education  Committee.  So  far  for  pre- 
cedents. 

I  now  come  to  the  much  more  difficult 
question  of  the  general  acceptance  in 
Wales  of  the  principle  involved  in 
Part  III.  It  is  true  that  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted  at  Cardiff  last 
March — 

"  That  this  Conferenoe  Ia  of  opinion  that  it  is 
expedient  to  create  a  Coanoil  for  Wales, 
respeoting  Welsh  Education  Authorities,  which 
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shall  have  powers  to  supply,  and  to  aid  the 
supply  of  eaacation  of  all  kinds  in  Wales  And 
Moamonthsbire. " 

That    resolution,   while    accepting    the- 
principle,  did  not  of  course  in  any  way 
commit  its  supporters  to  the  acceptance 
of  Part  III.  in  the  present  Bill.     Per- 
sonally   I    must   frankly    say    that    at 
Cardiff  I  was  not  able  to  go  beyond  the 
suggestion  that  a  Committee  should  be 
formed  to  consider  whether  "  the  forma- 
tion  of   such   a   National    Council   was- 
expedient."    I  should  be  tampering  with 
accuracy  if  I  led  the  House  to  believe 
that  Churchmen  in  Wales  were  unani- 
mously in  favour  of  such  a  Council.  They' 
are  absolutely  unanimous  in  support  of 
any  proposal   which  would  further  the 
interests  of  education.     But  it  would  be 
idle   to  conceal  the  fact  that   a  large 
section  in  Wales,  by  no  means  confined 
to  Churchmen,  view  this  proposal  with 
a  distrust  which  is  not  unnatural.    It  is- 
matter  of  conunon  knowledge  that  the 
authorship    of    Part    III.    is    attributed 
to  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
It  may  be  within  the  recollection  of  the 
House  that  three  years  ago  an  attempt 
was  made  to  bring  about  an  educational 
concordat  in  the  diocese  of  St.  Asaplu 
In    these    and   subsequent    negotiations 
I  found  the  President  to  be  a  man  whose 
word  I  could  trust,  and  one  who  showed 
throughout    a    readiness   to    reciprocate 
a   spirit   of   concession   and   generosity. 
Having  said  this  of  the  leader,  I  am 
equally  bound  to  give  my  opinion  of  his 
followers  of  ^hom  I  have  an  intimate 
experience     in     Wales.     The     extreme 
section — you    have     their    affinities    in 
England — approach  this   question  in  a. 
narrow  and  a  persecuting  spirit,  and  I 
say  without  hesitation  that  fair-minded 
men  in  Wales  view  with  misgivings  the 
bare  possibility  of  handing  over  educa- 
tion to  those  who  would  impart  into  its. 
management  the  destructive  elements  of 
bias    and    bitterness.     While,  therefore, 
I   recognise   that   this   proposal   is   not 
without  relevant  precedents  to  support 
it,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  as  it 
stands   the    people   of    Wales   are    un- 
animously in  its  favour. 

Apart  from  considerations  which  may 
be  regarded  as  personal  or  ephemeral,  Part 
III.  raises  questions  of  a  constitutional 
character.    These  have  not  received  du* 
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diaoossion  in  another  place.  Devolution  is 
involved  in  this  proposal,  but  that  does 
not  in  itself  condemn  the  proposal.  If 
there  is  to  be  devolution,  then  one  thing 
most  be  made  secure.  The  question  of 
responsibility  must  be  established  on  in- 
telligible lines.  The  bottom  fact  in  all 
these  proposals  is  money,  and  it  may  be 
well  to  remind  the  House  that  the  total 
education  grants  under  this  proposal 
which  would  be  handed  over  to  the 
Ck>uncil  amount  to  £800,000  a  year. 
Part  III.  therefore  involves  the  transfer- 
ence of  great  financial  responsibilities. 
One  aspect  of  this  problem  can  be  illus- 
trated from  actual  experience  in  Wales. 
The  practice  of  the  Welsh  Central  Board 
raised  the  question  of  dual  responsibility. 
They  claimed  that  the  Art  and  Science 
grants  should  be  paid  over  to  them, 
and  allocated  upon  the  results  of  the  ex- 
aminations held  by  their  own  Welsh  in- 
spectors. The  Board  of  Education  held 
that  they  were  responsible  to  Parliament 
for  the  money,  and  that  they  therefore 
must  be  responsible  for  the  examination 
which  determined  its  allocation.  The 
result  was  friction  between  two  sets  of 
inspectors,  and  the  undoubted  fact  that 
the  inspection  by  the  Board  of  Education 
was  more  searching,  and  the  standard 
more  uniform,  than  that  of  the  inspeptors 
appointed  by  the  Welsh  Central  Board. 
It  is  obvious  that  as  long  as  the  Board  of 
Education  were  responsible  for  the 
grants  they  must  be  responsible  for  the 
rules  and  examinations  by  which  the 
grants  were  distributed.  The  same  prin- 
ciple applies  to  the  Welsh  Council  with 
even  greater  force,  because  the  interests 
involved  are  much  larger. 

The  Bill  proposes  that  Parliament 
«hall,  in  each  year,  pay  to  the  Council 
of  Wales  these  grants  which  amount  to 
£800,000.  That  proposal  as  it  stands 
is,  to  my  mind,  impossible.  If  the 
Treasury  pay  the  grants,  what  responsi- 
bility can  they  undertake  for  their 
distribution  ?  According  to  the  Bill, 
the  powers  and  duties  of  the  Board  of 
Education  are  to  be  transferred  to  the 
Welsh  Council.  Therefore  the  Welsh 
Council  will  dictate  the  rules  and  provide 
the  inspection  for  the  distribution  of 
these  grants.  What  power  of  super- 
vision or  control  is  left  to  the  Treasury  ? 
For  example,  they  will  have  no  power 


and  no  duty,  to  receive  or  decide  any 
complaint  made  by  a  particular  district, 
or  by  one  type  of  school,  or  by  individual 
schools,  as  to  the  allocation  of  the 
grants  by  the  Welsh  Council.  This  pro- 
posal eliminates  any  possibility  of  an 
adequate  control  by  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion, and  the  report  to  Parliament 
which  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  could  render  would  be  the 
shadowy  result  of  a  general  impression. 
If  then  the  Welsh  Council  are  to  have 
full  control  of  these  grants  they  must 
have  full  control  over  the  administration. 
I  have  stated  this  difficulty  somewhat 
fully,  because  it  can  only  be  met  by  a 
solution  which  involves  constitutional 
considerations.  The  debate  in  another 
place  made  clear  that  these  powers 
and  duties  cannot  be  transferred  to  the 
Welsh  Council  while  at  the  same  time 
attaching  responsibility  to  the  Board 
of  Education.  What  is  the  solution 
offered  ?  That  a  Minister,  not  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Education, 
be  appointed  who  shall  have  financial 
responsibility  and  financial  control,  and 
that  this  Minister  should  have  complete 
responsibility  for  the  Code — in  other 
words,  for  the  regulations  by  which  the 
grants  were  to  be  distributed.  For 
Welsh  education,  then,  there  will  have  to 
be  all  the  arrangement  and  the  staff 
which  such  a  Ministry  necessitates. 
The  financial  outlay  under  this  head  will 
be  very  considerable.  And  most  im- 
portant of  all,  if  you  are  going  to  have 
this  separate  Ministry  for  Education  in 
Wales,  are  you  going  to,  and  can  you  if 
you  wish,  stop  there  ?  By  "  devolution  " 
I  understand  power  delegated  by  a  ruler 
who  still  remains  ruler.  This  proposal 
on  the  other  hand  is  described  as 
"  autonomy  "which  certainly  means  some- 
time more  than  delegation.  By  an 
"autonomous  "  community  I  understand 
a  commimity  subject  only  to  its  own  laws. 
It  seems  to  me  that  "  devolution  "  might 
improve  local  efficiency,  while  leaving  the 
ultimate  and  controlling  authority  intact. 
But  "  autonomy "  represents  a  disin- 
tegrating process,  which  will  not  stop 
there.  But  there  are  other  difficulties  in 
this  proposal  for  a  Welsh  Minister  of 
Education.  He  is  not  to  be  a  Welsh 
Minister  of  Education  only ;  he  is  to  be 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  By  tacking 
on  the  Welsh  appointment  to  some^other 
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appointment,  you  bring  in  again  the  dual 
difficulty.  Furthermore  we  are  told  that 
appeals  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
unnecessary  schools,  and  the  question  of 
facilities,  cannot  be  safely  trusted  to  the 
Welsh  Council,  or  to  the  Minister,  and 
therefore  they  are  to  go  to  the  Board  of 
Education.  Here  again  you  let  in  the 
difficulty  of  dual  jurisdiction. 

I  have  touched  upon  the  question  of 
responsibility ;  let  me  add  a  word  upon 
that  of  finance.  If  the  Council  is  estab- 
lished, with  a  Welsh  Minister  of  Educa- 
tion, with  full  responsibility  for  code  and 
finance,  by  what  standard  are  the  grants 
paid  to  Wales  to  be  regulated  ?  It  is  clear 
that  Wales  will  have  to  establish  its  own 
standard,  and  that  the  English  Treasury 
will  have  to  provide  any  supplementary 
estimates  which  the  Welsh  Minister 
recommends.  The  creation  of  a  new  rat- 
ing authority  in  Wales  also  raises  a  very 
difficult  point,  and  I  am  not  at  all  clear 
that  Wales  is  unanimous  in  desiring  the 
creation  of  such  an  authority. 

I  must  apologise  to  the  House  for  the 
length  with  which  I  have  dealt  with  this 
question.  My  one  anxiety  in  doing  so 
has  been  to  regard  the  question  simply 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  interests 
of  Welsh  education.  I  am  not  prepared 
to  condemn  the  principle  of  a  large 
measure  of  devolution,  provided  such  a 
measure  safeguards  a  just  administration, 
and  secures  efficiency  with  economy. 

When  I  pass  to  the  general  provisions 
of  the  Bill,  I  recognise  that  the  Act  of 
1902,  while  dealing  with  a  very  large 
part  of  the  education  problem,  did  not, 
as  Mr.  Balfour  himself  said  in  another 
place,  solve  the  whole,  and  I  believe  that 
the  country  at  the  last  election  made  it 
olear  that  the  questions  of  control  and 
tests  could  not  remain  where  the 
Act  of  1902  left  them.  Any  just 
criticism  of  this  Bill  must  begin 
with  its  historical  context,  because 
the  controversies  of  to-day  have  their 
roots  deep  in  the  past.  The  main  con- 
troversies touching  the  present  Bill  turn 
upon  the  religious  question.  How  was 
this  question  left  by  the  Act  of  1870  ? 
The  compromise  of  1870  recognised 
voluntary  schools  as  public  elementary 
schools,  while  from  the  rate-aided  schools 
all  Catechisms  and  distinctive  formu- 
laries were    excluded.    Let  us  suppose 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  SL  Aaaph. 


for  a  moment  that  in  1870  the  St&te  kad 
refused  such  recognition,  and  tl^at   the 
voluntary  schools,  as  such,  had  ceased  to 
exist.     Does  any  reasonable  man  imagine 
that  such  a  restriction  upon  religioiiB 
liberty    as    the    Cowper-Temple     clanwe 
would    ever    have    been    entertained  ? 
What,  therefore,  we  are  now  asked  to  do 
is  to  tear  up  the  compromise  of    1870 
and  to  enforce  only  that  half  of  the  bar- 
gain which  was  alien  to  Churchmen  and 
acceptable  to  Nonconformists.    That  re- 
quest seems  to  me  unjust,  and  indeed, 
the*  cause    of   the    inconsistencies,     the 
contradictions,  and  the  artful  injustioes 
that  characterise  Part  I.  of    this    BilL 
Clearly  if  the  religious  question  is  to  be 
re-opened,  a  permanent  settlement   can 
only  be  secured  by  going  back  to  first 
principles.    It  cannot  be  said  that  the 
present  Bill  does  that.     The  last  thing 
which  this  Bill  suggests  in  its  treatment 
of   the  religious  question  is  the  idea  of 
principle. 

Upon  one  point  the  verdict  of  country 
was  clear.  If  ever  the  country  gave  a 
precise  mandate  it  did  so  at  the  last 
election  against  a  secular  system  of 
education.  If,  then,  religious  instruc- 
tion is  to  have  a  place  in  our  public 
elementary  schools,  it  ought  to  be  an 
honoured  place.  This  Bill  on  the  other 
hand,  by  its  restrictions  and  prohibitions, 
treats  religious  instruction  as  a  negligible 
quantity.  Imagine  arithmetic  being 
treated  as  a  subject  which  the  teachers 
need  not  teach,  the  authorities  need  not 
provide  for,  and  the  pupils  need  not 
learn.  What  would  the  mathematics 
of  the  next  generation  be  like !  I 
cannot  beUeve  that  character  is  less 
important  than  mathematics.  It  may 
be  contended  that  this  Bill,  by  selecting 
one  form  of  religious  instruction  which 
can  be  taught  at  the  public  expense, 
adequately  satisfies  the  claims  of  religion. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  imperfections  and 
illogicalities  of  undenominationalism  have 
been  fully  and  unanswerably  demon- 
strated. Of  the  many  inconsistencies  in 
this  Bill  one  of  the  most  glaring  is  its  treat- 
ment of  the  dual  system.  The  first 
clause  of  the  Bill  apparently  puts  an  end 
to  the  dual  system,  and  yet  the  Bill 
establishes  practically  four  types  of 
schools — the  old  provided  school,  with 
its   Cowper-Templeism,    the   transfmed 
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school  with  its  ordinary  facilities,  the 
i^ransferred  with  its  extended  facilities, 
and  the  state-aided  school,  which  is 
able  to  contract  itself  out  of  all  the  dis- 
abilities inflicted  by  this  Bill. 

The  Bill  has,  by  almost  universal  con- 
sent, established  its  title  to  one  epithet.  It 
is  an  unjust  Bill.  How  coidd  it  be 
otherwise  ?  Its  framers  hive  listened 
to  those  who  ia  the  past  hive  maule 
little,  if  aiy,  sacrifice  in  the  interest  of 
popular  education,  and  who  appear  to 
«ee  in  this  educatioaal  coatroversy  an 
opportunity  for  the  furtherance  of  poli- 
tical designs,  and  for  the  indulgence  of 
sectarian  animosities.  Little  wonder 
that  the  Bill  follows  a  tortuous  course 
under  such  guidance,  and  the  interests 
of  education  are  merely  used  as  a  scree  a 
behind  which  an  ugly  blow  may  be 
•dealt  at  the  Ohurch  of  England.  To 
those  who  are  importing  this  vindictive 
spirit  into  our  legislation  I  am  tempted 
to   quote   Shakespeare's   warnng — 

**  Heat  not  a  f amace  for  yoar  foes  so  hot 
that  it  ao  singe  yourself." 

Criticism  of  such  a  measure  is  ihdeed 
«asy.  One  fact  stands  out  beyond  all 
question :  if  thb  Bill  passes  in 
an3rthing  like  its  present  shape,  so  far 
irom  settling  the  problem,  it  will  leave 
it  in  a  more  inflamed  condition  than 
<ever.  My  great  objection  to  this  Bill 
is  that  it  does  not  move  upon  the  lines 
of  any  intelligible  principle.  The  ink 
of  the  clauses  in  which  a  uniform  system 
of  public  control  and  the  abolition  of 
tests  are  provided  is  scarcely  dry  before 
some  limiting  and  restricting  clause  is 
introduced.  Personally  I  venture  with 
^great  respect  to  express  a  hope  that  the 
Amendments  in  this  Bill  will  indicate  a 
<clear  line  of  principle. 

Now,  it  may  be  said,  have 
^ou  any  alternative  to  suggest  ? 
J  recognise  that  the  claim  for  jus- 
tice becomes  stronger  when  it  is  not 
only  critical  but  constructive.  We 
^desire  a  poticy  of  fair  play  for  all  and 
privilege  for  none.  The  rich  man  deter- 
mines the  faith  to  be  taught  to  his  child ; 
the  poor  man  must  have  the  same  right. 
The  starting  point  of  any  just  settle- 
ment must  be  that  of  equal  rights  for 
all  parents.  Is  the  State  to  teach  religion  ? 
J^ustice  answers  this  questioa  clearly. 
JBithar  the  State  must  teach  all  reUgions, 
43fr  none.    The  first  plan,  although  fair  and 


defensible,  is  impracticable.  There  re- 
mains the  other  alternative,  that  the 
State  is  not  to  pay  for  the  teaching  of 
any  religion,  but  to  give  the  fullest 
freedom  and  toleration  to  parents  and 
denominations  to  provide  at  their  own 
cost  the  religious  instruction  desired  by 
the  parents  of  the  children.  This  is  a 
facility  to  which  no  objection  can  be 
taken  in  a  free  country.  The  instruction 
must  be  given  in  school  hours,  and  the 
teachers  must  be  permitted  if  they  like, 
to  give  it.  I  need  not  point  out  that  such 
a  scheme  is  poles  asunder  from  secularism. 
I  have  not  touched  upon  the  questions 
of  property  or  of  trusts.  Common  justice 
can  urge  the  strongest  objections  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  in  regird  to  both. 
But  the  main  and  sustaining  motive  of 
Churchmen  through  the  whole  length 
of  this  bitter  controversy  has  been  the 
one  desire  to  make  sure  that  the  children 
of  this  country  shall  be  '^  virtuously 
brought  up  to  lead  a  godly  and  a  Christian 
life."  That  is  no  ignoble  motive.  In 
this,  too,  they  represent  the  expressed 
verdict  of  their  countrymen.  The  grav- 
est indictment  of  this  Bill  b  the  un- 
answerable fact  that  it  places  religion 
in  a  position  of  humiliation.  It  selects 
for  recognition  and  endowment  a  form 
of  religious  instruction  which  may  vary 
from  little  to  nothing,  and  it  places  this 
unsatisfying  residuum  outside  the  com- 
pulsory hours  of  attendance.  If  those 
who  are  responsible  for  this  measure 
were  really  in  earnest  in  a  desire  to  secure 
religious  instruction  in  our  schools, 
would  they  have  gone  out  of  their  way 
to  enact  that  that  vast  army  of  teachers 
who  are  the  most  competent  to  give 
religious  instruction,  and  the  most  in- 
fluential to  impress  it  upon  the  mind  of 
the  child,  shall  be  forbidden,  even  when 
willing  and  desiroiis,  to  take  part  in  that 
teaching  which  they  have  hitherto  re- 
garded as  their  highest  privilege? 

For  about  the  space  of  four  years  this 
land  has  resounded  with  big,  swelling 
words  about  conscience  and  priestly 
tyranny.  In  the  name  of  liberty  the  Qo\  - 
ernment  have  composed  a  Bill  which  in- 
trudes upon  the  realms  of  conscience  and 
ignore  every  principle  which  deserves 
the  name  of  liberal.  The  noble  Earl 
the  President  of  the  Council  said,  in  a 
speech  marked,  if  I  may  say  so,  by  great 
moderation    and    seriousness,  that    the 
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question  of  religious  instruction  was 
greater  in  importance  than  any  other 
question  that  now  occupies  public  atten- 
tion. But,  my  Lords,  I  ask,  how  have 
»the  authors  of  this  Bill  treated  religion 
in  our  schools  ?  They  have  first  of  all 
torn  off  from  her  sacred  form  those  robes 
in  which  saints  and  apostles  have  clothed 
her,  and  then  they  have  thrust  her  out 
as  a  dishonoured  guest  into  a  shabby  ante- 
room, where  even  those  attendants  who 
would,  as  of  old,  render  her  willing 
service  are  forbidden  any  longer 
to  do  so.  It  seems  to  me  that 
such  treatment  is  intended  only  to 
be  temporary  and  preparatory  to 
the  complete  exclusion  of  religion  from 
our  elementary  schools.  And  this  comes 
from  those  who  claim  to  have  a  mandate 
against  secularism.  It  is  possible  that 
this  Bill  may  find  a  place  among  the 
written  laws  of  this  land.  But,  imless 
the  people  of  this  country  have  changed 
their  character,  it  cannot  stay  there  long, 
because  it  transgresses  that  unwritten 
law  of  justice,  established  on  high,  which 
is  not  of  to-day  or  of  yesterday,  but  lives 
for  ever 

Eabl  CARRINGTON:  I  hope,  my 
Lords,  the  Lord  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph  will 
pardon  me  if  I  decline  to  follow  him  into 
the  region  of  priestly  tjn-anny,  or  to  dis- 
cuss a  possible  Minister  for  Wales,  a  dual 
control  for  Wales,  a  council  for  Wales 
or  how  the  staff  for  Wales  is  to  be  paid ; 
and  if  I  venture,  a«  a  dweller  in  the 
right  rev.  Prelate's  diocese,  to  express 
great  regret  that  he  should  have  thought 
it  necessary  in  your  Lordship's  House 
to  call  attention  to  what  he  has  been 
pleased  to  term  the  narrow  and  persecu- 
ting spirit  and  the  bias  and  the  bitter- 
ness cf  the  extreme  section  of  that  great 
Liberal  Party  to  which  it  is  my  pride  and 
privilege  to  belong.  If  the  House  will 
permit  me,  I  should  like  for  a  few  moments 
to  call  attention  to  the  speech  delivered 
to-night  by  the  Lord  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury.  That  speech  was  a  great 
speech,  insistent  with  sincerity,  with 
dignity,  and  with  conviction,  worthy  of 
his  most  sacred  office,  worthy  of  the 
occasion,  and  worthy  of  the  great 
heredi  ary  House  in  which  it  was  deliver- 
ed ;  but  all  through  it  there  seemed  to  run 
a  curious  note,  difficult  to  define,  but 
rising  and  falling  like  the  leit  motif  in 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph. 


Lohengrin^  ever  present  like  thoEen  greats 
Australian  rivers  which  rise  to  the  sur- 
face and  disappear  again  into  the  eartli. 
and  discharge  themselves  into  the  un- 
known sea. 

It  seemed  to  me  in  that  speech,  if  X 
may  be  permitted  to  say  so,  there  was  aix 
inability  to  judge  the  depth,  th©^ 
sincerity,  and  the  reality  of  the- 
Liberal  and  Radical  Party  with  regard 
to  this  great  question  of  education^ 
[A  laugh.]  I  expected  that  laugh. 
I  know  it  IS  always  said,  and  it  has  beeo. 
said  to-night,  I  think  by  Lord  London- 
derry, that  we  are  not  agreed  on  our 
policy  as  regards  this  important  question. 
Well,  my  Lords,  that  may  be  so  in 
matters  of  detail,  I  acknowledge.  But 
these  huge  majorities  that  we  have  had  in 
another  place  show  that  on  the  three 
main  principles  of  the  Bill, which  have  been 
so  well  explained  by  the  Lord  President 
of  the  Council — ^that  we  must  have* 
religious  and  not  secular  education,  that- 
there  must  be  public  control  where 
public  money  is  spent,  and  that  there 
must  be  for  teachers  abolition  of  religious 
tests — on  these  three  great  points,  I  say 
without  fear  of  contradiction  there  is  no 
practical  difference  amongst  us  of  any 
sort,  description,  or  kind.  I  should  be 
the  last  to  deny  the  great  and  good 
work  that  the  ^urch  of  England  has 
done  for  the  cause  of  education.  Whatever 
opinions  we  may  have  of  what  the  Church, 
has  done  in  da}^  gone  by,  it  is,  I  think, 
an  absolute  truth  that  Churchpeople 
in  their  laudable  endeavour  to  provide 
schools  for  the  children  of  this  country 
have  done  what  a  great  many  people 
have  done  who  dabble  in  bricks  and 
mortar,  that  is,  they  have  overbuilt 
themselves.  In  consequence  of  that 
comes  the  intolerable  strain  and  the 
absolute  impossibltity  of  maintaining  the 
schools  which  they  have  built.  I  will 
take  a  single  instance.  I  live  in  a  small 
manufacturing  town  of  about  25,000 
people,  mostly  a  poor  artizan  population. 
There  is  a  voluntary  Church  school 
managed  by  the  clergyman  of  the  parish 
— a  man  not  nominated  in  any  way. 
but  selected  by  his  parishioners,  and  the 
selection  is  confirmed  by  the  patron 
of  the  parish.  He  is  a  man  of 
godly  and  saintly  life,  he  is  very^ 
popular  amongst  his  parishioners,   and 
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hia  school  is  extremely  well  conducted 
in    every    way.    To    keep    that   school 
going    costs    £1,270    a    year,    and    the 
voluntary  contributions  come  to  £158 
a  year,  or  a  little  under  one-eighth  of 
the  whole  expense.    And  that  was  called 
a  voluntary  school.    Now  the  most  rev. 
Primate  called  attention  in  his  speech, 
I   think,  to  three  London  schools — the 
St.  John's  school,  and  I  think  the  St. 
Michael's  school,  and  the  Brook  Street 
school  at  Kennington.    As  regards  the 
St.  John's  school  the  most  rev.  Primate 
said  that  it  would  require  £1,200   for 
necessary  repairs.    As   regards  the   St. 
John's  school,  I  think,  although  I  have 
not   had   time   to   verify   it,   that   the 
material  condition,  whatever  the  moral 
atmosphere  may   be,   leaves  something 
to  be  desired.    The  most  rev.  Primate 
told  us  that  he  was  afraid  parents  would 
not   ask    for    extended    facilities.     This 
is  a  Church  school,  I  believe  one  of  the 
best  of  the  many  well-managed  schools 
of  London.    An  excellent  clergyman — 
a  High  Church  clergyman,  I  believe — 
has  direction  of  the  school,  and  is  very 
popular  and  very  much  respected  in  the 
neighbourhood.    What  is  the  reason  whv 
the   most   rev.  Primate   is    afraid   that 
parents  will  not  ask  for  extended  facilit- 
ies?   He   also   told   us   that   children 
passed  the  council  schools  to  go  to  the 
Brook   Street  school.      Any  man   who 
has  had  anything  to  do  with  London 
life    knows    very   well    that    there    are 
thousands  and  even  tens  of   thousands 
of  children  who  pass  voluntary  schools 
every  day  of  the  week  to  go  to  council 
schools.    Why  is  that  ?    I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  denominational  reason  in 
it — ^none   whatever.     The    fact    is    that 
some  of  the  schools  are  more  popular 
than  other  schools.    Some  tea  hers  are 
more  popular,  more  respected,  and  more 
loved  by  the  children  than  other  teachers. 
I  now  come  to  another  point.     The 
London    County     Council     was     given 
entire  management  and  control  of  the 
schools   in   London.    I   am    not   going 
to  argue  whether  that  is  right  or  wrong. 
When  these  schools  were  given  over  the 
first  thing  that  the  Education  Committee 
did  was  to   send   their   inspectors  and 
valuers  round  to  see  what  the  material 
conditions  of  those  schools  was.  Amongst 
those  schools    there  were    113    schools 
which  were  in  no  way  suitable  for  the 


purpose,  and  they  were  put  on  one  side^ 
Out  of  438  Church  schools   there  were* 
318  the  drains  of  which  were  unsatisfac* 
tory,  and  of  that  number  109  were  in  a 
very  dangerous  state,  thirty-seven  were 
in  a  very  serious  case,  and  in  twenty-one^ 
cases   he  managers  refused  to  allow  the 
county  authority  to  make  any  inspection 
whatever.    Therefore  we  do  not  know 
what    the    state    of    those    twenty-one- 
schools  was,  but  I  may  say  that  out  of  the  - 
109  schools  which  were  described  as  very 
dangerous  for  the  children  to  be  taught  in, 
eighty- two  belonged   to  the  Church  of 
Eng  and  and  accommodated  35,500  little 
children.   If  that  is  the  state  of  things,  and 
it  was  proved  in  the  Council  itself  last 
Tuesday  week,  I  ask,  is  it  a  state  of  things- 
which  ought  to  be  allowed  to  continue,. 
!  and  with  which  it  can  honestly  be  said 
that  it  is  criminal  and  almost  sacrilegious- 
to  interfere  ?    We  have  been  told  by 
the  right  rev.  Prelate   that  this  Bill  ia- 
a  gross  breach  of  the  agreement  entered 
into  in  1870,  and  I  think  I  am  right 
when  I  say  that  the  Archbishop  applauded 
that  statement.    What  was  the  agree- 
ment of  1870  ?    It  was,  first,  that  the- 
board    schools    should    supplement   the- 
voluntary  schools. 

The  Makquess  of  SALISBURY  :  And 
not  supplant. 

Earl    CARRINGTON  :     The    second 
thing  was  that  voluntary  schools  were- 
to  receive    generous    grants    and    give 
denominational    teaching    without    rate^ 
aid  ;  and,  thirdly,  that  the  board  schools, 
were  to  get  rate  aid,  but  that  reUgious. 
education,  if  any,  must  be  undenomina- 
tional.   What  did  the  new  arrangement 
of  1902  do  ?    The  Tory  party  put  the- 
voluntary  schools  on  the  rates,  but,  my 
Lords,  they  violated  the  prime  condition 
that    all    rate-aided    schools    must    be 
undenominational.    That  was   done  by 
the  Act  of  1902.     What  does  this  *  Crimi- 
nal  Bill '   do  ?     It  simply  restores  the 
agreement  come  to  by  the  members  of  the 
Church  of  England,   by    the    members 
of  the  Holy  Catholic   Church,   by  the 
Nonconformists,  by  the  Jews,  by  Liberala 
and  by  Tories  alike,  that  if  you  accept 
rates     you     accept      undenominational 
teaching.    We  have  heard  several  times- 
to-night   what   this   Bill   really   is.    Of 
course  it  has  the  three  great  principlea 
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i^hich  I  mentioned  at  the  beginning 
•of  my  speech.  It  gives  full  public  control, 
it  abolishes  religious  tests,  and  it  insists 
on  religious  instead  of  secular  education. 
Bant  can  be  paid  for  all  the  Church 
schools  that  we  propose  to  take  over. 
Beligious  education  is  to  be  taught  on 
two  days  a  week  in  some  of  the  schools 
and  every  day  of  the  week  in  others. 

The  lord  ARCHBISHOP  of 
•CANTERBURl^  :  May  be  taught ;  not 
is  to  be  taught. 

Earl  CABRINGTON  :  I  am  very 
much  obliged  for  the  correction.  TV  hat 
is  insisted  upon  in  the  Bill,  as  I  under- 
stand, is  simple  religious  teaching  which, 
to  most  of  us,  means  the  Lord's 
Prayer,  the  Ten  Commandments,  and  the 
Apostles'  Creed — the  simple  religious 
teaching  that  we  have  learnt  at  our 
mothers'  knees.  [A  noble  Lord  :  It  is 
not  in  the  Bill.]  Religious  education  can 
l)e  taught  on  two  days  a  week  at  some 
43chools  and  every  day  in  the  week  in 
others. 

Thb  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY : 
Out  of  school  hours. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  :  Church  schools 
are  to  be  kept  in  repair  and  are  only  to 
l)e  required  from  9.45  a.m.  to  5  p.m. 
for  five  days  in  the  week.  These 
achools  are  at  the  disposal  of  the  owners 
the  whole  of  Saturday,  the  whole  of  Sun- 
•day,  and  every  evening,  subject  to  the 
occasional  use  of  the  building  for  evening 
schools,  and  this,  my  Lords,  is  called 
robbery  and  spoliation.  I  have  one  more 
word  to  say.  It  is  idle  to  deny  that  our 
task  is  a  difficult  and  delicate  one  ;  but, 
after  all,  difiiculties  are  opportunities, 
and  this  opportunity  the  Liberal  Grovern- 
ment  is  determined  to  seize  and  to  go 
through  with  its  great  work.  It  may  be 
that  some  of  us  before  our  task  is  accom- 
plished may  go  down  in  the  stress  of  the 
fight  and  our  comrades  may  place  us  on 
their  shields  and  bear  us  shoulder  high 
ito  that  great  Eternity  which  all  must 
face ;  but,  surely  of  us  it  may  be  said, 
as  was  said  of  our  fathers  who  have  gone 
T)efore,  "  These  Christian  Liberal  and 
liadical  men  and  women  have  not  lived 
end  fought  and  died  in  vain." 

Earl  Carrington. 


The  Marqcbss  of  SALISBURl^  :   I 
hope  that  no  such   tragic   fate    as    the 
noble  Eirl  in  the  closiag  words  of   his 
speech  seemed  to  anticipate  awaits  him 
in  the  discussions   on  this   Bill.       The 
worst   that    can     happen,    my    Lords, 
is  that  instead   of  being  a    very    bad 
Bill,  it  may  be  made  a  little  better.      It 
will   be   the   work   of   your  Lordships' 
House  to  try  to  bring  that  about.     But 
before  I  enter  upon  that  matter  let  me 
say  one  or  two  words  about  the  speech 
to  which  we  have  just  listened.     The 
noble  Earl  told  us  that  the  Liberal  Party 
to  which  he  is  proud  to  belong  are  agreed 
at  any  rate  about  general  principles.      I 
believe  that  the  Liberal  Party  are  only 
agreed  about  general  principles  because 
they  imperfectly  understand  them.    Let 
US  consider  for  a  moment  what  is  the  sort 
of  general  principles  to  which  the  nohle 
Earl    refers.     He    spoke    of    liberty    of 
conscience.     Whose    conscience  ?     Has 
he  or  the  Liberal  Party  thought  {of  that  ? 
Is  it  the  conscience  of  the  teacher  or  the 
conscience  of  the  child — ^because  if  it  is 
the  conscience  of  the  child  he  is  entitled 
not  only  to  receive  the  Cowper-Temple 
teaching  which  may  be  provided  for  him 
by  the  majority  of  the  electors  at  the 
local  election,  but  also  the  definite  religious 
teaching  for  which  his  parents  ask.    Or 
perhaps  the  principle  is  public  control,  bat 
that,  as  has  already  been  pointed  oat  by 
the    most    rev.  Prelate  this  afternoon, 
must  extend  in  both  directions  if  it  is  to 
be  true  public  control.     If  the  local  educji- 
tion  authority  is  to  be  allowed  to  give  as 
little  religious  education  as  it  pleases, 
it  ought  also  to  be  allowed  to  give  as 
much   as   it  pleases.     Or,  perhaps,  the 
general  principle  to  which  the  noble  Earl 
referred  was  what  is  called  the  neutrality 
of  the  State  in  matters  of  religion.     If 
the  State  is  to  be  truly  neutral  we  have 
no  business  to  devote  the  resources  of  the 
State  to  the  maintenance  of  one  kind  of  re- 
ligion and  that  alone.    So  that  I  really 
believe  the  general  principles  to  which  the 
noble  Earl  professed  his  adherence  are  really 
imperfectly    understood    by    the    nobk 
E  irl  and  the  Party  to  which  he  belongs. 

This  subject  is  one  of  most  profound 
importance,  and  one  upon  which  we  have 
had  a  most  interesting  diacussioa  to- 
diy.  The  truth  is  that  whea  the  Liberal 
Party  have  left  general  principles  they 
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have  really  shown  themselves  to  be  pro-    emphasised  and    illustrated   in  burning 
foundly  divided.   Nothing  is  more  striking    words  by  the  most  rev.   Prelate.      If, 
or  significant  of  that  circumstance  than  I  as  I  say,  religious  education  is  essential, 
the  eloquent  aud  in  many  ways  admirable  j  then  the  question  arises,  who  is  to  decide 
speech  which  the  President  of  the  Board  |  what  that  religious  education  shall  be  T 
of  Education  delivered  in  another  place  on  |  We  have  a  solution.     We  say  that  the 
the  Third  Beading  of  the  Bill.    I  think  the  ,  parents  must  decide.     It  is  a  simple  solu- 
President  of  the  Board  of  Education  is  a  '  tion.     It  goes  down  to  the  very  founda- 
good  deal  to  be  pitied  in  these  discus-  j  tion  of  society.     It  is  the  rock  upon  which 
sions,  not  merely  because  of  their  arduous  |  all  society  is  built,  namely,  the  afEection 
character,  but  because  of  the  great  difii-  I  and  therefore  the  responsibility  of  parents 
oulties    he    has    with  those  of  his  own  I  for  their  children.    It  has  been  said  that 
household.     In  that  speech  he  was  at  last  ^  the  rights  of  parents  have  only  been  dis- 
driven  to  resistance,  and  turned  upon  i  covered  for  the  purpose  of  controversy^ 
someof  the  materialists  and  indifierentists  I  on  this  Bill.    Nothing  is  more  untrue 
of  his  followers  in  matters  of  education,  ,  The  rights  of  the  parents,  of  course,  go 
and  urged  them  to  remember  that  vaca-  ,  back  as  far  as  the  Conscience  Clause  of 
tion  schools  and  the  health  of  the  children  ,  the  Act  of  1870.    It  was  the  first  and  a 
are  not  the  only  things  to  be  considered,  ;  very  imperfect  assertion  of  that  right. 
hut  that  there  are  such  things  as  con-  i  It  was  wholly  insufficient  because  it  waa 
soience,  sin,  and  immortality,  which  were  *  of  a  negative  character.     All  that  you 
to    be  reckoned  as  of    higher  import.  |  said  to  the  parents  by  the  Conscience 
Let  me  assure  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just  ]  Clause  was  this — •*  If  you  are  not  pleased! 
sat  down  that  it  is  not  a  question  of  '  with  the  kind  of  religious  education  pro- 
rates or  of  how   education  should  be  I  vided  at  the  school   your  child  must  go- 


maintained,  much  less  is  it  a  question  of 
drains.  It  is  a  question  of  the  religious 
instruction  of  the  children  of  the  country, 
and  the  rights  of  parents  to  have  reb'gious 
instruction  given  to  their  children.  To 
my  mind,  whether  that  religious  instruc- 


without."  That  was  a  very  unsatis- 
factory solution,  because  the  parent 
not  only  has  the  right  to  avoid 
the  religious  education  to  which  he  is 
opposed,  but  he  has  also  the  right 
to  have  for  his  child  the  religious  educa- 


tion is  provided  by  taxes,  rates,  or  volun-  ^^^^  ^^  which  he  believes.  In  addition 
tary  subscriptions,  is  a  matter  of  lesser  ^  *hat  the  rights  of  the  parents  were 
importance.  The  essential  thing  is  that  I  secured  by  a  method  which  was  illogical 
the  children  should  receive  this  instruc- 1  ^^^  incomplete,  but  which  to  some  extent 
tion,  and  that  they  should  receive  it  ac-  '  "^et  the  difficulties  of  the  case.  We  lived 
cording  to  the  wishes  of  their  parents,  j  under  a  state  of  alternate  schools.  There 
If  it  were  the  case  in  our  country  that  we  i  were  the  schools  where  Cowper-Temple 
were  united  in  religious  matters— if  we  '  religion  was  taught  and  the  schools  where 


were  even  like  the  sister  kingdom  of 
Scotland,  where,  roughly  speaking, 
the    mass    of    the    population    adhere 


definite  religious  education  was  provided. 
Where  a  parent  was  lucky  enough  to  live 
in  an  area  where  both  schools  existed. 


to  one  form  of  religious  belief,  no  i  ^^  co^<i  ^^^  ^is  child  where  there  wa 
difficulty  on  this  question  would  arse.  I  definite  religion  or  to  the  school  where 
There  are  very  few  noble  Lords  whom  I  I  *^«.  religion  taught  was  undenomi- 
see  around  me  who  would  doubt  that  the  |  national,  as  he  pleased.  That 
proper  solution  is  that  definite  religious  i  was  never  a  complete  solution.  It 
education  should  be  provided  by  the  State  i  was  very  partial  in  its  operation.  It  de- 
fer all  the  children ;  but  in  our  case,  ,  pended  not  on  the  nghts  of  parents  but 
no  doubt,  there  is  a  great  difficulty,  ^pon  the  private  mdividuals  who  sub- 
There  are  profound  differences  of  opinion  scribed  to  and  built  the  schools,  and  it 
upon  religious  matters,  and  the  question  ,  ^^^"7  ^^^^^  down.  After  the  Act  of 
becomes  urgent  if  religion  is  essential,  ,  1^70  the  cost  of  education  rose  so  enor- 
which  has  been  practically  admitted  in  ■  ^^^^7  ^b  to  make  it  impossible  for 
this  debate.  It  was  urged  by  the  Minister  i  pnvat©  mdividuals  any  longer  to  compete 
for  Education  in  another  ^ace.  It  was  '  with  the  State,  but  the  nghts  of  the 
repeated,  I  think,  by  the  Lord  President  parents  remained.  They  are  inde- 
in    his  speech    this    evening.      It  was  !  structiblcj  and  we  have  to  meet  them  now 


f 


1003 


Education  (England 


{LORDS} 


and  Wales)  BUI 


1004 


in  some  other  way.  I  have  said  that  it  is 
not  true  that  the  rights  of  the  parents  have 
been  invented  in  order  to  meet  the  needs 
of  this  controversy.  They  ha\  e  always 
stood  out  as  an  essential  part  of  the  policy 
of  the  Church  of  England  and  of  the  Party 
to  which  I  have  the  honour  to  belong. 
There  was  a  voluntary  committee  which 
-.sat  by  direction  of  the  two  Archbishops 
so  far  back  as  1894,  and  consisted  of 
many  men  of  weight  and  responsibility 
like  my  noble  friend  Lord  Cross,  and  my 
noble  friend  Lord  Cranbrook,  and  the 
right  rev.  the  Bishop  of  Southwark,  and 
others.  They  reported  among  other 
things — 

**  We  maintain  Church  schools  in  the  inter- 
•  esta  of  parentR  who  have  a  right  and  duty  to 
secure  for  their  children  instruction  according 
to  their  own  religious  belief," 

That  report  was  presented  to  the  two 

Archbishops — it  was  in  the  time  of  Arch- 

Hbishop  Benson — and  thd  two  Archbishops 

presented  a  memorandum  to  His  Majesty's 

GU)vernment  at  that  time,  in  which  they 

said  there  ought  to  be  kept  in  view  in  all 

Megislation    affecting    public    elementary 

.-schools  the  right  of  parents  to  determine 

the  character  of  the  religious  instruction 

provided  for  their  children.    That  was 

the  policy  of  the  Church  of  England  as 

formulated  by  its  two  principal  Prelates 

for   the   time   being.    It  was   also   the 

policy  of  the  Party  to  which  I  have  the 

.lionour  to  belong.    People  talk  a  great 

'4eal  about  mandates  now,  and  speeches 

which  are  delivered  at  or  about  the  time 

•  of  a  general  election  are  always  supposed 
to  have  a  very  special  importance  and 
•significance,  and  therefore  I  quote  with 

.All  the  more  confidence  a  speech  which 

was  delivered  in  your  Lordship's  House 
by  the  then  Prime  Minister  and  Leader 
of  the  Unionist  Party  on  the  very  eve 

•  of  the  General  Election  of  1895.  This 
was  what  was  said — 

"  The  other  principle  we  have  defended  in 

•  our  votes  is  the  supreme  value  of  religions 

•  education  given  according  to  the  religion  which 
the  parenu  themselves  profess.  To  that 
principle  again,  I  believe  this  House  deliber- 
ately   adheres.    It  values  it  and  it   will    do 

•  all  in  its  power  to  promote  the  giviuK  of 
religious  education  in  pursuance  of  the  unaSien- 
able  right  of  the  parents  to  decide  the  religion 

.  in  which  his  child  shall  be  educated. '' 

That  was  the  most  official  formulation 

•  of  the  policy  of  the  then  Unionist  Party 
by  its  leader,  in  which  was  embodied  in 

vthe  most  emphatic  form  the  assertion  of 

.  The  Mar^se-ef  Salisbury. 


the  right  of  the  parents.  That  policy 
was  repeated  by  the  last  Conservative 
Prime  Minister.  Mr.  Balfour,  in  intro- 
ducing the  Bill  of  1902  said  :— 

'*I  do  not  stand   het'o    to   plead   for    aiiy 

Particular  form  of  denominational  edaciktioD. 
do  stand  here  to  say,  and,  m>  far  as  I  can  to 
see,  that  every  parent  gets  t)ie  kind  of  religions 
training  for  his  child  he  desires." 

So   that   the   chain   is   quite   complete. 
From   first   to    last   in   the   Church    of 
England  and  in  the  Unionist  Party  we 
have  put  forward  the  right  of  the  parent 
as  one  of  the  most  important  and  leading 
features  of  our  policy  in  reference    to 
religious  education.     I  do  not  know  that 
in  their  hearts  the  present  (Jovernnoent 
very   much   difier    from   that   view.      I 
think  that  if  we  could  only  get  into  the 
reoesses  of  Mr.  Birrell's  mind  we  should 
find  that  he,  too,  thought  the  rights  of 
the  parents  ought  to  be  resped^ed.     I 
noticed  the  other  day  that  he  repudiated, 
and  rightly  repudiated,   absolutely    sec- 
ular   education.      He  said    the   parents 
would  not  endure  it.   So    that    he  was 
aware,     as    everyone     else     is    aware, 
that  the  utimate  arbiter  in  these  ques- 
tions must,  and  ought  to  be,  the  parent. 

Let  me  ask  how  far  does  this  Bill  carry 
out,   what,  I  cannot  help  believing,  is 
really  in  the  heart  of  the  Government, 
vis.,  the  supreme  importance  of  religious 
education,  and  the  right  of  the  parents 
to  decide  what  that  form  of  religion  shall 
be.    I  am  not  going  at  this  late  hour 
through  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  in  detail, 
but  your  Lordships  must  have  listened 
with  profound  interest  to  the  speech  of 
the  most  rev.  Prelate  when  he  described 
how  utterly  insufiicient  was  the  security 
alEorded   by   the   provisions  of   Clauses 
2  and  3  for  the  religious  education  of  the 
children  in  accordance  with  the   wishes 
of   their   parents.     There  is   no    doubt, 
as   the    noble    Earl    said,    interrupting 
a    previous    speaker   most   courteously, 
that  Clause  3  is  in  its  present  form  manda- 
tory.   That  was  one  of  the  few  conces- 
sions which  was  wrung  from  the  (Jovem- 
ment  by  our  friends  in  another  place. 
But  although   Clause   3  is  mandatory, 
there  is  ao  security  that  it  will  be  put 
into  operation.     That  remains  absolutely 
unmet.       I   think    the  noble  Earl    the 
Lord     President    will    agree     with   me 
when  I  say  that  as  the  Bill  stands  it  is 
absolutely  open  to  any  local  authority  to 
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xefuse  to  take  over  a  voluntary  school. 
THerefore,    supposing    we    had    a    local 
-authority  of  what  I  may  call  the  Hudders- 
field  order,  as  was  described  by  the  most 
rrev.  Prelate,  all  that  they  would  have 
to  do  in  order  to  secure   the   kind   of 
religious  education  of  which  they  ap- 
proved in  their  district   would  be   to 
refuse    absolutely    to    take    over    any 
voluntary  school.  That  is  not  at  all  an 
impossible  thing  to  happen.    I  observe 
t^liat  my  authority    is    a    very    distin- 
:$^iiished  Irish  Member,  and   as   it    has 
Tiot    been    contradicted    I    imagine    it 
is      absolutely      true.       Mr.      Healy, 
-speaking   in    another  place,   said    that 
the  Chairman  of  a  local    authority  in 
Yorkshire  had  declared  that  he  would 
not  rest  imtil  there  was  not  a  single 
denominational   school   in   existence   in 
its  area.    What  have  we  got  to  expect  ? 
The  Chairman  of  the  local  authority  can 
4I0  what  he  threatened  to  do  under  the 
Bill  if  he  can  carry  his  council  with  him, 
:and  if  the  particular  local  authority  is 
Huddersfield  I  do  not  suppose  he  will 
liave    any    difficulty.    He    can    merely 
refuse  to  take  over  any  voluntary  school 
juid  then  the  whole  elaborate  provisions 
•of  Clause  3  are  absolutely  futile,  and  the 
protection    to     denominational    schools 
is      eutirely      wanting.      The       noble 
£arl  who  has  just  sat  down  said  in   a 
•confident  way  that  this  would  be  secured 
and  that  would  be  secured.     It  is  not  the 
•case.     They  may  be  secured  if  the  local 
authority  is  friendly,  but  if  is  not  friendly 
ithere  is  no  such  protection.  It  is  in  order 
to  protect  the  children  who  are  unlucky 
enough  to  live  in  the  area  of  a  hostile 
local  authority  that  we  shall  have  to  ask 
your  Lordships  to  agree  to  some  Amend- 
ment when  the  Bill  gets  into  Committee. 
I  wish  to  say  one  word  about  Clause  4. 
Your  Lordships  have    heard    in    great 
detail  how  Clause  4  is  hedged  round  with 
all  sorts  of  elaborate  limitations  which  I 
am  airaid  will  go  far  to  render  it  nueatory. 
I  think  it  was  Lord  Burghclere  who  said 
that  if  schools  were  not  treated  properly 
under  Clause  4  they  had  an  appeal.  That 
is  to  say  if  they  can  fulfil  all  the  conditions, 
if  there  are  parents  of  four-fifths  of  the 
children  in  favour  of  continuing  the  school 
as  a  denominational  school,  if  it  is  in  an 
urban  district,  if  that  urban  district  con- 
tains more  than  5,000  people — then  if  all 
athese  conditions  are  f  umlled  and  the  local 
authority  refuses  to  give  extended  facili- 


ties the  school  can  appeal.  Has  the  noble 
Lord  looked  into  the  Appeal  Clause? 
Has  he  followed  it  and  understood  it? 
I  can  assure  him  I  do  not  say  this  with 
any  view  of  treating  bim  with  disrespect, 
but  he  will  remember  that  none  of 
these  clauses  have  been  explained.  They 
were  pitch-forked  into  the  Bill  in  the 
middle  of  its  passage  through  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  in  such  a  condition 
that  they  could  not  be  explained  to 
that  branch  of  the  legislature.  As  I 
read  the  Appeal  Clause  there  is  no 
appeal  given  to  a  school  when  once  it  has 
been  transferred.  For.un  appeal  to  lie  at 
all  it  must  be  a  school  which  makes  this 
application  before  it  is  transferred.  That 
is  a  very  important  limitation.  Then  the 
appeal  must  be  entered  before  January 
1st,  1908,  that  is  to  say,  practically,  within 
a  year  after  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  if  it 
does  pass  into  law.  It  will  be  exceedingly 
difficult  to  get  things  forward  to  such  a 
point  that  an  appeal  will  be  possible  in  a 
year — and,  remember,  the  local  education 
authority  have  no  motive  to  hurry 
matters,  because  in  another  clause  they 
have  complete  control  over  the  school 
during  the  year.  They  can  do  as  they 
like  in  the  intervening  period.  Why 
should  they  make  things  easy  1  If  things 
are  slightly  delayed  there  will  be  no  time 
for  appeal. 

♦Thb  Earl  of  CREWE:  Which 
clause  does  the  noble  Marquess  allude  to 
as  ^ving  complete  control  in  the  interval  t 
I  think  it  is  Clause  12  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  was  alluding,  the  one  where  a 
school  refuses  to  come  to  any  arrangement* 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
What  the  noble  Earl  means  is  that  the 
school  will  be  carried  on  as  a  denonuna- 
tional  school  during  that  period.  I  was 
inaccurate  and  apologise  to  the  noble 
Earl,  but  all  the  same  the  point  of  my 
argument  remains.  No  doubt  it  will  be 
carried  on  for  a  year  as  a  denominational 
school,  but  if  the  local  authority  choose 
to  delav  matters  for  a  year  no  appeal  urill 
lie.  But  lastlv,  my  Lords,  ana  this  I 
cannot  reallv  believe  that  the  Grovem- 
ment  intend^  no  appeal  will  lie  if  the 
local  education  authority  refuses  to  enter- 
tain the  application  altogether,  because  if 
they  do  there  will  be  no  local  inquiry.  I 
think  it  is  one  of  the  examples  of  the 
amazing  drafting  of  this  £ill.  It  is 
because  this  Bill  has  not  been  introduced 
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and  carried  through  as  an  ordinary  Bill, 
but  because  it  has  been  introduced  under 
conditions  which  have  never  been  seen  in 
Parliament  before,  and  has  been  battered 
about  from  side  to  side  as  pressure  was 
put  on,  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  has  tried  to  find  salvation  first 
in  one  Amendment  and  then  another, 
until  he  hardly  knew  where  he  was  ;  and 
then  when  the  thing  ought  to  have  been 
put  right  in  the  House  of  Commons  the 
guillotine  came  down,  and  the  Bill  in  this 
extraordinary  form  has  been  sent  up  to 
your  Lordships'  House.  But  supposiug 
the  appeal  does  lie.  Even  then  the  un- 
fortunate denominational  school  is  not 
out  of  its  troubles.  The  Board  of  Edu- 
cation has  complete  discretion  even  then 
as  to  whether  they  will  entertain  the 
appeal  or  not,  and  if  they  do  entertain 
the  appeal  it  does  not  follow  that  the 
school  will  be  allowed  to  continue  as 
originally  started.  It  may  be  deprived 
of  all  help  from  the  rates  and  be  relegated 
to  the  new  category  of  State-aided  schools 
which  has  been  founded  for  the  purpose  of 
this  Bill.  Finally  any  arrangement  so 
settled  only  lasts  for  five  years.  I  wonder 
whether  your  Lordships  have  realised 
what  that  means.  If  any  complaint  is 
made  during  the  course  of  the  five  years 
that  the  local  education  authority  is  not 
really  carrying  out  the  decision  of  the 
appeal,  then  the  unfortunate  school  runs 
tne  risk  of  being  deprived  of  this  rate.  At 
the  end  of  five  years  what  happens  1  The 
school  will  be  a  transferrea  school  and 
then  no  appeal  will  lie,  when  the  local 
education  authority  once  more  refuses, 
and  it  would  refuse,  extended  facilities. 

♦  The  Earl  of  CREWE :  The  noble 
Marquess  is  entirely  inaccurate  in  saying 
that. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
In  what  am  I  inaccurate  ?  Am  I  incorrect 
in  saying  that  no  appeal  would  lie  in  the 
case  of  a  transferred  school  1 

♦  The  Earl  of  CREWE :  No.  The 
noble  Marquess  is  incorrect  in  saying  the 
school  would  continue  as  a  necessarily 
transferred  school.  Provided  the  con- 
ditions are  maintained  it  will  be  continued 
at  the  end  of  five  years. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  It  is 
expressly  provided  that  the  arrangement 
only  lasts  for  five  years,  and  at  tne  end 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury. 


it  is  to  be  reconsidered  and  the  school 
will  then  be  a  transferred  school.  [ M  i  N  is 
ierial  cries  of  "No.'*]  Yes,  it  will.  It 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Local  educa- 
tion authority.  If  I  am  wrong  the  noble 
Earl  or  some  other  Member  of  the  Govom- 
ment  will  correct  me,  but  I  say  that  being^ 
a  transferred  school  no  appeal  will  lie. 
There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  a  great 
deal  more  light  requires  to  be  thrown  on 
the  drafting  of  this  Bill,  and  before  it  lias 
left  your  Lordships'  House  I  hope  it  y^Vk 
receive  it.  What  I  have  said  is  directed 
only  to  show  that  not  only  are  the  limited 
conditions,  such  as  have  been  pointed  ou1» 
by  previous  speakers,  extremely  onerous^ 
not  only  do  they  deprive  Clause  IV.  of  the 
greater  part  of  its  efficiency,  but  even  in 
the  Appeal  Clause  an  extra  blow  is  struck 
at  these  unfortunate  denominational 
schools. 

I  have  troubled  your  Lordships  witli 
these  observations  in  order  to  show 
what,  in  my  judgment,  is  to  be  said  of 
the  drafting  of  this  Bill ;  but  I  should  like 
to  say  one  word  upon  the  speech  delivered 
by  the  noble  Duke,  the  Diuce  of  Norfolk, 
earlier  this  evening.  He  told  us  the  con- 
ditions upon  which  he  for  one  accepted 
this  Bill.  He  told  us  that  it  was  only 
upon  the  express  understanding  that  he 
was  not  to  be  held  to  approve  of  the 
principle  of  this  measure.  1  do  not  know 
whether  I  value  that  particular  phrase 
very  highly,  but  this  I  do  know,  that  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  and  I  speak,  I  am 
quite  certain,  for  all  those  who  sit  with  me 
on  this  bench,  we  agree  with  the  noble 
Duke  in  things:  that  no  objection  could 
legitimately  be  made  to  Amendments, 
however  drastic  they  may  be,  merely 
because  we  have  agreed  to  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  BuL  We  maintain  a 
perfectfy  free  hand,  and  we  earnestly  hope 
that  in  the  discussion  yet  to  come  in  your 
Lordships'  House  something  may  be  done, 
nay,  a  great  deal  may  be  done,  in  order 
to  place  once  more  upon  its  proper  footing 
the  right  of  the  parents  to  preserve  for 
the  children  definite  religious  education. 

The  lord  BISHOP  or  RIPON :  My 
Lords,  when  I  look  at  the  clock  I  feel  I 
should  be  only  interposing  between  yon 
and  well-merited  rest  if  X  ventured  to 
enlist  your  attention  for  more  than  a  few 
moments,  but  at  the  same  time  you  wiU 
perhaps  allow  me  at  this  moment  to 
interpose,  because  it  seems  to  me  there 
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are  one  or  two  considerations  which  need 
to  be  in  our  minds  in  order  that  we 
may      not      merelj      anticipate     those 
Amendments  which  I  suppose  will  be 
brought  forward  in  the  autumn,  but  that 
'we  may,  as  far  as  possible,  clear  our  minds 
as   to  general  principles    which    might 
guide  us  in  the  mterval.     It  is  a  happy 
thing,  I  think,  that  the  consideration  of 
the  Amendments  of  this  Bill  are  left  to  a 
time  somewhat  later,  after  we  have  had 
an     opportunity    of    recuperation    and 
therefore  consideration.     I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  it  would  be  a  very  great 
mistake  if  in  a  measure  of  such  import- 
ance as  this,    afiecting  as  it  does,   not 
merely  the  welfare  of  the  present  genera- 
tion, but  I  imagine  the  welfare  of  later 
generations  also,  we  should  settle  this 
matter  with  anything  approaching  politi- 
cal    or    polemical     heat.     There     are 
questions  which  surely  might  very  well 
be  lifted  above  the  range  of  mere  par- 
tisan controversy,  and  whether  we  differ 
from  one  another  on  points  of  religion  or 
points  of  politics,  yet  upon  this  question 
of  what  is  best  for  the  uprising  genera- 
tion we  ought,  as  far  as  possible,  to  seek 
a  common  policy  and  come  to  a  unan- 
imous agreement.      I  admit  what  has 
been     said — who     of     us     can     deny 
it  1— that  when  we  approach  the  question 
we    are    immediately    immersed    in    a 
religious  controversy.    There  are  some 
people  who  deprecate  that,  and  who,  like 
my  noble  friend  opposite,  desire  to  bring 
in'such  measures  as  would  remove  entirely 
from  the  sphere,  as  it  were,  of  political 
action  the  religious  question  altogether. 
But,  my  Lords,  I  entirely  differ  from 
those  who  imagine  that  there  is  evil  in 
the  religious  fervour  which  is  expressed 
on  such  a  matter  as  this.     It  is  surely 
important  that  we  at  least  remain  earnest 
in  this  matter  of  religion,  and  I  venture 
to  say  the  day  would  be  a  very  sad  one 
tf  this  question  of  religion  were  met  in 
any  degree  with  indifference  and  there 
was  no  earnestness  kindled  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  what  was  meant  by  religious 
education.     Therefore  I  am  not  afraid  to 
speak  of  the  earnest  spirit  which   has 
been  displayed  on  all  sides,  and  I  speak 
with  a  greater  ease  and  confidence  this 
afternoon    because  I  gather    from    the 
speeches  delivered  on  both  sides  that  it 
seems  now  to  be  an  accepted  fact  that 
diis    Bill    will  be  read  a  second   time 
without    a    division.       We    are    there- 
fore in  a  calmer  atmosphere  and  we  can 
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look  at  these  questions  with  greater 
deliberation.  We  can  separate  ourselves 
from  the  domains  of  political  party,  and 
may  I  say  also,  from  the  control  of  any 
ecclesiastical  or  theological  bias.  If  we 
can  do  that  we  may  perhaps  approach 
those  principles  whicn  it  seems  to  me  are 
absolutely  necessary  for  a  just  and  per- 
manent settlement  of  this  great  education 
question. 

There  are  only  three  policies  possible 
to  us.  Two  of  these  I  may  describe 
as  logical,  and  the  third  may  be 
described  by  some  as  illogical.  The  first 
logical  settlement  is  that  of  the  secular- 
ist, who  sajs :  *  Let  us  abolish  this 
difficulty  by  simply  saying  we  will  sec- 
ularise all  education.' 

Now  the  amendment  suggested  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  was  intended  to  do 
that,  but  I  take  it  from  what  has  been 
said  on  both  sides  to-night  and  the 
division  elsewhere  that  we  have  aban- 
noned  altogether  the  idea  of  a  secular 
settlement  of  this  question.  I  think 
that  is  right.  I  think  that  the  people  of 
this  country  do  not  desire  secularism, 
but  that  is  a  very  different  thing  from 
saying  that  there  are  conceivable  condi* 
tions  m  which  you  may  be  driven  into  it, 
and  it  is  that  fact  which  we  need  to  keep 
in  mind,  because  in  the  history  of  nations 
it  has  often  happened  that  the  very  thing 
which  the  majority  of  the  people  have 
not  desired  has  yet  been  brought 
to  pass.  I  may  illustrate  it  in  this 
way.  Two  men  are  sitting  on  a  see- 
saw, and  if  they  are  men  of  pretty 
well  equal  weight  it  is  quite  possible 
that  a  little  man  or  child  seated  on  the 
saddle  of  the  see-saw  may  be  able  to  de- 
termine the  direction  in  which  it  may 
rise  or  fall,  and  it  is  precisely  that  posi- 
tion in  which  we  find  ourselves  at  the 
present  moment.  We  find  ourselves  in 
the  position  in  which  parties  are  so  evenly 
balanced,  for  although  the  majority  may 
be  mentioned  as  very  high  in  another 
place,  yet  I  think  if  you  appeal  you 
would  find  that  public  opinion  is  much 
more  evenly  balanced  than  we  have  any 
idea  of.  But  the  evil  I  point  out  is  that 
there  may  be  a  danger  in  the  future,  and  if 
we  do  not  come  to  a  reasonable  settle- 
ment in  thb  matter,  it  may  be  settled  in 
a  sense  which  neither  side  of  this  House 
nor  the  country  at  large  in  any  way  de- 
sires. Some  people  are  inclined  to  mini- 
mise   this  danger  on  the  ground  that 
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there  has  been  such  detennined  opposition 
to  secularism ;  but  I  venture  to  express 
the  possibility  that  it  might  be  other- 
wise, and  therefore  as  a  grave  delibera- 
tive assembly,  into  whose  hands  has 
been  entrusted  a  great  responsibility  con- 
cerning the  destinies  of  the  people,  I  do 
earnestly  implore  your  Lordships  to  take 
no  step  which  may  in  any  sense  jeopardise 
the  determination  and  the  combination  of 
all  parties  in  this  country  to  maintain 
Christian  teaching  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  the  land. 

I  quite  admit  we  may  maintain 
that  religious  principle  by  the  method 
described  by  the  Lord  President, 
by  a  concurrent  endowment,  and  that 
would  be  a  logical  solution  of  this 
matter.  It  would  be  saying  in  effect 
that  we  are  not  discriminating  be- 
tween any  of  the  religious  bodies,  but 
putting  all  upon  the  same  platform ;  and 
although  the  objection  would  be  raised 
that  the  rates  would  be  used  for  religious 
purposes,  personally  I  should  have  no 
objection  on  that  score,  because  I  do  not 
share  the  intense  conscientiousness  of 
some  people  who  are  afraid  to  spend  a 
penny  of  public  money  in  doing  that 
which  the  country  at  large  desires  should 
be  done.  That  solution,  I  venture  to  say, 
is  outside  the  range  of  practical  politics  at 
the  present  moment,  and  although  I  could 
quite  imagine  a  number  of  people  de- 
sirous and  enamoured  of  it,  I  cannot  help 
asking  myself  the  question,  is  it  possible  1 
And  if  not  possible,  let  us  take  a  wise 
policy  and  not  seek  one  which  we  cannot 
obtain.  I  was  very  happy  to  hear  on  all 
sides,  and  particularly  from  the  Members 
of  Government  to-night,  that  this  fiill 

Erotects  religious  teaching  in  the  country, 
ut  I  confess  that  when  I  examine  the 
Bill  I  cannot  find  the  justification  of  this 
Utopian  idea.  It  does  strike  me  as  a 
very  strange  way  of  maintaining  simple 
Christian  teaching  in  this  country  when 
it  is  pointed  out  that  you  may  have  a 
county  council  that  will  not  allow  it, 
that  you  may  have  teachers  who  may 
have  conscientious  objections  about  giv- 
ing it,  and  that  vou  may  have  parents 
who  will  not  allow  their  children  to 
receive  it.  The  Bill,  therefore,  does  not, 
as  I  understand  it,  give  the  very  thing 
for  which  it  seems  to  me  we  should  con- 
tend most  earnestly.  If  we  could  only 
go  to  people  and  say  this  Bill  gives 
simple  Christian    teaching   of    such    a 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Ripon* 


character  that  it  does  not  lack  definiteness, 
that  it  is  real  and  genuine,  and  that  it  is 
taught  by  people  who  earnestly  believe 
in  it — if  you  can  go  to  people  and  say 
that  is  the  meaning  of  this  measure,  I 
believe  it  would  find  acceptance  from 
PC  van-tenths  of  the  people  of  the  country  ; 
but  I  cannot  find  that  m  the  Bill.  What 
I  would  earnestly  pray  your  Lordships  to 
consider  is,  whatever  Amendments  you 
may  introduce  into  the  Bill,  and  there 
are  noroe  I  am  sure  all  agree  should  be 
there,  let  us  make  this  one  strong  resolu- 
tion, that  the  Bill  shall  not  leave  this 
House  till  the  right  of  religious  teaching 
is  secured  to  every  child  in  the  country. 
Do  not  leave  it  to  the  option  of  local 
authorities.  The  reason  I  say  that  is 
very  simple.  There  are  those  who  take 
very  various  views  concerning  the  quali- 
fications of  Parliament  to  deal  with  re- 
ligious questions.  I  confess  that  it  has 
always  seemed  to  me  to  be  a  very  far 
fetched  and  unreal  idea  that  Parliament 
has  no  right  and  no  duty  and  no  obli- 
gation towards  the  religious  condition  of 
th^)eople  of  the  country.  My  view  is 
the  very  opposite  of  that.  So  long  as  we 
believe  that  the  people  of  this  country 
desire  religious  teaching,  and  so  long  as 
it  is  our  settled  conviction  that  they 
ought  to  have  it,  so  long  I  think  it  is  the 
solemn  and  bounden  duty  of  the  (Govern- 
ment to  see  that  it  is  put  within  their 
reach.  If  that  is  not  secured  by  this  Bill 
the  people  of  this  country  will  have  a 
right  to  feel  they  are  disappointed. 

What  I  plead  for,  therefore,  is 
that  the  religious  teaching  which 
is  contemplated  in  this  Bill  should 
not  be  left  to  the  option  of  the 
local  authority.  We  are  told,  of 
course,  that  the  local  authorities  will  be 
very  good,  and  wiU  do  all  that  is  right 
and  just,  but  we  have  instances  which 
show  that  they  are  not  always  disposed  to 
give  even  simple  religious  teaching.  But 
what  troubles  my  mind  far  more  than 
that,  is  this.  What  is  the  ground  on  which 
wo  are  asked  to  trust  the  local  authority  t 
It  is  the  general  conscience,  which  is  sup- 
posed to  be  working  in  the  minds  of  these 
bodies ;  but  why  imagine  that  the  local 
authority  is  likely  to  possess  a  conscience, 
and  deny  the  right  of  that  conscience  to 
the  legislaturn  of  this  country  !  It  seems 
to  me,  that  if  little  Peddlington  has  a 
conscience,  the  Houses  of  Parliament  mu*t 
have  one  on  this  matter ;  and  therefore  I 
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say  this  question  should  not  be  left  to  the 
chance  of  elections  for  the  local  authorities, 
but  should  be  settled  by  the  determination 
of  Parliament  itself.     But  I  ask  for  some- 
thing else.     I  ask  that  religious  teaching 
should  be  made   real.     I  was  happy  to 
hear,  and  I  am  sure  many  amongst  us  will 
be  very  much  reassured  by  hearing,  that 
this  Bill  is  intended  to  cover  a  religious 
teaching  in  which  the  Lord's  Prayer,  the 
Ten  Commandments,  and  the   Apostles' 
Creed  shall  find  a  place.     If  that  is  the 
case,  many  around  us  have  misunderstood 
the  Bill.     I  am  very  glad  that  it  should 
be   so,  and   I  am  thankful    to  see'  that 
there  have  been  Nonconformists  who  have 
had   both   the  courage  and    wisdom   to 
declare  that  what  they  desire  is,    that 
the  simple  teaching  shall  be  in  harmony 
with  the  Apostles'  Creed.     That  seems  to 
me  a  very  hopeful  sign  indeed.     I  am  not 
amongst  those  who  stand  very  strongly 
for  what  is  called  denominational  teach- 
ing, because  I  understand  by  denomina- 
tional teaching  those  points  upon  which 
one  reUgious  body  differs  from  another, 
and    which  are,   therefore,  outside    the 
range  of  these  larger  matters,  upon  which 
the  greater  number,  I  trust,  of  Christian 
bodies,  are  fti  accord.     A   denomination 
is   that    which    is  distinguished    by   its 
denominationalism.    The  denominational- 
ism  of  the  Baptist  consists  of  the  theory  of 
Adult  Baptism,  but  when  you  ask  is  there 
nothing  in  common,  my  plea  is  that  there 
is,  but  I  know  there  are  those  who  say 
no,  and  that  all  that  is  left  is  nothing  at 
alL      Of  course,  if  we  are  to  say  that  the 
teaching  is  to  be  such  that  you  are  never 
to  say  anything  in  your  teaching  that 
anyone  else  can  possibly  object  to,  then  I 
admit  the  residuum  is  very  small  indeed, 
and,  as  I  think,  it  disappears  into  thin  air. 
But  I  do  not  think  that  is  the  reason,  and 
I  do  not  think  it  would  be  wise  or  digni- 
fied to  enter  into  a  mere  strategic  dis- 
cussion of  this  matter  in  order  to  prove 
that  there  is  a  nebulous  result  left.     You 
have  the  clear  definition  given  to  us  by 
respectable    Nonconformists    that     they 
are  desirous    to    maintain    a  realitv  of 
religious  teaching.      If  I  were  speaking 
my  own  opinion  only,  I  should  listen  with 
the  greatest  respect  to  those,  and  they 
are  many,  who  difi*er  from  me,  but  I  am 
not  faithless  to  my  own  communion  when 
I  say  that  simple  Christianity  does  mean 
something  real,   and  when  I   remember 
that  it  is  precisely  the  authorised  declara- 
tion of  my  own  Church. 


Now,  my  Lords,  I  cannot  help  stand- 
ing with  a  sense  of  what  I  would 
call  deeper  responsibility  as  I  look 
into  the  meaning  of  this  question  as  it 
is  addressing  itself  to  our  minds  to- 
day. I  have  the  greatest  reverence  for 
those  who  are  anxious  that  the  faith 
which  has  done  so  much  for  them  and  for 
their  ancestors  should  remain  untouched 
and  UDtampered  with.  I  feel  that  the 
greatest  respect  and  reverence  should  be 
paid  to  anyone  who  comes  to  us  and  says 
"  These  convictions  are  dear  to  me  ;  you 
may  not  share  them,  but,  believe  me,  they 
are  dear  to  me  and  to  thousands  more." 
Whether  we  agree  with  that  attitude 
or  not,  it  is  entitled  to  the  deepest  respect 
and  reverence.  For  that  reason  I  would 
earnestly  plead  that  whatever  can  be  done 
to  meet  the  rights  of  parents,  or,  shall  I 
say,  the  sanctity  of  the  religious  con- 
victions of  other  people,  should  be  done 
in  this  Bill  by  increasing  or  improving 
the  conditions  of  the  facilities  which  are 
provided.  I  do  ask  whether  we  have 
not  reached  a  juncture  in  the  religious 
history  of  the  world  in  which  it  is  im- 
portant  that  we  should  realise  that  that 
common  Christianity  which  now  is  be- 
ginning to  find  such  happy  expressions 
from  Nonconformists  and  others  is  a  real 
thing,  and  for  which  it  is  worth  sacrificing 
a  good  deal  in  order  that  we  may  agree 
upon  iti  The  history  of  religious  con- 
troversy is  this,  that  the  value  and 
significance  of  dogmas  which  were  of  such 
vast  importance  and  loomed  so  large  in  the 
minds  of  our  ancestors,  are  becoming  less 
and  less.  These  things  we  have  largely 
outgrown  and  we  are  beginning  to 
see  a  wider  and  nobler  prospect  before 
us.  Who  now  is  going  to  enter  into 
controversy  concerning  Calvinism  and 
Arminianism  1  Why,  these  things  are 
going  fast  into  the  past,  but,  as  I  believe, 
we  are  not  left  unguided  by  One  who 
directs  the  destinies  of  nations.  It  seems 
to  me  that  in  our  very  difficulties  there  is 
an  appeal  from  Providence  round  us  not  to 
make  too  much  of  our  differences  in  our 
hour,  and  that  as  the  changes  of  human 
thought  advance  so  will  the  very  simpli- 
city of  these  truths  become  more  and 
more  apparent  to  us.  Yonder,  in  the 
great  world  men  are  famishing  for  the 
great  Truth  we  have  the  power  to  give, 
and  it  is  of  the  most  earnest  importance 
that  we  should,  as  far  as  possible,  show  by 
our  action  to-day  that  there  is  something 
in  the  platform  of  our  common  Chris t- 
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ianity  upon  which  we  can  unite,  which  is 
dearer  to  us  than  many  other  things  which 
are  dear  also.  Although  it  is  true  that  I 
am  as  loyally  attached  to  my  communion 
as  ever,  yet  when  the  hour  of  my  country's 
danger  is  come,  so  do  I  feel  it  is  now  for 
us  to  come  out  and  say  while  we  are 
sincerely  attached  to  our  communion  we 
do  earnestly  ask  you  to  magnify  those 
groimds  on  which  we  can  agree  to  face  a 
common  danger. 

I    said    that    there    is    the    fear    of 
secularism.      It  is  before  our  eyes.     It 
is  for  that  reason  I  spoke.     The  power 
which  moves  for  secularism  will  be  kept 
in  abeyance  if  it  can  be  shown  that  the 
Christian  men  of  this  country,  while  ever 
holding  their  personal  convictions  strong, 
clear  and  true,  are  yet  ready  to  unite  and 
resist    a    common   foe,  and    to  preserve 
the    heritage   of    the    children    of   this 
country.     Let  us  surrender  something, 
if    necessary,     for    the    maintenance  of 
what     is    greater      and     more     lasting 
still.      There  is  much    I     should    like 
to  criticise  in  this  Bill,  but  time  is  too 
short.     My  objection  to  the  policy  sug- 
gested by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  is  that 
it  lowers  religion  beneath  the  place  of 
acknowledged    dignity    which  it    ought 
to  hold  in  this  country.     It  betokens  a 
policy  which  seems  to  say,  **  You   can  do 
as  you  please  because  the   State  has  no 
responsible  care  in  this  matter.''    But  the 
State    has   something    to    do    with    it, 
unless  we  have  fallen  low  and  lost  faith 
in  the  Living  (Jod.     Forgive  me  if  I 
speak     the      language     which       befits 
my     own     profession,     but      it     does 
seem  to  me  that  the  Resolution  of  this 
House  ought  to  be  something  on  these 
lines ;  "  We  who  represent  the  people  of 
this  country,  believing  in  the  Living  Gkxl 
ourselves,  and  remembering  that  the  fear 
of  the  Lord  is  the  beginning  of  wisdom, 
resolve  that  no  child  wiibin  the  country 
shall  be  allowed  to  grow  up  without  the 
opportunity  of   knowing   these    elemen- 
tary Christian  truths,"  and  it  is  because 
I  believe  that  that  is  the  only  way  in 
which    we  can  save  ourselves  from  the 
possibility     of    that    secularism    which 
would  be  so  disastrous  and  destructive 
to    national    life    and   character,  that  I 
plead,  at  any  rate,  that  whatever  our  own 
convictions  may  be  we  stand  firm  and 
determined  that  the  simple  Christianity 
of  which  I  have  spoken  be  maintained  as 
an  integral  and  necessary   part  of   the 
education  of  the  children  of  this  country. 

Tht  Lard  Bishop  of  Ripen, 


Ix)RD    OVERTOUN:    We    all    sym- 
pathise with  the  eloquent  words  that  have 
fallen  from  the  rignt  rev.  Prelate  who 
has  just  spoken.     He  said  that  it  might 
be  well  from  a  little  distance  to  review 
the  whole  condition  of  this  Bill.     Now  I 
think,  hailing  from  Scotland,  we  can  look 
from  afar  on  the  principles  of  this  Bill. 
May  I  remind  noble  Lords  that  in  1872, 
when  the  Scottish  education  question  was 
settled,  we  had  then  in  Scotland  schools 
belonging  to  all  the  Presbyterian  churches, 
and  though  in  the  main  the  belief  of  all 
the  Presbyterian  churches  is  the  same, 
still  there  is  what  has  been  often  spoken 
of  as  a  different  atmosphere  altogether  in 
those    Presbyterian    churches        When 
our  national  svstem  of  education  in  1872 
was     launched,     all     the     Presbyterian 
churches  made  up  their  minds  to  give  up 
their  own  denominational  schools.     I  was 
asked    the   other   day    by   a    friend    in 
England  how  much  they  got  for  all  the 
schools  they  gave  up.    They  not  only 
got   nothing,   but  they  asked  nothing; 
they  handed  them  over  as  they  were  to 
the  new  school  boards  which  werQ  started 
in  that  country.     The  next  question  was, 
"  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  different 
churches  had  sufficient  confidence  in  the 
new  school  boards  that  a  proper  religious 
education  would  be  given  when  those 
schools  would  be  taken  over,  to  enable 
them  to  give  up  all  that  property,  which 
would  be  worth  a  very  large  sum  of 
money  and  which  had  been  paid  almost 
entirely  by  the  members  of  the  churches  1 " 
The  answer  was  "  Certainly.      We  have 
confidence  in  our  fellow  citizens  and  our 
fellow  countrymen,"  and  the  result  is  justi- 
fied by  the  experience  we  have  gained. 
I  have  often  wished  that  the  Church  of 
England  had  followed  a  little  more  in  the 
way  of  the  Presbyterians  in  Scotland  in 
order  to  obtain  a  national  system  of  edu- 
cation.    Those  schools  which  are  being 
handed  over  are    generally    known    as 
voluntary    schools,   but    I  must  confess 
that  the  word  "  voluntary  "  is  very  much 
of  a  misnomer,  for  they  have  not  been  en- 
tirely maintained  or  supported  by  the 
Church.     And  the  support  is  of  a  very 
diminishing  quantity,  and  therefore  I  think 
that  the  sacrifice,  if  they  were  to  hand  them 
over  for  general  national  education,  would 
not  be  so  great  as  is  generally  supposed. 
I   am   glad    that  tl^  noble  Lora  who 
put  on  the  Notice  Paper  a  Motion  as  to 
the  secularising  of  education  has  seen  his. 
way  to  withdraw  that  Motion.     I  am  well 
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aware  that  those  who  sympathise  with 
Lord  Malmesbury  fear  a  httle  to  drag  the 
relidots  question  into  the  controversy  and 
might  be  prepared  to  sweep  it  aside,  but 
that  is  not  the  opinion  of  this  country. 
if  that  question  were  an  outside  one,  it 
might  very  well  be  laid  aside,  but  I  think 
no  education  is  worth  having  in  this 
country  except  it  is  based  upon  religious 
grounds.  Doubtless  there  is  a  difficulty 
in  satisfying  all  and  finding  a  common 

ground  on  which  to  agree,  but  we  are 
ound  to  face  a  difficulty  of  this  kind 
when  it  involves  such  serious  consequences. 
And  I  believe  that  if  this  crucial  question 
were  honestly  faced  we  ought  to  be  able 
to  have  it  properly  settled.  Unless  the 
children  in  our  schools  are  taught  about 
truth  and  their  duty  to  GUxi  and  man  our 
educational  system  will  stand  entirely  on 
a  false  basis.  We  call  ourselves  a  Chris- 
tian country  and  we  speak  of  national  edu- 
cation, but  I  strongly  believe  that  except 
our  education  is  founded  on  righteousness 
and  the  word  of  Gtxi  it  will  not  be 
of  a  satisfactory  character  at  all  The 
&ust  that  in  another  place  the  vote 
was  as  large  as  477  against  63  shows 
how  strongly  and  unanimously  the  people 
of  this  country  feel  on  this  great  question. 
But  we  come  to  a  difficult  ques- 
tion. The  right  rev.  Prelate  and 
others  who  spoke  near  him  seemed  to 
slide  into  the  error  that  religious  teaching 
means  the  teaching  of  the  Church  of 
England.  Now  it  has  been  frequently 
said  that  religious  teaching  viewed  in 
that  light  is  not  Bible  teaching.  If  re- 
ligious teaching  according  to  the  Church 
ofEngland  is  not  Bible  teaching,  then  it 
is  a  bad  look-out  for  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, because  we  understand  the  Bible  to 
be  the  basis  of  teaching  of  that  kind.  I 
am  glad  to  note  what  has  been  said 
to-night  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  with 
regard  to  the  Ten  Commandments  and 
the  Lord's  Prayer.  Let  me  remind  vou  that 
they  come  out  of  the  Bible.  The  Apostles' 
Oeed  is  not  accurately  scriptural,  but  we 
accept  it,  and  I  believe  the  whole  country 
accepts  it  as  a  statement  of  religious 
belief.  In  Scotland  we  have  no  religious 
difficulty,  and  I  know  that  in  some 
quarter!  where  no  relieion  was  taught  those 
in  the  neighbourhood,  having  put  their 
heads  together,  managed  to  introduce  a 
system  that  was  satisractory  to  everyone 
— a    sound  religious  education,    and    I 

cannot  help  believing  that  if,  say,  half  a 

dozen  representatives  of  the  Church  of 


England  and  half  a  dozen  representatives 
of  the  Nonconformists  were  to  meet 
together  and  honestly  try  to  find  a 
common  ground  wherein  those  great 
truths  we  all  believe  in  were  clearly  set 
forth  without  any  sectarian  teaching,  it 
would  not  be  difficult  to  arrive  at  a  solid 
foundation  of  scripture  teaching  in  the 
schools.  The  word  ** dogma"  has  been 
used  to-night  very  frequently,  but  I 
strongly  feel  that  we  do  teach  dogma,  and 
must  teach  it,  because  by  dogma  I  under- 
stand those  great  vital  doctrines  on 
which  we  all  rest  our  faith,  and  not 
denominationalism.  I  was  somewhat 
surprised  to  hear  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
to-night  speak  of  the  great  Act  of  the  last 
century  as  being  Mr.  Forster's  Eduction 
Act  of  1 870.  I  am  old  enough  to  remember 
the  bitter  and  fierce  controversy  that 
raged  round  that  question  in  those  days, 
and  it  is  very  refreshing  now  to  hear 
leaders  in  the  Church  of  England 
speak  of  it  as  a  very  great  Act. 
I  believe  that  if  the  principles  that  are 
embodied  in  the  Bill  now  before  us  were 
carried  out,  in  later  years  it  would  be 
accepted  as  a  great  measure  that  had 
disentangled  many  of  the  complicated 
questions  we  have  to  face  in  this  matter. 
The  right  reverend  Prelate  was  speaking 
of  one  of  the  schools  to  which  the 
President  of  the  Council  referred,  but  it 
seemed  to  me  in  the  argument  he  used 
he  entirely  gave  away  his  case  with 
regard  to  the  London  school  He  said 
the  children  went  to  it  not  because  of  its 
denominational  teaching  but  because  it 
was  a  superior  class  of  school,  and  that 
the  tone  was  better ;  but  the  whole  argu- 
ment was  that  the  children  wanted  to  go  to 
it  or  the  parents  wanted  to  send  them  to  it 
because  of  its  denominational  teaching. 
The  superiority  of  the  school  is  possibly 
the  consequence  of  a  large  amount  of 
money  spent  on  it  and  the  higher  class  of 
teacher  obtained.  The  right  reverend 
Prelate  held  up  a  lurid  picture  of  a 
teacher  who  did  not  believe  in  miracles, 
and  especially  the  Resurrection  of  our 
Lord,  and  spoke  of  the  danger  of  having 
such  a  teacher  for  the  young.  I  believe 
there  are  many  even  of  the  Church  of 
England  clergy  who  hold  such  views 
but  in  general  they  are  not  objected 
to  on  that  ground.  And  I  do  not  think 
one  case  of  the  kind  is  enough  to  make  a 
difficulty. 

May    I    say    finally    that  the    noble 
Marquess    who    spoke    on     the    other 
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side   rather    twitted   the    Liberal  Party 
because  of  their  differing  on  questions  of 
detail,  although  they  agreed  on  principles. 
I  think  that  for  a  Tarty  to  agree  in  great 
principles    is    one    of  the  si^ns  of  the 
solidarity  of  that  Party,  though  they  may 
and  must  differ  in  detail.     But  when  the 
noble    Marquess   went  on    to  speak    of 
adherence  to  principle  be  laid  down  one 
^eat  principle,  that  of  the  right  of  parents 
in  regard  to  the  teaching  of  their  children, 
and  I  wondered  what  he  and  those  who 
agreed  with  him,  when  they  introduced 
the  Bill  of  1902,  thought  of  the  rights  and 
wishes  of  Nonconformist  parents.     This 
Bill  is  an  effort  to  right  wnat  has  been  a 
great  wrong.     There  has  been  since  the 
Act    of  L902  a  great  sense  of  injustice 
among  the  Nonconformists  of  £ngland,and 
it  must  be  remembered  that  the  Noncon- 
formists in  England  constitute  very  nearly 
half  the  population    of  this  great   land. 
By  that  Act  the  education  of  the  country 
was  practically  handed  over  to  the  Church 
of    England.     I    have    heard    this    Bill 
described  as  an  attack  upon  the  Church 
of  England.     It  is  no  such  thing.    We  do 
not  seek  to  retaliate,  but  we  seek  to  adjust 
equitably  a  great  ditficidty,  and  to  restore 
a  oalance  wMch  was  destroyed  by  the  Act 
to  which  I  have  referred.      We  heard  to- 
night that  in  1870  an  agreement  was  come 
to  that  there  should  be  no  denominational 
teaching  in  rate-aided  schools.     This  Bill 
endeavours  to  set  that  right  again.     I  do 
not  deny,  and  none  of  us  deny,  that  this 
Bill  may  be  improved,  but  I  believe  it  is  a 
splendid  effort  to  settle  a  very  difficult 
controversy,  and  to  put  the  education  of 
the   rising  generation  in  England  on  a 
satisfactory  and  suitable  basis. 

Earl  WALI)E(JRAVE  :  On  behalf  of 
the  Duke  of  Devonshire  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  debate  be  adjourned. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed." 

On  Question,  Debate  adjourned  till 
to-morrow. 


CROWN    LANDS    BILL. 

On  the  order  for  going  into  Committee 
on  the  Crown  Lands  Bill, 

lA)KD  CASTLETOWN  said  :  Before 
going  into  Committee  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  lx>rd  Privy  Se^l  a  Question,  of 

Lord  Oirrtoun. 


which  I  have  given  private  notice,  with 
reference  to  the  purchase  of  lands  and  the 
expenditure    of    money   which  may    be 
raised     by     the     various     departments. 
About    a    year    ago    a    very     vigorous 
attempt  was  made   in   Ireland   to  carry 
out  some  scheme  of  afforestation.     Those 
who    were     interested     in    the     matter 
saw  the  late  Chief  Secretary  and  the  pre- 
sent Chief    Secretary    on    the    subject. 
We  were  pressed  to  try  and  bring  for- 
ward a  scheme,  which  we  are  trying  to 
do  at  the  present  time,  and  we  were  also 
asked  what  funds    would    be  required. 
We  stated  that  the  quit  and  Crown  rents 
were  being  redeemed  under  the  sale  of 
land  to  the  tenants,  and  that  this  fund 
would  form  a  good  basis  under  which 
afforestation  could  be  carried  out.     We 
are  very  anxious  to  know  whether  Clause 
10,  which  seems  slightly  ambiguous,  could 
be  construed  as  being  a  basis  of  such  a 
fund.      We  are  anxious,  if  possible,  that 
this  quit  and  Crown  land  as  it  is  redeemed 
should    not    l>e    swallowed    up    in    the 
Treasury   finances  and  be  diverted   en- 
tirely  from  what    we    consider    is    the 
purpose  for  which  it  ought  to  be  utilised, 
rhey    are    practically   rents  which    arc 
received  from  lands  which  were  confiscated 
a  great  many  years  ago,  and  which  at 
that  time  were  heavily  afforested  and  of 
great  value.     We  think  we  can  fairly  ask 
that  some  such  scheme  should  be  arranged 
and    that  these    particular  sums  might 
possibly  be  devoted  to  this  purpose.      If 
possible,  we  would  ask  for  some  assurance 
that  it  might  be  utilised  for  the  purpose  of 
Crown  lands  or  of  land  which  might  be 
turned     into    Crown     1m nd     and     then 
re-afforested  ,by  State  aid,  as  is  done  on 
the  Continent  very  profitably. 

Thk  LOKD  privy  SEAL  (The 
Marquess  of  Kipon)  :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  tell  my  noble  friend  that  these 
particular  sums  are  likely  to  lie  or  could 
t>e  disposed  of  in  the  manner  proposed,  and 
I  say  that  not  at  all  from  any  want  of  inter- 
est on  the  part  of  the  Government  in  the 
question  of  re-ufforestation,  for  nothing 
can  be  more  important  in  many  districts, 
but  these  sums  are  capital  receipts  ;  ihey 
are  not  aimual  receipts  at  all.  The 
amounts  received  in  a  given  year  are  ex- 
ceedingly uncertain,  and  they  are  of  a 
nature  which  ought  to  l>e  disposed  of  as 
capital  sums.  Under  these  circumstances 
I  fear  it  would  l>e  impossible  to  make  any 
alteration  in  the  clauses  as  they  stand. 
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But,  if  my  noble  friend  is  looking  for  the 
re-afforestation  of  Crown  lands  there  is 
nothing  to  prevent  a  portion  of  the  income 
of  the  Crown  revenues  being  devoted  to 
that  purpose.  It  is  proposed  in  the  first 
clause  of  this  Bill  to  add  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  to  the  Office  of  Woods  for  the 
very  purpose  of  dealing,  among  other 
things,  with  this  question  of  afforestation. 

Lord  CASTLETOWN:  I  beg  to 
thank  the  noble  Marquess  for  his  land 
answer,  which  quite  satisfies  me. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) ;  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment: Standing  Committee  negatived: 
Then  (Standing  Order  XXXIX.  having 
been  suspendec^  Bill  read  3*^  and  passed. 


MARRIAGE  WITH   FOREIGNERS  RILL. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP:  The  first  of 
the  Amendments  I  have  to  move  was 
asked  for  by  Sir  Edward  Carson  and 
agreed  to  by  both  Parties.  The  other  is 
merely  to  extend  the  scope  of  the  clause 
in  a  useful  direction. 

Amendments  moved — 

"  In  Clause  1,  page  1,  line  7,  a'ter  the  wonl 
*  may '  to  insert  tne  words  '  if  it  \»  desired  for 
the  purpose  of  complying  with  the  requirement 
of  the  law  of  that  country  to  obtain  the  certifi  • 
cate  hereinafter  mentioned." 

"Inpage2Jine  11,  after  the  word  'of*  to 
insert  the  words  *aiiy  notice  of  an  intt:nded 
marriage  or.'  '*—(JikiH  Beauehamp,) 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Standing  Committee  negatived.  Then 
(Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.  having 
Deen  suspended) :  Amendments  reported : 
Bill  read  3%  with  the  Amendments,  and 
passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 


FATAL     ACCIDENTS     AND     SUDDEN 
DEATHS  INQUIRY  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  Second  Reading 
read. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  This  is 
merely  a  Bill  in  two  clauses  which  I  think 
are  practically  agreed  ta 


On  Question,  Bill  read  2'^  (according  to 
order),  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 


STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  It  was 
promised  in  the  House  of  Commons  that 
this  Bill  should  he  carefully  considered, 
and  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion,  in 
which  Lord  Robertson,  who  is  the  greatest 
authority,  concurs,  that  the  suggested 
Amendment  would  be  incompatible  with 
the  idea  of  statute  law  revision.  There 
are  certain  other  Amendments  of  a  formal 
character,  and  if  the  Committee  will  allow 
me,  I  propose  to  move  them  en  bhc. 

Amendments  made. 

Standing  Committee  negatived.  Then 
(Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.  having 
been  suspended)  :  Amendments  reported. 
Bill  reaa  3%  with  the  Amendments,  and 
passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 


MUSICAL   COPYRIGHT   BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP:  In  moving 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  I  may 
say  it  has  only  been  able  to  reach  your 
Lordships'  House  at  this  period  of  the 
session  by  agreement  between  both 
Parties. 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2». 

♦The  Earl  op  PLYMOUTH  :  I  should 
like  to  express  satisfaction  with  His 
Majesty's  Government  for  having  taken 
up  this  Bill,  and  I  trust  that  by  the 
suspension  of  the  Standing  Order  it  may 
pass  as  quickly  to-morrow  as  certain 
other  Bilb  have  passed  to-day. 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2%  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
Hou^e  To-mprrow. 
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ianity  upon  which  we  can  unite,  which  is 
dearer  to  us  than  many  other  things  which 
are  dear  also.  Although  it  is  true  that  I 
am  as  loyally  attached  to  my  communion 
as  ever,  yet  when  the  hour  of  my  country's 
danger  is  come,  so  do  I  feel  it  is  now  for 
us  to  come  out  and  say  while  we  are 
sincerely  attached  to  our  communion  we 
do  earnestly  ask  you  to  magnify  those 
grounds  on  which  we  can  agree  to  face  a 
common  danger. 

I    said    that    there    is    the    fear    of 
secularism.      It  is  before  our  eyes.     It 
is  for  that  reason  I  spoke.     The  power 
which  moves  for  secularism  will  be  kept 
in  abeyance  if  it  can  be  shown  that  the 
Christian  men  of  this  country,  while  ever 
holding  their  personal  convictions  strong, 
clear  and  true,  are  yet  ready  to  unite  and 
resist   a    common   foe,  and    to  preserve 
the    heritage   of    the    children    of   this 
country.     Let  us  surrender  something, 
if    necessary,     for    the    maintenance  of 
what     is    greater      and    more    lasting 
still.      There  is  much    I     should    like 
to  criticise  in  this  Bill,  but  time  is  too 
short.     My  objection  to  the  policy  sug- 
gested by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  is  that 
it  lowers  religion  beneath  the  place  of 
acknowledged    dignity    which  it    ought 
to  hold  in  this  country.     It  betokens  a 
policy  which  seems  to  say,  **  You   can  do 
as  you  please  because  the   State   has  no 
responsible  care  in  this  matter."    But  the 
State    has    something    to    do    with    it, 
unless  we  have  fallen  low  and  lost  faith 
in  the  Living  God.     Forgive  me  if  I 
speak     the      language     which       befits 
my     own     profession,     but      it     does 
seem  to  me  that  the  Resolution  of  this 
House   ought  to  be  something  on  these 
lines :  "  We  who  represent  the  people  of 
this  country,  believing  in  the  Living  God 
ourselves,  and  remembering  that  the  fear 
of  the  Lord  is  the  beginning  of  wisdom, 
resolve  that  no  child  within  the  country 
shall  be  allowed  to  grow  up  without  the 
opportunity  of  knowing   these    elemen- 
tary Christian  truths,"  and  it  is  because 
I  believe  that  that  is  the  only  way  in 
which    we   can  save  ourselves  from  the 
possibility      of     that    secularism    which 
would  be  so  disastrous  and  destructive 
to    national    life    and   character,  that  I 
plead,  at  any  rate,  that  whatever  our  own 
convictions  may   be  we  stand  firm   and 
determined  that  the  simple  Christianity 
of  which  I  have  spoken  be  maintained  as 
an  integral  and  necessary   part  of   the 
education  of  the  children  of  this  country. 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Bipon. 


Lord    OVERTOUN:   W©    aU    sym- 
pathise with  the  eloquent  words  that  have 
fallen  from  the  right  rev.  Prelate  who 
has  just  spoken.     He  said  that  it  might 
be  well  from  a  little  distance  to  review 
the  whole  condition  of  this  BiU.    Now  I 
think,  hailing  from  Scotland,  we  can  look 
from  afar  on  the  principles  of  this  BilL 
May  I  remind  noble  Lords  that  in  1872, 
when  the  Scottish  education  question  was 
settled,  we  had  then  in  Scotland  schools 
belonging  to  all  the  Presbyterian  churches, 
and  though  in  the  main  the  belief  of  all 
the  Presbyterian  churches  is  the  same, 
still  there  is  what  has  been  often  spoken 
of  as  a  different  atmosphere  altogether  in 
those    Presbyterian    churches        When 
our  national  system  of  education  in  1872 
was     launched,     all     the     Presbyterian 
churches  made  up  their  minds  to  give  up 
their  own  denommational  schools.     1  was 
asked    the   other   day   by   a   friend    in 
England  how  much  they  got  for  all  the 
schools  they  gave  up.    They  not  only 
got   nothing,   but  they  asked  nothing; 
they  handed  them  over  as  they  were  to 
the  new  school  boards  which  were  started 
in  that  country.     The  next  question  was, 
*^  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  different 
churches  had  sufficient  confidence  in  the 
new  school  boards  that  a  proper  religious 
education  would  be  given  when  those 
schools  would  be  taken  over,  to  enable 
them  to  give  up  all  that  property,  which 
would  be  worth  a  very  large  sum  of 
money  and  which  had  been  paid  almost 
entirely  by  the  members  of  the  churches  t  *' 
The  answer  was  "  Certainly.      We  have 
confidence  in  our  fellow  citizens  and  our 
fellow  countrymen,"  and  the  result  is  justi- 
fied by  the  experience  we  have  gained. 
I  have  often  wished  that  the  Church  of 
England  had  followed  a  little  more  in  the 
way  of  the  Presbyterians  in  Scotland  in 
order  to  obtain  a  national  system  of  edu- 
cation.     Those  schools  which  are  being 
handed  over  are    generally    known    as 
voluntary    schools,   but    I  must  confess 
that  the  word  "  voluntary  "  is  very  much 
of  a  misnomer,  for  they  have  not  been  en- 
tirely maintained  or  su^^rted   by  the 
Church.     And  the  support  is  of  a  very 
diminishing  quantity,  and  therefore  I  thinlc 
that  the  sacrifice,  if  they  were  to  hand  them 
over  for  general  national  education,  would 
not  be  so  great  as  is  generally  supposed. 
I   am   glad    that  thd  noble  Lonl  who 
put  on  the  Notice  Paper  a  Motion  as  to 
the  secularising  of  educaticm  has  seen  his. 
way  to  withdraw  that  Motion.     I  am  well 
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aware  that  those  who  sympathise  with 
Lord  Malmesbury  fear  a  httle  to  drag  the 
religiots  question  into  the  controversy  and 
might  be  prepared  to  sweep  it  aside,  but 
that  is  not  the  opinion  of  this  country. 
If  that  question  were  an  outside  one,  it 
might  very  well  be  laid  aside,  but  I  think 
no  education  is  worth  having  in  this 
oountrv  except  it  is  based  upon  religious 
^prounds.  Doubtless  there  is  a  difficulty 
in  satisfying  all  and  finding  a  common 

f  round  on  which  to  agree,  but  we  are 
ound  to  face  a  difficulty  of  this  kind 
when  it  involves  such  serious  consequences. 
And  I  believe  that  if  this  crucial  question 
were  honestly  faced  we  ought  to  oe  able 
to  have  it  properly  settled.  Unless  the 
children  in  our  schools  are  taught  abcmt 
truth  and  their  duty  to  God  and  man  our 
educational  system  will  stand  entirely  on 
a  false  basis.  We  call  ourselves  a  Chris- 
tian country  and  we  speak  of  national  edu- 
cation, but  I  strongly  believe  that  except 
our  education  is  founded  on  righteousness 
and  the  word  of  God  it  will  not  be 
of  a  satisfactory  character  at  all  The 
fact  that  in  another  place  the  vote 
was  as  large  as  477  against  63  shows 
how  strongly  and  unanimously  the  people 
of  this  country  feel  on  this  great  question. 
But  we  come  to  a  difficult  ques- 
tion. The  right  rev.  Prelate  and 
others  who  spoke  near  him  seemed  to 
slide  into  the  error  that  religious  teaching 
means  the  teaching  of  the  Church  of 
England.  Now  it  has  been  frequently 
said  that  religious  teaching  viewed  in 
that  light  is  not  Bible  teaching.  If  re- 
ligious teaching  according  to  the  Church 
ofEngland  is  not  Bible  teaching,  then  it 
is  a  bad  look-out  for  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, because  we  understand  the  Bible  to 
be  the  basis  of  teaching  of  that  kind.  I 
am  glad  to  note  what  has  been  said 
to-night  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  with 
regard  to  the  Ten  Commandments  and 
the  Lord's  Prayer.  Let  me  remind  vou  that 
they  come  out  of  the  Bible.  The  Apostles' 
Greed  is  not  accurately  scriptural,  out  we 
accept  it,  and  I  believe  the  whole  country 
accepts  it  as  a  statement  of  religious 
belief.  In  Scotland  we  have  no  religious 
difficulty,  and  I  know  that  in  some 
quarters  where  no  religion  was  taught  those 
in  the  neighbourhood,  having  put  their 
heads  together,  managed  to  introduce  a 
system  that  was  satisfactory  to  everyone 
— a    sound  religious  education,    and    I 

csnnot  help  believing  that  if,  say,  half  a 

dozen  representatives  of  the  Church  of 


England  and  half  a  dozen  representatives 
of  the  Nonconformists  were  to  meet 
together  and  honestly  try  to  find  a 
common  ground  wherein  those  great 
truths  we  all  believe  in  were  clearly  set 
forth  without  any  sectarian  teaching,  it 
would  not  be  difficult  to  arrive  at  a  solid 
foundation  of  scripture  teaching  in  the 
schools.  The  word  "dogma"  has  been 
used  to-night  very  frequently,  but  I 
strongly  feel  that  we  do  teach  dogma,  and 
must  teach  it,  because  by  dogma  I  under- 
stand those  great  vital  doctrines  on 
which  we  all  rest  our  faith,  and  not 
denominationalism.  I  was  somewhat 
surprised  to  hear  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
to-night  speak  of  the  great  Act  of  the  last 
century  as  being  Mr.  Forster's  Eduction 
Act  of  1 870.  I  am  old  enough  to  remember 
the  bitter  and  fierce  controversy  that 
raged  round  that  question  in  those  days, 
and  it  is  very  refreshing  now  to  hear 
leaders  in  the  Church  of  England 
speak  of  it  as  a  very  great  Act. 
I  believe  that  if  the  principles  that  are 
embodied  in  the  Bill  now  before  us  were 
carried  out,  in  later  years  it  would  be 
accepted  as  a  great  measure  that  had 
disentangled  many  of  the  complicated 
questions  we  have  to  face  in  this  matter. 
The  right  reverend  Prelate  was  speaking 
of  one  of  the  schools  to  which  the 
President  of  the  Council  referred,  but  it 
seemed  to  me  in  the  argument  he  used 
he  entirely  gave  away  his  case  with 
regard  to  the  London  school.  He  said 
the  children  went  to  it  not  because  of  its 
denominational  teaching  but  because  it 
was  a  superior  class  of  school,  and  that 
the  tone  was  better ;  but  the  whole  argu- 
ment was  that  the  children  wanted  to  go  to 
it  or  the  parents  wanted  to  send  them  to  it 
because  of  its  denominational  teaching. 
The  superiority  of  the  school  is  possibly 
the  consequence  of  a  large  amount  of 
money  spent  on  it  and  the  higher  class  of 
teacher  obtained.  The  right  reverend 
Prelate  held  up  a  lurid  picture  of  a 
teacher  who  did  not  believe  in  miracles, 
and  especially  the  Resurrection  of  our 
Lord,  and  spoke  of  the  danger  of  having 
such  a  teacher  for  the  young.  I  believe 
there  are  many  even  of  the  Church  of 
England  clergv  who  hold  such  views 
but  in  general  they  are  not  objected 
to  on  that  ground.  And  I  do  not  think 
one  case  of  the  kind  is  enough  to  make  a 
difficulty. 

May    I    sav    finally    that  the    noble 
Marquess    who    spoke    on     the    other 
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side   rather    twitted   the    Liberal  Party 
because  of  their  differing  on  questions  of 
detail,  although  they  agreed  on  principles. 
I  think  that  for  a  Tarty  to  agree  in  great 
principles    is    one    of  the  signs  of  the 
solidanty  of  that  Party,  though  they  may 
and  must  differ  in  detail.     But  when  the 
noble    Marquess   went  on    to  speak    of 
adherence  to  principle  he  laid  down  one 
^oat  principle,  that  of  the  right  of  parents 
m  regard  to  the  teaching  of  their  children, 
and  I  wondered  what  he  and  those  who 
agreed  with  him,  when  they  introduced 
the  Bill  of  1902,  thought  of  the  rights  and 
wishes  of  Nonconformist  parents.     This 
Bill  is  an  effort  to  right  what  has  been  a 
great  wrong.     There  has  been  since  the 
Act    of  L902  a  great  sense  of  injustice 
among  the  Nonconformists  of  England, and 
it  must  be  remembered  that  the  Noncon- 
formists in  England  constitute  very  nearly 
half  the  population    of  this  great   land. 
By  that  Act  the  education  of  the  country 
was  practically  handed  over  to  the  Church 
of    England.     I    have    heard    this    Bill 
described  as  an  attack  upon  the  Church 
of  England.     It  is  no  such  thing.    We  do 
not  seek  to  retaliate,  but  we  seek  to  adjust 
equitably  a  great  difficulty,  and  to  restore 
a  balance  which  was  destroyed  by  the  Act 
to  which  I  have  referred.      We  heard  to- 
night that  in  1870  an  agreement  was  come 
to  that  there  should  be  no  denominational 
teaching  in  rate-aided  schools.     This  Bill 
endeavours  to  set  that  right  again.     I  do 
not  deny,  and  none  of  us  deny,  that  this 
Bill  may  be  improved,  but  I  believe  it  is  a 
splendid  effort  to  settle  a  very  difficult 
controversy,  and  to  put  the  education  of 
the   rising  generation  in  England  on  a 
satisfactory  and  suitable  basis. 

Earl  WALDEGRAVE  :  On  behalf  of 
the  Duke  of  Devonshire  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  debate  be  adjourned. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed." 

On  Question,  Debate  adjourned  till 
to-morrow. 


CROWN    LANDS    BILL. 

On  the  order  for  going  into  Committee 
on  the  Crown  Lands  Bill, 

Lord  CASTLETOWN  said  :  Before 
going  into  Committee  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  Lord  Privy  Se^l  a  Question,  of 

Lo7'd  Overton  n. 


which  I  have  given  private  notice,  with. 
reference  to  the  purchase  of  lands  and  the 
expenditure    of    money   which  may     he 
raised    by     the     various     departments. 
About    a    year    ago    a    very     vigorous 
attempt  was  made   in  Ireland   to  carry 
out  some  scheme  of  afforestation.     Those 
who    were     interested     in    the     matter 
saw  the  late  Chief  Secretary  and  the  pre- 
sent Chief    Secretary    on    the    subject. 
We  were  pressed  to  try  and  bring  for- 
ward a  scheme,  which  we  are  trying   to 
do  at  the  present  time,  and  we  were  also 
asked  what  funds    would    be  required. 
We  stated  that  the  quit  and  Crown  rents 
were  being  redeemed  under  the  sale  of 
land  to  the  tenants,  and  that  this  fund 
would  form  a  good  basis  under  which 
afforestation  could  be  carried  out.     We 
are  very  anxious  to  know  whether  Clause 
10,  which  seems  slightly  ambiguous,  could 
be  construed  as  being  a  basis  of  such  a 
fund.      We  are  anxious,  if  possible,  that 
this  quit  and  Crown  land  as  it  is  redeemed 
should    not    be    swallowed    up    in    the 
Treasury   finances  and  be  diverted    en- 
tirely from  what    we    consider    is    the 
purpose  for  which  it  ought  to  be  utilised. 
They    are    practically    rents  which    arc 
received  from  lands  which  were  confiscated 
a  great  many  years  ago,  and  which  at 
that  time  were  heavily  afforested  and  of 
great  value.     We  think  we  can  fairly  ask 
that  some  such  scheme  should  be  arranged 
and    that  these    particular  sums  might 
possibly  be  devoted  to  this  purpose.      If 
possible,  we  would  ask  for  so^e  assurance 
that  it  might  be  utilised  for  the  purpose  of 
Crown  lands  or  of  land  which  might  be 
turned     into    Crown     hmd     and     then 
rc-afforested  «by  State  aid,  as  is  done  on 
the  Continent  very  profitably. 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (The 
Marquess  of  Ripon)  :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  tell  my  noble  friend  that  these 
particular  sums  are  likely  to  be  or  could 
be  disposed  of  in  the  manner  proposed,  and 
1  say  that  not  at  all  from  any  want  of  inter- 
est on  the  part  of  the  Government  in  the 
question  of  re-afforestation,  for  nothing 
can  be  more  important  in  many  districts, 
but  these  sums  are  capital  receipts  ;  they 
are  not  annual  receipts  at  all.  The 
amounts  received  in  a  given  year  are  ex- 
ceedingly uncertain,  and  they  are  of  a 
nature  which  ought  to  be  disposed  of  as 
capital  sums.  Under  these  circumstances 
I  fear  it  would  be  impossible  to  make  any 
alteration  in  the  clauses  as  they  stand. 
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But,  if  my  noble  friend  is  looking  for  the 
re-afibrestation  of  Crown  lands  there  is 
nothing  to  prevent  a  portion  of  the  income 
of  the  Crown  revenues  being  devoted  to 
that  purpose.  It  is  proposed  in  the  first 
clause  of  this  Bill  to  add  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  to  the  Office  of  Woods  for  the 
very  purpose  of  dealing,  among  other 
things,  with  this  question  of  afforestation. 

Lord  CASTLETOWN:  I  beg  to 
thank  the  noble  Marquess  for  his  land 
answer,  which  quite  satisfies  me. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) ;  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived : 
Then  (Standing  Order  XXXIX.  having 
been  suspended)  BiU  read  3*^  and  passed. 


MARRIAGE  WITH   FOREIGNERS  RILL. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP:  The  first  of 
the  Amendments  I  have  to  move  was 
asked  for  by  Sir  Edward  Carson  and 
agreed  to  by  both  Parties.  The  other  is 
merely  to  extend  the  scope  of  the  clause 
in  a  useful  direction. 

Amendments  moved — 

"  In  Clause  1,  page  1.  line  7,  a*ter  the  won! 
*  may '  to  insert  t  be  words  '  if  it  i»  desired  for 
the  purpose  of  complying  with  the  requirement 
of  the  law  of  that  country  to  obtain  the  certifi  • 
cate  hereinafter  mentioned." 

•*  In  page  2,  line  11,  after  the  word  *  of  to 
insert  the  words  *any  notice  of  an  intt:nded 
marriage  or.'  '*—{Kari  Beauehamp.) 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Standing  Committee  negatived.  Then 
(Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.  having 
been  suspended) :  Amendments  reported  : 
Bill  read  3%  with  the  Amendments,  and 
passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 


FATAL     ACCIDENTS     AND     SUDDEN 
DEATHS  INQUIRY  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  Second  Reading 
read. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  This  is 
merely  a  Bill  in  two  clauses  which  I  think 
are  practically  agreed  ta 


On  Question,  Bill  read  2'^  (according  to 
order),  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 


STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  It  was 

promised  in  the  House  of  Commons  that 
this  Bill  should  be  carefully  considered, 
and  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion,  in 
which  Lord  Robertson,  who  is  the  greatest 
authority,  concurs,  that  the  suggested 
Amendment  would  be  incompatible  with 
the  idea  of  statute  law  revision.  There 
are  certain  other  Amendments  of  a  formal 
character,  and  if  the  Committee  will  allow 
me,  I  propose  to  move  them  en  bloc. 

Amendments  made. 

Standing  Committee  negatived.  Then 
(Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.  having 
been  suspended)  :  Amendments  reported. 
Bill  reaa  3%  with  the  Amendments,  and 
passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 


MUSICAL   COPYRIGHT   BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP:  In  moving 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  I  may 
say  it  has  only  been  able  to  reach  your 
Lordships'  House  at  this  period  of  the 
session  by  agreement  between  both 
Parties. 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*. 

♦The  Earl  op  PLYMOUTH :  I  should 
like  to  express  satisfaction  with  His 
Majesty's  Government  for  having  taken 
up  this  Bill,  and  I  trust  that  by  the 
suspension  of  the  Standing  Order  it  may 
pass  as  quickly  to-morrow  as  certain 
other  Bills  have  passed  to-day. 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2%  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-mprrow. 
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LABOQRERS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Returned  from  the  Commons,  with 
several  of  the  Amendments  agreed  to; 
one  other  agreed  to,  with  an  Amendment ; 
one  disagreed  to  on  an  Amendment  made 
in  lieu  thereof ;  and  certain  others  dis- 
agreed to,  for  which  they  assign  a  reason  : 
the  said  Ajnendments  and  reason  to  be 
printed,  and  to  be  considered  To-morrow. 
(No.  199.) 

Hoove  adjourned  at  half-past 
Twelve  o'clock  a-m.,  till  half- 
past  Three  o'clock  p.m. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  lat  August  1906. 

The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before 
Three  of  the  Clock. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 


Buckhaven,  Methil,  and  Innerleven 
Burgh  Extension  Bill  [Lords];  Ordered, 
That,  in  the  case  of  the  Buckhaven, 
Methil,  and  Innerleven  Burgh  Extension 
Bill  [Lords],  Standing  Orders  84,  214, 
215,  and  239  be  suspended,  and  that  the 
Bill  be  now  taken  into  Consideration.— 
( The  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.) 


amended,  accordingly    con- 


Bill,     as 
sidered : — 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  223 
and  243  be  suspended,  and  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  the  third  time.— (7%^  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means.) 

Bill  accordingly  read  the  third  time 
and  passed,  with  Amendments.  ' 

London  Squares  and  Enclosures  Bill 
[Lords] ;  Ordered,  That,  in  the  case  of 
the  London  Squares  and  Enclosures  Bill 
[Lords],  Standing  Orders  84,  214,  215 
and  239  be  suspended,  and  that  the  Bill 
be  now  taken  into  Consideration.— (JAe 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.) 

Bill,    as    amended,   accordindv 
sidered : —  ^  •^ 


Consent    signified.)— (TAa    Chairman   oj 
Ways  and  Means.) 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  pas3ed, 
with  Amendments. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Gas)  Bill;  Lords  Amendments  con- 
sidered, and  agreed  to. 

Rutherglen  Burgh  Order  Confirmation 
Bill ;  Lords  Amendments  considered  and 
agreed  to.  ' 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

They  have  agreed    to— Amendments 
to :  Gas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation 
BUI   [Lords];  Gas  Orders  Confirmation 
(No.   1)  Bifl  [Lords] ;  Gas  Ordere  Con- 
firmation  (No.  2)  Bill  [Lords] ;  Electric 
Lightmg  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  Bill 
[Lords];    Electric    Lighting  Provisional 
Orders  (No    4)  Bill  rLords] ;  Tnimways 
Orders  Confirmation  Bill  [Lords] ;  County 
of  Durham  Electric  Power  Supply  BiU 
[Lords];  Great  Northern  (Ireland)  and 
Midland  Railways  Bill  [Lords] ;  Nettle- 
bed  and  District  Common8(Preservation) 
±5ill  [Lords] ;  Shropshire,  Worcestershire 
and    Stafibrdshire    Electric  Power  Bill 
[Lords] ;  without  Amendment 

THE  LONDON  SQUARES  AND  EN- 
CLOSURES  BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

The  PRESIDENT  op  the  LOG  AT 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  ^Mr  Jott 
Burns,  Battersea) :  Mr.  Speaker,  May 
I  be  aUowed  to  use  this,  the  only  public 
opportunity  we  have  had  of  thanking 
the  owners  of  London  squares  and 
gardens  who  have  come  within  the 
torms  of  this  Bill  for  their  kindly 
generous,  pubUc-spiritod,  and  neighbourly 
attitude  m  connection  with  this  matter 
I  wish  to  thank  them  for  the  generoui 
manner  m  which  they  have  agreed  to 
permit  their  squares  and  gardens  to  be 
used  in  the  way  proposed  by  this  Bill 


con- 


Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  223 
and  243  be  suspended,  and  that  the  Bill 
^  now  read  the  third  time.— (King's 


PETITIONS. 


BETTING  AND  GAMBLING. 
Petitions  for  legislation;  from  Barry 
Chorley;  and  Middle   Claydon;    to  u' 
upon  the  Table.  ^        .    «>  lie 
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EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 

BILL. 

Petition  from  Sale,  against;    to   lie 
upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 
BILL  (RELIGIOUS  TEACHING). 

Petitions  against  alteration  of  Law; 
from  Latimer  Road,  London;  and, 
Hilanfabon ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  INSPECTORS 

(IRELAND). 

Return  [presented  30th  July]  to  be 
printed.    [No.  297.] 

EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 

BILL. 

Copy  presented,  of  Draft  Ballot 
Kegulations  [by  Command];  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

SHOP  HOURS  ACT,  1904. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  made  by  the 
Urban  DLstrict  Council  of  Portadown,  and 
confirmed  by  the  Lord  •  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  closing  shops  on  certain  days 
within  the  Urban  District  of  Portadown 
[by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TREATY  SERIES  (No.  9,  1906.) 

Copy  presented,  of  Convention  be- 
tween the  United  Kingdom  and  China, 
respecting  Tibet.  Signed  at  Peking, 
27  th  April,  1906  (to  which  is  annexed 
the  Convention  between  the  United 
Kingdom  and  Tibet,  signed  at  Lhasa, 
7th  September,  1904).  Ratifications 
exchanged  at  London,  23rd  July,  1906 
[by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

METEOROLOGICAL   COMMITTEE. 

Copy  presented  of  first  Report  of  the 
Meteorological  Committee  to  the  Lords 
Commissioners  of  His  Majesty's  Treasury, 
for  the  year  ending  31st  March,  1906 
[by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SHOP  HOURS  ACT,  1904. 

Copy  presented  of  Order  made  by  the 
Council  of  the  City  of  Bath,  and  confirmed 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  fixing  the  hours  of  closing 
for  Barbers*  and  Hairdressers'  Shops 
within  the  city  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 


TRAMWAY  ORDERS. 

Copy  presented  of  Report  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  of  their  Proceedings  under  the 
Tramways  Act,  1870,  during  the  session 
of  1906  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

LIGHT  RAILWAYS  ACT,  1896. 

Copy  presented  of  Order  made  by 
the  Light  Railway  Commissioners  and 
modified  and  confirmed  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  authorising  the  construction  of 
Light  Railways  in  the  parts  of  Lindsey, 
in  the  county  of  Lincoln,  from  Wintering- 
ham  to  Barton-upon-Humber  and  from 
Whitton  to  Alkborough,  in  extension  of 
the  North  Lindsey  Light  Railways 
(North  Lindsey  Light  Railways  (Exten- 
sions) Order,  1906  [by  Command];  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

LIGHT  RAILWAYS  ACT,  1896. 

Copy  presented  of  Order  made  bv  the 
Light  Railway  Commissioners,  ana  con- 
firmed by  the  Board  of  Trade,  authorising 
the  Urban  District  Council  of  Barking 
Town  to  take  lands  for  the  purpose  of 
widening  a  road  on  which  a  Light 
Railway,  authorised  by  the  Barking  Light 
Railways  (Extensions)  Order,  1903,  will 
be  laid  in  the  Urban  District  of  Barking 
Town,  in  the  county  of  Essex  (Barking 
Light  Railways  (Lands)  Order,  1906)  [by 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

BOARD  OF  TRADE  (LABOUR  DE- 
PARTMENT) (FOREIGN  LABOUR 
STATISTICS). 

Copy  presented  of  Third  Abstract  of 
Foreign  Labour  Statistics  by  the  Labour 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade  [by 
Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TRAMWAYS  AND  LIGHT  RAILWAYS 
(STREET  AND  ROAD). 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
[ordered  5th  April ;  Mr,  Llo^Oeorge]; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printea 
[No.  298.] 

PAPERS  LAID  UPON  THE  TABLE  BY 
THE  CLERK  OF  THE  HOUSK 

Inquiry  into  Charities  (County  of 
Wilts.)  Further  Return  relative  thereto 
[ordered  9th  August,  1901 ;  Mr.  Griffith' 
ioscawen] ;  to  be  printed.    [No.  299.] 

Inquiry  into  Charities  (County  of 
Berks).  Further  Return  relative  thereto 
[ordered  28th  March,  1905 ;  Mr  Griffithr 
Boscawen] ;  to  be  printed.     [No.  300.] 
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Inquiry  into  Charities  (Administrative 
county  of  Devon).  Further  Return 
relative  thereto  [ordered  26th  July,  1905  ; 
Mr,  GnffUh-Boscawen] ;  to  be  printed. 
[No.  301.] 

INCLOSURES  (COUNTY  OF  KENT). 

Keturn  ordered,  "showing  (1)  the 
number  of  Inclosures  of  common  land 
made  under  the  Inclosure  Acts  from  1845 
to  1899  in  the  county  of  Kent;  (2)  list 
of  parishes  within  which  such  lands  are 
wholly  or  partly  situate  ;  (3)  total  acreage 
of  such  Inclosures ;  (4)  average  acreage 
of  such  Inclosures."—  (Mr.  Rowlands.) 

EAST  INDIA. 

Address  for  "  Keturn  for  the  five  years 
1898-1892,  showing  the  number  of 
Native  States  of  India  having  an  area  of 
more  than  100  square  miles  each,  which 
were,  during  the  above  period,  under  the 
administrative  control  of  political  agents 
on  account  of  the  infancy  or  incapacity  of 
their  chiefs;  and  what  has  been  the 
increase  in  their  number  during  the  five 
years  covered  by  the  Keturn."— (M?-. 
Morton.) 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 


Gourock  Town  Coiinciland  the  Bate- 
payers. 

Mr.  TORKANCE  (Glasgow,  Central) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whether 
he  is  aware  that  in  March  last  the  town 
council  of  Gourock  bought  half  an  acre 
of  ground  at  a  cost  oi  £6,750 ;  that  the 
resolution,  under  Section  99  of  The 
Town  Councils  Act,  1900,  authorising  the 
purchase,  and  also  the  subsequent  resolu- 
tions of  the  council  approving  the  action 
of  the  committee,  are  headed  in  the 
minutes,  sites  for  burgh  purposes ;  that 
on  March  22nd  last  an  official  statement 
was  made  by  the  council  that  the  ground 
had  been  bought  for  the  erection  of  a 
icourt  hall,  burgh  offices,  and  a  town  hall ; 
and  will  he  say  whether,  before  making 
the  purchase,  the  town  council  complied 
with  Sections  306  and  315  of  The  Burgh 
Police  (Scotland)  Act,  1892,  and  gave 
,the  ratepayers  an  opportunity  of  voting 
on  the  question  of  the  purchase ;  ana 
whether,  seeing  that  expen^turo  on 
ground  for  a  court  hall,  etc.,  falls  to  be 
borne  by  the  general  improvement  assess- 


ment ;  that  that  assessment  is  in  Grourock 
withiu'^d.per  £  of  the  statutory  maxim  am 
and  is  unable  to  bear  the  cost   of     the 
purchase;    that  the   town  council    have 
paid  the  cost  by  borrowing  under   The 
rublic  Parks  Act,  1878,  the  rate  under 
that    Act    being    unlimited ;    and     that 
Section    44    of  The  Burgh  Police   Act, 
1903,  allows  the  erection  in  public  parks 
of    temporary    buildings    only,   such    as 
pnvilions  and   shelters,   he   will  say,    in 
view  of  the  statutory  provisions  in  favour 
of  ratepayers  contained  in  Sections  306 
and  316  of  The  Burgh  Police  Act,  1892, 
what  steps  he  proposes  to  take  to  prevent 
a  permanent  stone  building,   such    as   a 
court  hall  and  burgh  offices,  being  erected 
on  ground  paid  for  with  money  borrowed 
under  the  rublic  Parks  Act. 

{Answered  hy  Mr,  Sinclair.)  As  advised, 
I  understand  there  is  recourse  for  any 
rat  payer  who  considers  himself  aggrieved 
provided  by  the  96th  section  of  the 
Town  Councib  (Scotland)  Act,  1900,  and 
also  at  common  law  by  way  of  interdict. 
As  the  matter  may,  therefore,  come  before 
the  law  courts,  I  am  precluded  from 
expressing  an  opinion  in  regard  to  the 
legality  of  the  action  taken  by  the  town 
council. 

Orievances  of  Belfkst  Feat  Offlce  Olerical 

Staff. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) ;  To  ask  the 
Postmaster-General  if  he  can  say  when  a 
reply  will  be  made  to  the  communication 
sent  to  him  from  the  clerical  staff  at 
Belfast;  and  if  it  has  been  definitely 
decided  to  remove  the  Belfast  head- 
quarters to  Dublin. 

(Anstoered  by  Mr,  Sydney  Buzion.) 
Before  arriving  at  a  final  decision  in 
regard  to  the  proposed  removal  of  the 
superintending  engineer  from  Belfast  to 
Dublin,  I  am  considering  the  memorial 
from  his  clerical  staff. 

Beftisal  of  Qnn  Licences  for  Mr.  Edmond 
Power  of  Dongarvan. 

Mr.  O'SHEE  (Waterford,  W.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr.  Orr,  R.M.,  Dungarvan, 
has  refused  to  issue  a  gun  licence  to 
Mr.  Edmond  Power,  who  is  farmer  and 
manager  of  a  co-operative  creamery; 
whether  the  refusal  is  based  on  the  fact 
that  the  applicant   was   CQuvicted  some 
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time  aeo  for  trespass  in  pursuit  of  game  ; 
and    whether,  seeing  that  the  duty  of 
a  resident  magistrate,  under  the  Peace 
Preservation    Act,    is    confined    to    the 
consideration  as  to  whether  the  applicant 
may  or  may  not  use  the  gun  for  offences 
which  have  no  concern  with  the  preserva- 
tion of  game,  he  will  direct  the  attention 
of   the   Lord  Chancellor  to  the  several 
cases    in    which    Mr.    Orr   has   refused 
applications    for    gun    licences,    on   the 
ground  that  the  applicants,  in  his  view, 
would  be  likely  to  shoot  game  without 
having  previously  obtained  a  game  licence. 

(  Answered  by  Mr,  Bryce, )    I  understand 

that  it  is   the  fact  that    Mr.    Orr   has 

dechned  to  grant  to  Mr.  Power  a  licence 

to  carry  firearms.    The  power  of  issuing 

Buch  licences  is  vested   in  the  resident 

magistrate  of  the  district.     It  would  be 

'  contrary  to  practice  and  undesirable  to 

state  grounds  for  refusal  in  a  particular 

case.     Mr.  Orr,  however,  informs  me  that 

he  has  never  refused  an  application  upon 

the  ground  that  the  applicant  would  be 

likely   to    shoot    game    without  having 

previously  obtained  a  game  licence.    I 

am  not  aware  of  any  reason  for  bringing 

the  matter  to  the  notice  of  the  Lord 

Chancellor. 

Parcels  Post  Arrangement  for  Adare  and 

Batnkeale. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  (Limerick, 
W.) :  To  ask  the  Postmaster  General  if 
he  can  say  when  the  regulations  were 
made  that  parceb  sent  from  Adare  and 
Bathkeale  by  the  afternoon  train  and 
reaching  Limerick  at  3.30  p.m.  are  to  be 
despatched  in  a  direct  parcel  mail  to 
Duolin  at  3.55  p.in.  on  Mondays  and 
Wednesdays,  and  on  other  days  at  11  p.m. 
on  same  day. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton,) 
The  arrangements  mentioned  in  reference 
to  parcels  sent  from  Rathkeale  and 
Adare  have,  I  understand,  been  in  opera- 
tion for  a  great  number  of  years. 

Case  of  Timothy  Fitzgerald.'Baral  Post- 
man at  Athen,  County  Limerick. 

Mr.  0«HAUGHNESSY  :  To  ask  the 
Postmaster-General  if  he  can  say  what 
has  been  the  result  of  his  inquiries  into 
the  case  of  Timothy  Fitzgerald,  rural 
postman  in  the  district  of  Athen,  county 
of  Limerick,  whose  wages  were  reduced 
from  lis.  per  week  to  Gs.  6d.  per  week, 


and  Is.  per  week  for  cleaning  bicycle,  since 
the  date  of  change  from  a  walking  to 
a  cycling  route ;  and  whether  he  will 
allow  him  to  use  a  bicycle  of  his  own  and 
fix  his  wages  on  a  fair  basis. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton,)  My 
inquiries  in  this  matter  are  not  yet  quite 
complete.  I  will  communicate  with  the 
hon.  Member  on  the  subject  at  an 
early  date. 

Inspector  of  Sheep-Dipping  for  County 

Donegal. 

Mr.  T.  L.  GORBETT  (Down,  N.): 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
has  been  called  to  the  appointment,  by 
the  Diseases  of  Animals  Committee  of 
the  Donegal  County  Council,  of  an 
inspector  for  the  compulsory  dipping  of 
sheep  in  the  rural  district  of  ulenties ; 
will  ne  say  how  many  suitable  men,  with 
long  experience  of  sheep-dipping,  applied 
for  the  position ;  has  the  person  appointed 
any  knowledge  of  sheep-dipping ;  what 
was  his  former  occupation;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  his  brother  is  a  county 
councillor  and  a  member  of  the  Diseases 
of  Animals  Committee  which  made  the 
appointment ;  and  will  he  say  what  action 
does  the  Department  intend  to  take  in 
this  matter. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Bryce,)  The  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  have  approved  of 
the  temporary  appointment  by  the  local 
authority  under  the  Diseases  of  Animals 
Acts  for  county  Donegal  of  inspectors  of 
sheep-dipping  for  the  various  rural  dis- 
tricts in  the  county,  Glenties  included. 
In  the  case  of  Glenties  district  the 
information  before  the  Department  does 
not  show  that  there  was  more  than  one 
candidate  for  the  appointment.  The 
Department  have  not  felt  called  upon  to 
inquire  into  the  qualifications  or  connec- 
tions of  any  of  the  persons  appointed. 
They  do  not  propose  to  interfere  with 
the  discretion  of  the  Donegal  local 
authority  in  regard  to  appointments  of 
this  kina. 

Board  of  Education  and  Eden  Grove 
School,  HoUoway. 

Mr.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.):  To  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
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the  correspondence  between  the  Educa- 
tion Committee  of  the  London  County 
Council  and  the  Rev.  T.  Carey,  of  Eden 
Grove,  Holloway  ;  was  the  permission  of 
the  Board  of  Education  sought  before 
the  letter,  'dated  July  12th,  1906,  was 
sent  by  the  London  County  Council; 
can  he  explain  how  the  removal  of  one 
of  the  partitions  contriimtes  to  the 
efficient  working  of  the  school,  and,  if  so, 
why  would  not  the  removsJ  of  a  like 
partition  in  the  other  room  also  contribute 
to  its  efficient  working;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  expense  caused  by  the 
changes  required  to  be  made,  he  will  say 
who  IS  to  indemnify  the  managers. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  BirrelL)  I  have 
made  inquiries  as  to  the  circumstances 
referred  to,  and  I  find  that  the  apparent 
inconsistency  of  the  local  education 
authority  was  due  to  a  misunderstand- 
ing. Their  letter  of  July  12th  was 
written  to  the  managers  in  i^orance  of 
the  fact  that  the  partition  in  question 
had  already  been  erected,  and  with  the 
object  of  relieving  the  managers  of  ex- 
penditure which  it  was  not  absolutely 
necessary  for  them  to  incur.  I  under- 
stand that  in  the  circumstances  the  local 
education  authority  will  not  press  for  the 
removal  of  the  partition. 

Mr.  BOLAND  :  To  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Education  with  reference 
to  the  correspondence  between  the 
London  County  Council  and  the  Rev. 
T.  Carey,  of  Eden  Grove,  Holloway,  if 
he  can  say  how  it  comes  that  sixty 
children  on  one  floor  divided  into  two 
classes  of  thirty  each,  separated  by  a 
partition,  can  be  efficiently  taught,  where- 
as sixty  children  on  the  next  floor  cannot 
be  effectively  taught  if  they  are  so 
divided  and  accommodated;  if  the  sixty 
children  on  one  floor  in  one  large  un- 
divided room  were  transferred  to  the 
next  floor  and  divided  into  two  classes, 
and  if  the  other  sixty  children  were 
transferred  so  as  to  take  the  place  of 
these  sixty  children,  how  comes  it  that 
the  teaching  would  be  still  effective ;  and 
can  he  say  what  steps  he  proposes  to 
take  so  that  managers  of  schools  may  not 
be  subjected  to  harassing  and  contradic- 
tory requirements. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  BirrelL)  The  some- 
what abstruse  problems  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  asks  for  replies  raise  ques- 


tions of  educational  administration  inte> 
which  the  occasion  of  Question  and 
Answer  in  this  House  does  not  appear 
to  offer  a  suitable  opportunity  to  enter. 
I  think  the  essential  purpose  of  tho 
Question  is  met  by  the  Answer  I  have 
given  to  the  hon.  Member's  previoua 
Question. 

FroTision  for  Snrvivors  of  the  Balaclavi^ 

Gharge. 

Mr.  DOBSON  (Plymouth):  To  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
he  is  aware  that  appeals  are  being  con- 
tinually made  in  the  rress  for  charitable 
assistance  on  behalf  of  twenty-nine  needy 
survivors  of  the  Balaclava  light  brigade 
charge;  and  whether  he  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  making  sufficient  pro- 
vision from  public  funds  for  their  main- 
tenance in  onler  that  they  may  no  longer 
be  dependent  upon  any  form  of  public 
charity. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane,) 
Provision  is  already  made  for  the  awara 
from  Army  funds  of  special  fifLmpaigt^ 
pensions  up  to  Is.  a  day  to  all  necessitous 
survivors  of  the  Balaclava  Charge.  In 
addition,  grants  are  made  from  a  fund 
administered  by  the  Boyal  Patriotic 
Fund  Corporation.  Application  should 
be  made  to  the  Commissioners  of  Chelsea 
Hospital  in  the  case  of  any  necessitous 
survivor  who  is  not  in  receipt  of  any 
Army  pension. 

Cleansing  of  the  Boyal  Canal. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Boyal  Canal  requires  to 
be  cleansed,  and  that  boat  owners  using 
the  canal  complain  of  its  condition ;  and 
whether  he  will  arrange  with  the  respon- 
sible parties  that  the  canal  shall  be 
cleansed  at  once. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Bryce)  I  am 
informed  by  the  Board  of  Works  that 
the  ordinary  maintenance  of  this  canal, 
including  cleansing,  is  being  carried  on. 
The  Board  are  prepared  to  consider  and 
inquire  into  any  specific  complaints  which 
may  be  made  to  them  by  boat  owners. 

Erection  of  Olass  Houses  in  PluBniz 
Park,  Dublin— Scottish  Contractors. 

Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secro- 
tary  to   the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
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whether  he  can  state  under  what  oircum- 
stances  contracts  for  the  erection  of  glass 
houses  in  the  Phoenix  Park,  Dublin,  were 
given  to  a  Scottish  firm ;  and  whether  Irish 
firms  were  invited  to  tender  for  the  erec- 
tion of  these  houses. 

(Answered   by    Mr.    ATKennaJ)     The 

Board  of  Works  have  informed  me  that 

these  houses  were  urgently  required  and 

that  the  work  is  of  a  special  character, 

hoth   as  regards  the  design,  the  details 

of  construction,  and  the  arrangements  for 

ventilation.    In  these  circumstances  the 

Board    gave   the    contract,    after   being 

satisfied  that  the  terms  were  reasonable, 

to   a  firm  of  well-known  specialists  in 

this    kind  of  work,  who  had  executed 

contracts  in  the  past  to  the  Board's  entire 

satisfaction.      There     are     considerable 

building  works  in  connection  with  the 

erection  of  the  glass  houses,  and  these, 

I    understand,    have    been   carried    out 

either  by  Dublin  contractors  after  tender 

or  by  the  Board's  workmen. 

Beinstatement  of  James  and  Geoffrey 
Sing  of  LackSi  Oonnty  Oork. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretray  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  in  reference  to  the  Hungerford 
and  Clorahn  estate,  Lacka,  County  Cork ; 
whether  the  Estates  Commissioners  will 
state  why  they  cannot  take  any  action 
in  resjpect  to  the  application  of  James 
and  Greoffrey  Bing,  evicted  tenants,  for 
reinstatement  in  their  holdings. 

(Answered  hy  Mr.  Bryee.)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  after 
careful  inquiry  and  consideration  of  the 
cases  of  James  and  Geoffrey  Ring,  they 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  these  appli- 
cants were  unsuitable  for  restoration  as 
tenant  purchasers,  and  accordingly 
decided  not  to  take  any  steps  towards 
their  restoration. 

Education  of  Blind  Children  in  Ireland- 

Mr.  FIELD :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  introducing  a  measure  to  afford  the 
same  facilities  with  regard  to  the  educa- 
tion of  the  blind  children  in  Ireland  as 
exists  in  Great  Britain. 

(Anmered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  It  appears 
to  have  escaped  the  hon.  Member's  notice 
that  I  have  already  introduced  a  measure 


upon  this  subject.  I  refer  to  the  Lrlsh 
Education  (Afflicted  Children)  Bill, 
which  has  been  read  a  second  time.  The 
Committee  stage  stands  on  the  Paper 
for  23rd  October. 

Disappearance  of  Game  from  Ireland. 

Mr.  FETHEBSTONHAUGH  (For- 
manaeh,  N.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the.  Lord  -  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  injury  likely  to  result  to  Ireland 
by  the  disappearance  of  game  from  a 
great  part  of  the  country  ;  and  whether, 
with  a  view  to  preventing  the  destruction 
of  this  national  asset,  he  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  taking  steps  to  ensure 
more  careful  attention  to  game  licences, 
and  game  dealers'  licences,  and  of  com- 
pelling K&nie  dealers  to  obey  the  laws  as 
to  recoraing  in  their  books  the  names  of 
persons  from  whom  they  buy  game. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  The  enforce- 
ment of  the  game  laws  is  not  a  matter 
which  faUs  within  the  province  of  the 
Irish  (Government.  The  police  are 
directly  prohibited  by  statute  from 
enforcing  the  laws  relating  to  the  pre- 
servation of  game.  The  matter  of  game 
licences  concerns  the  Inland  Bevenue, 
and  any  question  on  the  subject  should 
be  addressed  to  my  hon.  friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  who  answers 
for  that  Department. 

Punishment  of  the  Ghaffirs  of  Denshawi 
Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  To  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
why  the  Ghafl&rs  of  Denshawi  who  pro- 
tected the  wounded  British  officers  and 
took  care  of  them  until  relief  came  have 
been  punished. 

(Answered  by  Secretary  Sir  Edward 
Orey.)  I  have  no  further  information 
than  that  contained  in  the  Papers  already 
laid  before  Parliament. 

The  Deoshawi  Affair  and  the  Omhashi 
of  Egyptian  Police. 

Mr.  DILLON :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the 
Ombashi  of  Egyptian  police,  who  accom- 
panied the  English  officers  on  the  day  of 
the  affray  at  Denshawi,  gave  evidence  at 
the  trial  of  the  villagers  of  Denshawi; 
and,  if  so,  by  whom  he  was  called  on  to 

eve  evidence ;    whether    he   has  since 
>en  put  on  trial  himself;  and,  if  so. 
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what  are  the  charges  against  him ;  and 
before  what  tribunal  is  he  to  be  tried. 

(Answered  by  Secretary  Sir  Edward 
Grey.)  The  Ombashi  was  called  upon  by 
the  prosecution  to  give  evidence  before 
the  court.  I  am  not  aware  that  he  has 
himself  since  been  placed  on  trial. 

The  Anhui  Mining  Oontract. 

Sir  EDWARD  SASSOON  (Hythe) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  in  view  of  his  statement 
that  the  Wai-wu-Pu  are  endeavouring  to 
overcome  the  hostility  of  the  local  gentry 
in  connection  with  the  Anhui  mining 
contract,  he  would  consider  the  expedi 
ency  of  affording  effectual  assistance  to 
the  Central  Government  to  enable  them 
to  carry  out  the  concessions  and  obliga- 
tions into  which  they  have  entered  in 
the  past ;  and,  if  not,  by  what  other 
method  does  he  expect  to  secure  the 
legal  rights  of  British  subjects  in  China. 

(Anstoered  by  Secretary  Sir  Edward 
Grey,)  The  Answer  to  the  first  Question 
is  in  the  negative.  I  have  nothing  to 
add  to  the  statement  already  made  in 
regard  to  this  concession  to  the  effect 
that  the  efforts  of  His  Majesty's  Legation 
have  been  and  are  being  directeid  to 
obtaining,  by  means  of  representations 
to  the  Central  Government,  permission 
for  the  promoters  of  the  scheme  to 
commence  operations. 

Compensation  for  Injuries  by  Bailway 
Accident  to  Mr.  Winskil— Letter  Sorter. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  (Finsbury,  Central): 
To  ask  the  Postmaster-General  if  the 
Post  Office  paid  any  part  of  the  £700 
recently  awarded  by  the  (>aledonian 
Railway  Company  to  Mr.  Winskil  as 
compensation  for  injuries  received  in  a 
railway  accident  while  engaged  as  a 
travelling  letter  sorter ;  and,  if  so,  how 
much. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.)  The 
Answer  is  in  the  negative. 

Postal  Arrangements  at  Tollcross. 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  (Lan- 
arkshire, N.W.) :  To  ask  the  Post- 
master-General whether  he  has  received 
representations  with  regard  to  the 
inconvenience  of  the  postal  arrangement i 
in  parts  of  Tollcross;  and  whether  he 
will  endeavour  to  give  such  increased  | 


facilities  that  it  may  be  possible  to   reply- 
to  English  letters  on  the  day  of  receipt. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton,)  I 
have  the  question  of  the  improvement  of 
the  postal  arrangements  at  Tollcross  novr 
under  consideration,  and  I  will  connnuni  - 
cate  further  with  the  hon.  Member  when 
the  inquiries  are  completed. 

Pablication  of  Report  of  Royal 
Oommission  on  Tuberculosis. 

Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether  he 
can  state  when  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Tuberculosis  will  be 
issued ;  and  whether  it  is  intended  to 
make  a  definite  statement  regarding  the 
communicability  of  bovine  tuberculosis 
to  man. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  John  Bums.)     The 
Royal  Commission  hoped  that  the  Report 
which  they  propose  to  issue  would  have 
been  published  before  the  adjournment, 
but  they  now  find  that  it  will  not  be  prac- 
ticable to  issue  it  before  October.    They 
think  it  necessary  to  include  in  the  Ap- 
pendix a  larger  amount  of  experimental 
detail    than    they   anticipated,    and    to 
confirm    certain     important     facts     bv 
additional   experiments,   which  are  still 
under  observation.     I  understand  that  a 
definite  statement  on  the  commimicability 
of  bovine  tuberculosis  to  man  will   be 
made  in  the  Report. 

Alcoholic  Beverage  to  inmates  of  Lnnatic 

Asylum. 

Mr.  wiles  (Islington,  S.)  :  To  ask 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  if  he  is  aware  that  the  Report  of 
the  joint  Committee  of  the  Three 
Counties  Asylum,  near  Arlesey,  shows 
that  32,800  gallons  of  beer  were  brewed 
in  the  institution  last  year  for  the  use  of 
the  inmates  and  staff  at  a  cost  of  £933 ; 
and  whether,  seeing  that  the  experience 
of  the  London  County  Council  Asylums 
Committee  has  proved  the  percentage  of 
recoveries  to  be  greater  where  no  beer  is 
given,  he  will  consider  the  advisability  of 
recommending  the  joint  Committee  to 
abandon  the  practice  of  giving  alcoholic 
beverages  to  lunatics,  except  under  direct 
medical  orders. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Gladstone,) 
I  beg  to  answer  this  Question  on  behalf 
of  my  right  hon.  friend.     I  am  informed 
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\yy  the  Lunacy  Commissioners  that  the 
l>eer  used  at  the  Three  Counties  Asylum 
is  given  to  the  patients  generally  on 
Sundays  only,  when  each  patient  has 
lialf  a  pint  at  dinner.  On  week  days 
patients  are  encouraged  to  work  by  an 
allowance  of  beer  to  those  who  work. 
As,  however,  the  use  of  beer  has  been 
discontinued  in  most  asylums,  I  will 
make  further  inquiry  into  the  matter. 

liondon  Oounty  Council  Parliamentary 

Expenses. 

Mr.  THORNTON  (Clapham):  To 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Qovem- 
nicnt  Board  if  he  will  grant  a  Return 
showing  the  expenses  incurred  by  the 
London  County  Council  in  promoting 
and  opposing  Bills  in  Parliament  during 
the  last  six  years,  stating  in  each  case  the 
title  of  the  Bill  and  whether  or  not  it 
became  law. 

(Ansioered  by  Mr.  John  Burns,)  I 
would  draw  the  hon.  Member's  attention 
to  a  Return  made  to  an  Order  of  the 
House  of  Lords  in  1903  (No.  214),  which 
gives  particulars  of  the  expenses  incurred 
by  the  London  County  Council  in  pro- 
moting and  opposing  Bills  in  Parliament 
in  each  session  up  to  and  including  that 
for  the  year  1902.  This  return  will 
perhaps  be  sufficient  for  his  purpose. 

Holding  of  Fairs  at  Ballina. 

Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  :  To 
ask  Mr.  Attorney-General  for  Ireland 
whether  any  steps  have  been  taken  with 
reference  to  panting  a  new  patent  for 
the  holding  of  fairs  to  the  Ballina  Urban 
District  Council. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Cherry.)  The 
Urban  District  Council  of  Ballina,  county 
Mayo,  recently  expressed  a  desire  to 
obtain  a  patent  to  hold  monthly  fairs  at 
Ballina.  The  Lord-Lieutenant  caused 
them  to  be  informed  that  this  could  be 
effected  only  on  an  application  by  the 
owners  of  tbe  existing  patent  of  which 
the  district  council  are  lessees,  the  council 
as  lessees  to  join  in  the  application.  No 
such  application  has  since  been  received. 

The  Kent  Hop  Industry  and  Foreign 
Competition. 

Mr,  H.  H.  marks  (Kent,  Thanet) : 
To  ask  tbe  hon.  Member  for  Soath 
Somerset,  as  representing  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  whether  the 


Board  has  received  representations  from 
the  Canterbury  Farmers*  Club  and  East 
Kent  Chamber  of  Agriculture  with 
reference  to  the  position  of  the  hop 
industry  in  East  Kent ;  and  whether  it 
is  proposed  to  take  any  steps  in  the 
matter. 

(Answered  by  Sir  Eduard  Strachey,) 
We  have  received  a  resolution  from  the 
body  named  calling  attention  to  the 
serious  position  of  Hho  hop  industry 
owing  to  the  unfair  competition  from 
foreign  countries,  but  they  do  not  make 
any  suggestions  as  to  action  which  might 
be  taken  by  the  Government.  If,  how- 
ever they  refer  to  the  propos^il  that 
foreign  hops  should  be  marked  or  th'^it 
an  import  duty  should  be  imposed,  the 
Gk)vernment  cannot  take  action- in  either 
direction. 

Commander  of  Portsmouth  Naval 
Barracks  and  the  Canteen  Committee. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS  (Lynn  Regis):  To 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  he  can  give  an  authoritative 
denial  to  the  report  that  the  newly 
appointed  commander  of  Portsmouth 
naval  barracks  had  intimated  to  the 
canteen  committee  his  intention  to  over- 
ride their  considered  and  unanimous  de- 
cision in  regard  to  a  matter  intimately 
connected  with  the  canteen  funds ;  and 
whether  this  officer  merely  intimated  to 
the  canteen  committee  that  he  reserved 
to  himself  the  right  to  submit  a  report 
to  his  superior  officer  on  a  decision  of 
the  Committee  which  appeared  to  him 
against  the  financial  interests  of  the 
canteen. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  kdmund  Robertson.) 
There  is  no  foundation  whatever  for  the 
report  that  any  attempt  has  been  made 
to  override  the  decision  of  the  Ports- 
mouth Canteen  Committee  in  any 
respect. 

Clerks  to  Surveyors  of  Taxes. 
Mr.  SLOAN :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  Board  of  Inland  lievenue 
have  frequently  urged  the  establishment 
of  the  clerks  to  surveyors  of  taxes,  and 
that  the  Treasury  officials  refuse  all  such 
schemes  submitted  to  them,  he  will  state 
his  reasons  for  refusing  to  order  an 
independent  inquiry  into  tho  case  of 
these  clerks,  especially  in  view  of  the  fact 
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that  the  surveyors  recently  petitioned 
the  Board  of  Inland  Kevenue  praying  for 
their  clerks  establishment  in  the  interests 
of  the  Revenue  and  the  public. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  M^Kenna.)  I 
have  already  stated,  in  answer  to  a 
Question  on  the  26th  ultimo  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Down,  the  reasons  for 
this  refusal.  They  are  '<  that  all  the 
facts  are  fuUy  known,  that  they  have 
been  carefully  examined  and  considered 
both  by  the  Treasury  and  by  the  Board 
on  more  than  one  occasion  in  recent 
years,  and  that  there  is  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  further  inquiry  would 
affect  the  judgment  of  the  Treasury  or  of 
the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue." 

Mr.  SLOAN :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether,  in  view  *  of  the 
fact  that  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue 
consulted  the  chief  inspector  and  his 
assistants,  on  the  surveyor's  memorial 
last  year,  praying  for  the  establishment 
of  clerks  to  surveyors  of  taxes,  he  will 
state  how  many  inspectors  are  employed 
by  such  Board;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  majority  of  the  inspectors 
strongly  urge  the  establishment  ot  these 
clerks ;  whether  he  will  state  how  many 
of  such  inspectors  are  in  favour  of  such 
establishment;  and  whether  the  Board 
of  Inland  Revenue  acted  upon  the  advice 
of  such  inspectors  in  refusing  the 
surveyor's  prayer;  and,  if  not,  will  he 
explain  upon  what  grounds  the  Board 
based  their  refusal,  seeing  that  not  one  of 
the  members  of  such  Board  ever  worked 
in  a  surveyor's  office. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  M*Kenna.)  There  are 
altogether  six  superintending  inspectors 
and  sixteen  inspectors.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  enter  into  any  question  as  to  the 
mdividual  opinions  of  the  several 
inspectors.  The  surveyors  were  in- 
formed of  the  grounds  of  refusal  in  a 
Minute  of  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue, 
dated  July  28th,  1905.  As  I  stated  in 
reply  to  an  unstarred  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Down  on 
June  2lst  last,  the  present  system  is 
preferred,  not  only  as  being  more 
economical,  but  also  as  more  convenient 
for  adaptation  of  the  staff  to  the  require- 
ments of  the  localities. 

Betnm  of  Intercepted  PuUic  Beranue. 
Mr.  BOWLES :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether  he  will  grant,  as 


an  unopposed  Return,  a  statement  of  the 
Intercepted  Public  Revenue  for  the  years 
1904-^  1905-^,  1906-7,  in  continuatioa 
of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  223,  of  1905  ; 
whether  he  will  grant  in  the  same  way  a 
continuation  of  I^tum  No.  243,  of  1905 
(Gross  Departmental  Expenditure),  for 
the  years  1895-6,  1906-6,  and  190G-7  ; 
and,  if  not,  upon  what  grounds  it  is 
I  considered  necessary  now  for  the  first 
time  to  withhold  this  information  from 
the  House. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  M^Kewna.)   A  Return 
of  Public  Revenue  (Interception)  will  bo 
given  for  the  three  years  in  question,   if 
the  hon.  Member  will  move  for  it.     The 
Return  of  Gross  Departmental  Expendi- 
ture has  only  once  been  furnished,  namely, 
in  1905,  when  it  was  allowed  experiment- 
ally.    It  is  merely  a  recasting  of   tho 
figures     of    expenditure,    as    ordinarily 
published,  under  a  ditferent  classification. 
Such  variations  tend  to  confusion,  and  are 
to  be  deprecated  unless  they  serve  some 
really  useful  purpose.    I  do  not  think 
there  is  such  justification  in  this  instance, 
and  I  regret,  therefore,  that  I  do  not  see 
my  way  to  incur  the  trouble  and  expense 
which  its  publication  would  entail. 

Extension  of  the  Avon  and  Stonr 
Conservancies. 

Mr.  W.  D.  ward  (Southampton) : 
To  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Somerset,  as  representing  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  and  Fisheries, 
whether  a  Report  has  been  received  from 
the  Board's  inspector,  who  held  an 
inquiry  as  to  the  extension  of  the  Avon 
and  Stour  Conservancy  to  other  Hamp- 
shire rivers;  and  whether  such  Report 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table. 

{Answeredby  Sir  Edward  Strachey.)  The 
Report  to  which  my  hon.  friend  refers 
has  been  received,  but  it  is  made  solely 
for  the  guidance  and  information  of  the 
Board,  and  it  would  be  contrary  to 
practice  for  it  to  be  laid  on  the  Table. 

Evicted  Ryots  in  the  Bombay  Presideney. 
Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  if 
he  will  state  how  many  ryots  have  been 
evicted  in  the  Bombay  Presidency  in 
default  of  payment  of  land  revenue  in 
eacti  of  the  last  five  years  ;  and  what  sum 
has  been  realised  in  each  year  through 
the  sale  of  land  previously  in  the 
occupation  of  evicted  ryots. 
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(^  Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Morl^.) 
Ac<5ording  to  the  annual  land  revenue 
reports  of  the  Bombay  Presidency  the 
i^vimber  of  cases  in  which  the  occupancy 
right   was  forfeited  to  Government  on 


account  of  arrears  of  land  revenue,  and 
the  amount  realised  by  sale  of  forfeited 
land  to  the  public,  were  as  follow  in  the 
last  five  years  for  which  figures  have 
been  received : — 


Number  of  caaeB  of 
forfeiture. 

Amount  realised  by  sale  of 
forfeited  land  to  the  public. 

1899-1900         .... 

2,173 

Kupeef*. 
4,057  (£270) 

1900-1901          .... 

6,386 

4,425  (£295) 

19OI-1902 

9,462 

1,221  (£81) 

1902-1903         .... 

4,210 

1,746  (£116) 

1903-1904         .... 

15,575 

10,031  (£668) 

In  many  cases  the  forfeited  land  is 
eventually  returned  to  the  ryot.  Only  a 
small  portion  of  the  forfeited  land  in  any 
year  is  sold  to  the  public. 

Contract  for  Gonvesraace  of  Military 
Stores  from  Dublin  to  iKilbride— Fair 
Wages  Clause. 

Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  the  Fair  Wages 
Resolution  clause  has  been  inserted  in  the 
contract  for  the  conveyance  of  military 
stores  from  Dublin  to  Kilbride ;  and  if  he 
is  &ware  that  the  wages  paid  to  the 
carters  on  this  work  is  2s.  a  week  less  than 
the  wages  paid  by  the  contractor  having 
the  contract  for  conveyance  of  other 
military  stores. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Hcddane,) 
The  contract  contains  the  current  rate 
clause.  Some  of  the  carters  receive 
more  and  some  less  than  the  carters 
employed  by  the  other  contractor  referred 
to,  but  no  evidence  has  been  produced 
to  show  that  the  minimum  wages  paid 
by  the  contractor  are  less  than  the 
wages  usually  paid  in  the  district  to 
carters  of  the  same  skill  and  experience. 

Lodgiiig  Allowance  to  Sergeants  and 
Buglers  on  Permanent  Scan  of  Militia. 

Captain  CRAIG  (Down,  E.) :  To  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
he  will  favourably  consider  the  granting 
of  the  same  fuel,  light,  and  lodging 
allowance  to  sergeants  and  buglers  serving 
on  the  permanent  staff  Militia  on  Militia 
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engagement  as  is  granted  to  the  same 
ranks  on  Army  engagement. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldame.) 
This  proposal  has  been    considered    on 

Frevious  occasions  and  has  been  rejected, 
am  not  aware  of  anv  reasons  for 
departing  from  the  decisions  of  my 
predecessors. 

The  War  Office  and  Case  of  Mr.  Bremner. 

Mr.  CLAVELL  SALTER  (Hants, 
Basingstoke) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  the  promised 
inquiries  into  Bremner's  case  have  been 
made;  and,  if  so,  what  course  it  is 
proposed  to  take  in  the  matter. 

(Anstuered  by  Mr.  Secretary  ffaldane.) 
This  Question  is  still  under  consideration. 

Poor  Law    Oommission— Irish   Medical 
Bepresentative. 

Mr.  O'SHEE  :  To  ask  the  Prime 
Minister,  what  are  the  reasons  why  he 
declines  to  recommend  the  appointment 
of  an  Irish  medical  man  on  the  Eoyal 
Commission  on  the  Poor  Law  to  fill  the 
vacancy  created  by  the  death  of  The 
O'Conor  Don ;  and  whether,  as  the  Irish 
medical  profession  is  vitallv  concerned  in 
the  investigations  of  the  Koyal  Commis- 
sion so  far  as  regards  Ireland,  he  will 
reconsider  the  matter. 

(Anstoered  by  Sir  Henry  Campbell- 
Bannerman.)  I  do  not  see  my  way  to 
reconsider  this  matter  in  the  sense  desired 
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by  the  hon.  Member.  The  selection  of 
members  of  Royal  Commissions  is 
governed  by  general  considerations,  and 
in  any  fresh  appointment  that  may  be 
made  to  the  Royal  Commission  on  the 
Poor  Law  the  hon.  Member  may  be  sure 
that  regard  will  be  had  to  the  Commis- 
sioner's qualifications  for  dealing  with  the 
Poor  Law  as  it  is  administered  in  Ireland. 
It  does  not  follow  that,  because  Irish 
Poor  Law  medical  officers  are  interested 
in  the  inquiry,  the  appointment  of  an 
Irish  medical  gentleman  would  necessarily 
be  the  most  fitting  to  make. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


The  "Benown'* 
Mr.  NIELD  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  I 
beg  to  ask  *  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  whether  the  "Renown"  is 
included  in  the  number  of  first-class 
battleships  appearing  in  the  recently 
issued  Return  of  fleets ;  and  whether 
the  work  of  reconverting  the  vessel  into 
a  battleship  has  been  commenced,  and 
when  it  may  be  expected  to  be  completed. 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY  (Mr.  Edmund  Robertson 
Dundee) :  The  Answer  to  the  first  part 
of  the  Question  is  in  the  affirmative. 
The  work  of  restoring  the  "  Renown  "  to 
her  original  condition  has  not  yet  been 
commenced,  but  it  could,  if  necessary,  be 
carried  out  in  a  very  short  space  of  time. 

The  Disbanded  Scots  Guards. 

Mr.  AINSWORTH  (Argyllshire) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  allowing  the  non-commissioned  officers 
and  men  in  the  3rd  Battalion  of  Scots 
Guards,  and  in  other  battalions  to  be 
disbanded  the  opportunity  of  re-engaging 
for  extended  terms  of  service,  so  as  to 
enable  them  to  qualify  for  subsequent 
employment  with  the  auxiliary  forces. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Haldane,  Haddington): 
These  non-commissioned  officers  and  men 
•vill  be  granted  the  opprtunity  of  re- 
engaging mentioned  in  the  Question. 

Zulu  Bebellion. 
Mr.  BYLES  (Salford,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 


Colonies  whether  the  Zulu  rebellion  is  noiv 
at  an  end,  and  whether  the  Militia  aad 
irregular  troops  will  be  immediately 
recalled;  what  will  be  done  with  the 
3,000  prisoners ;  and  what  steps  will  bo 
taken  to  remove  the  conditions  whiofa 
produced  disaffection  among  the  hitherto 
loyal  native  population  of  the  Colony. 

The  under  -  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
Churchill,  Manchester,  N.W.) :  The 
Governor  does  not  anticipate  further 
operations,  and  states  that  all  districts  are 
reported  quiet.  The  Natal  Government 
has  given  oixiers  for  the  demobilisation 
of  the  active  Militia,  retaining  about 
600  men  for  further  services,  if  required. 
The  Secretary  of  State  is  not  officially 
informed  as  to  what  will  be  done  with 
the  prisoners.  The  Natal  Government 
proposes  to  appoint  a  Commission  to 
investigate  the  question  of  native 
administration. 

Mr.  BYLES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Undor  -  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  speech  made  at  a  public 
banquet  in  Pretoria,  by  Brigadier-General 
Jeffreys,  in  which  he  defended  the 
military  policy  of  giving  no  quarter  and 
accepting  no  surrender  in  the  recent 
operations  against  the  Zulus;  will  he 
say  whether  General  Jeffreys  holds  his 
commission  from  His  Majesty;  and 
whether  the  Colonial  Secretary  will  take 
any  notice  of  the  speech. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  From  a  newspaper 
report  which  I  have  seen  it  appears  to  be 
stated  that  Brigadier-General  Jeffreys, 
who  is  an  officer  upon  the  staff  in  South 
Africa,  said  in  the  course  of  a  speech 
largely  devoted  to  historical  references 
to  bygone  methods  of  warfare,  that  in 
the  course  of  a  "  drive  "  through  impene- 
trable bush  it  was  impossible  to  accept 
surrenders.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
report  is  correct;  but  even  if  it  were, 
it  does  not  seem  to  me  to  afford  any 
grounds  for  the  supposition  that  a  British 
officer  would  defend  the  killing  of  un- 
resisting men.  I  hope  my  hon.  friend 
will  endeavour  to  extend  to  the  speeches 
of  soldiers  the  benefits  of  that  most 
favourable  construction  to  which  speeches 
in  this  House  are  in  constitutional 
practice  entitled,  and  of  which  they  may 
sometimes  stand  in  need.     The  Secretary 
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x>f  State  does  not  consider  that  the  matter 
calls  for  his  interference. 

Mr.  BYLES  :  I  am  not  quite  sure 
whether  I  understood  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  to  say  that  a  '*  drive  through 
impenetrable  bush"  was  an  historic 
reference;  if  that  is  so,  I  am  only  too 
glad  to  accept  the  Answer,  but  I  take 
it  to  mean 

♦  Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  !  The 
lion.  Member  is  not  now  asking  a  Ques- 
tion. 

Bepatriation  of  Goolies. 
Mr.  PETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  he  is  yet  in  a  position  to  state 
whether  the  republication  of  the  Re- 
patriation Ordinance  has  been  any  more 
successful  than  the  original  publication 
in  inducing  the  Chinese  coolies  in  the 
Transvaal  to  realise  that  they  wish  to  be 
sent  back  to  China ;  what  was  the  date 
of  the  republication  ;  and  has  the  Govern- 
ment no  information,  by  telegram  or 
otherwise,  as  to  the  number  of  coolies  who 
have  since  required  to  be  repatriated. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  The  new  notice 
was  posted  in  the  compounds  on  July 
18th.  No  information  has  yet  been 
receiTsd  as  to  the  number  of  applications 
made. 

Mining  Operations  in  the  Beseryed  Area 
of  the  Transvaal- 

Mr.  J.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD 
'(Leicester):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  Bewaarplaatzen  is  still  in 
the  pos3e88ion  of  the  Transvaal  State  to 
the  same  extent  as  before  the  war ;  and 
whether  any  mining  operations  are  now 
being  carried  on  under  these  reserved 
Areas. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  The  Governor 
*has  not  yet  replied  to  an  inquiry  on  the 
subject  addressed  to  him.  His  attention 
is  again  being  called  to  the  matter. 

jBemissioa  of  Stamp  Duties  on  Letters 

Patent. 

Mr.  WEHt  (Ross  and  Cromarty) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  having  regard  to  the  fact 
that  a  sum  of  £150   12s.  is  placed  on 


the  Civil  Service  Supplementary  Esti 
mates,  under  Class  yiL,  for  repayment 
to  the  Civil  Contingencies  Fund,  in 
respect  of  stamp  duties  payable  on 
Letters  Patent,  creating  Sir  Thomas 
Sanderson,  G.C.B,  K.C.M.G.,  I.S.O.,  a 
baron  of  the  United  Kingdom,  will  he 
explain  why  the  recipient  of  this  honour 
is  not  required  to  pay  the  stamp  duties. 

The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  McKenna,  Mon- 
mouthshire, N.):  The  long  and  dis- 
tinguished career  in  the  public  service  of 
the  recipient  of  the  honour  was  held, 
following  precedent,  to  justify  the 
remission  of  the  charges. 

Mr.  WEIR:  Might  I  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  those  charges  are 
remitted  on  account  of  long  service,  and 
whether  Members  of  this  House  after 
serving  here  for  many  years  will  be 
entitled  to  anything  t 

Civil  Service  Estimates. 

Sir  ROBERT  HOBART :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  he 
can  hold  out  hopes  of  substantial 
reductions  and  economies  being  carried 
out  in  the  administration  of  the  Civil 
Services  Estimates  for  190G-7,  on  some- 
what similar  lines  to  those  effected  on 
the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  The  Civil  expendi- 
ture of  the  State  applies  to  a  large 
number  of  services  which  are  independent 
of  one  another  and  governed  by  entirely 
different     considerations.       It    is     not 

Sossible  therefore  by  any  general 
etermination  of  policy  to  affect  the 
Civil  expenditure  as  the  Naval  or 
Military  expenditure  may  be  affected. 
It  is,  however,  the  hope  and  intention  of 
His  Majesty's  Gk)vernment  to  secure  that 
the  Civil  Services  shall  be  conducted 
with  the  strictest  regard  to  economy. 

King's  Park,  Stirling. 

Mr.  MORTON  (Sutherland)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  the  town  council 
of  Stirling  had  the  option  of  acquiring 
the  ground  adjoining  the  King's  Park 
and  King's  Knot,  part  of  the  King'n 
Park  ;  if  so,  at  what  price  ;  whether  the 
said  ground  ha:j  been  sold  to  private 
parties ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  say  why  this 
has  been  done. 
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Mr.  younger  (Ayr  Burghs):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Crown  land  contiguous  to  the  King's 
Park  at  Stirling  is  being  feued  for 
building  purposes;  whether  applications 
for  feus  on  this  land  have  hitherto  been 
refused  on  the  ground  that  buildings 
placed  upon  the  site  would  destroy  one 
of  the  finest  views  in  Scotland;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  interests  of 
the  town,  and  the  public  dissatisfaction 
caused  by  the  present  action,  he  will  re- 
consider any  decision  that  may  have  been 
taken. 

Mr.  MoKENNA  :  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  answer  the  Question  addressed 
to  me  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ayr 
Burghs  at  the  same  time.  I  am  informed 
that  the  land  referred  to  is  an  arable  field 
containing  about  four  acres  to  which  the 
public  have  never  had  the  privilege  of 
access.  The  Commissioner  of  Woods  is  not 
aware  that  previous  applications  for  feus 
have  been  refused  for  the  reason  stated. 
I  understand,  moreover,  that  adjoining 
land  on  the  same  side  of  the  Dumbarton 
Road  belonging  to  the  town  council  of 
Stirling  has  been  built  over.  It  has  been 
arranged  that  the  field  shall  be  feued  for 
the  erection  only  of  private  residences  of 
a  style  and  character  to  be  approved  by 
the  Commissioner,  and  the  buildings  are 
to  be  kept  on  the  lower  part  of  the  field 
next  the  public  road,  where  they  will  not 
be  visible  from  the  park  or  interfere  with 
the  amenities  of  it.  The  town  council 
were  given  the  first  opportunity  of  ac- 
quiring the  land,  but  did  not  desire  to 
avail  uiemselves  of  it,  nor,  when  the  pro- 
posals for  feuing  were  svbmitted  to  them 
as  a  matter  of  courtesy,  did  they  intimate 
any  objection  to  the  land  being  feued  to 
others  provided  the  restrictions  mentioned 
were  enforced.  In  these  circumstances  I 
see  no  sufficient  reason  for  interfering 
with  the  decision  which  haa  been  arrived 
at. 

Insurance  under  the  Workmen's 
Oompensation  Act. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  (Gloucester- 
shire,  Forest  of  Dean) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  statement  on  page  57  of  the 
Annual  Report  on  Factories  and  Work- 
shops that  cases  continue  in  which  charges 
are  made  for  insurance  under  the  Work- 


men's Compensation  Act  and  the  amount 
deducted  more  than  covers  the  premium  ; 
and  whether  the  promise  made  by  his 
predecessor  on  August  4th,  1903,  is  to  b^ 
redeemed. 

♦The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  tok 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
QLADSTONEy  Leeds,  W.) :  I  am  aware  <^ 
the  statement  to  which  my  right  hon. 
friend  alludes.  In  accordance  with  th» 
promise  given  in  August,  1903,  the  ques> 
tion  of  these  deductions  was  brought  by^ 
the  Home  Office  before  the  Departmental 
Committee  on  Workmen's  Compensatiom 
^ho  reported  that  "  if  the  practice  wer©^ 
shown  to  be  other  than  very  exceptional 
it  might  be  a  question  worthy  of  con- 
sideration whether  the  provisions  of  th© 
Truck  Acts  should  not  be  extended  to 
check  the  eviL"  I  agree  with  the  Com- 
mittee in  the  view  that  the  matter  is  one^ 
to  be  dealt  with  rather  by  an  Amend- 
ment of  the  Truck  Acta  than  of  the 
Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  and  I  ank 
informed  that  the  Truck  Committee  now 
sitting  has  it  in  mind  and  has  already 
heard  evidence  with  regard  to  it. 

Additional  Factory  Inspectors. 

MR.BYLES:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  has  received  communications 
from  workmen's  organisations  asking  for 
an  increase  in  the  factory  laws  inspector- 
ate, by  the  appointment  of  more  working- 
class  inspectors  ;  and  whether  he  can  see 
his  way  to  accede  to  this  demand. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE:  This  Question 
was  pressed  on  my  notice  by  the  deputa- 
tion from  the  Trades  Union  Congress  in 
February  last.  I  shall  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  dealing  with  it  in  the  Estimatea 
this  afternoon. 

The  Inter-Parliamentary  Oonference. 

Mr.  MEYSEYTHOMPSON  (Stafford- 
shire, Handsworth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  if  he  will 
give  the  details  composing  the  sum  of 
£5,000  to  be  granted  towards  the  ex- 
penses of  receiving  the  Inter-Parlia- 
mentary Conference. 

♦The  first  COMMISSIONER  c^ 
WORKS  (Mr.  Harcourt,  Lancashire, 
Rossendale) :  I  have  not  yet  received  the 
information  in  the  form  of  vouchers  and 
accounts,  and  therefore  am  unable  to  give 
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particulars.     They    will    be    presented,  i 
Dowever,  in  due  course  to  Parliament  and  | 
^be  balance-sheet  will  show  how  the  money 
bas   generally  been  expended  in  fitting 
up  the  Royal  Gallery  for  thd  conference, 
for    the  luncheon  in  Westminster  Hall, 
t-be  banquet  at  the  Crystal  Palace,  for  the 
f-triking  of  a  medal,  locomotion,  postage, 
and  stationery,  and  other  matters.     The 
•expenses  for  the  luncheon  falling  on  the 
tbe  public  charge  will  only  be  the  sum  for 
our  foreign  guests,  the  cost  of  their  own 
■entertainment  being  paid  by  the  British 
delegates.     The    tot«u  amount   required 
inrill  not  be  so  g[iuch  as  has  been  voted  by 
Parliament    owing     to     the    admirable 
management  of   the  English  committee 
here. 

Dining   Arrangements  in  the  Honse  of 

Oommons. 

Mr.  SUMMERBELL  (Sunderland) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
Derby,  as  Chairman  of  the  Kitchen 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
in  view  of  the  late  sittings  of  the  House 
during  the  past  few  weeks,  whether  he 
"1^411  state  how  many  staffs  of  waiters 
there  are  for  the  dining  rooms,  the  num- 
ber of  hoars  they  work,  their  starting 
time,  and  rate  of  pay  ;  and  whether  any, 
and,  if  so,  how  many  receive  any  pay- 
ment when  Parliament  is  not  sitting. 


Mr.  JACOBY  (Derbyshire,  Mid.) :  A 
similar  Question  was  asked  last  Monday. 
I  would  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  my 
written  reply,  t 

Educational  Grants. 

Mr.  MEYSEY-THOMPSON  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion if  he  will  give  the  items  and  parti- 
culars forming  the  sum  of  £200,000  to 
be  allotted  to  certain  local  education 
authorities ;  and  when  these  grants  will 
be  paid. 

♦The  PKESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  EDUCATION  (Mr.  Birrell,  Bristol, 
N.) :  The  sum  named  is  an  estimate  of 
the  maximum  sum  likely  to  be  needed  to 
carry  out  the  Regulations  recently  issued 
for  the  Special  Grant  which  is  payable 
this  year,  and  this  year  only.  I  can  give 
DO  accurate  list  of  individual  authorities  or 
amounts  until  the  audited  Financial  State- 
ments of  the  Local  Education  Authority 

t  See  Col.  433. 


concerned  have  reached  theBoard  of  Educa- 
tion and  been  investigated  there.  The 
grants  will,  as  a  rule,  be  paid  before  tbe 
close  of  this  year. 

Foreign  Trawling  in  the  Moray  Firth. 

Mr.  WEIR:  I  bee  to  ask  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  in  view  of 
the  decision  of  the  High  Court  at 
Edinburgh  confirming  the  decision  of 
Sheriff  Guthrie  in  regard  to  foreign 
trawling  in  the  Moray  Firth,  will  he 
state  whether  the  commanders  of  Scottish 
Fishery  Board  cruisers  have  been  in- 
structed as  to  the  action  to  be  taken  in 
respect  of  foreign  trawlers  found  fishing 
in  the  Firth ;  and,  if  not,  will  he  state 
when  instructions  will  be  issued. 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOTLALD 
(Mr.  Sinclair,  Forfarshire) :  I  am  not 
yet  in  a  position  to  add  to  the  reply 
which  I  gave  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Argyllshire  on  July  25th.  t 


Mr.  WEIR:  Might  I  ask  the  richt 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  I  am  to  under- 
stand that  the  cruisers  have  captured  one 
of  these  foreign  trawlers  not  within  the 
three-mile  limit  but  in  any  part  of  the 
Moray  Firth  1 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  :  No,  the  hon.  Member 
is  not  to  understand  anything  further 
than  what  I  stated  in  my  answer. 

*Mr.  J.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD  : 
Arising  out  of  that  Answer  might  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  can 
tell  us  what  the  Government  are  inquiring 
into? 

Mr.  SINCLAIR:  That  was  not  the 
Question  put  to  me.  The  Question  put  to 
me  was  whether  the  Commanders  of  the 
Scottish  Fishery  Board  had  been  in- 
structed as  to  the  action  to  be  taken  in 
respect  of  foreign  trawlers  found  fishing 
in  the  Firth,  and,  if  not,  when  instructions 
will  be  issued.  That  matter  is  now  re- 
ceiving the  attention  of  the  Government. 

Mr.   MORTON  :    May  the  Members 
of    this     House    go    round     with    the 
I  cruisers  to  see  how  they  are  doing  their 
duty. 

1  t  See  (4),  Dthates,  clxi.,  1197. 
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Sutherland  Main  Boads. 
Mr.  MORl^ON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  whether  he  will 
take  means  to  get  a  grant  of  money  for 
the  improvement  of  the  main  roads  in  the 
county  of  Sutherland. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR :  The  Answer  is  in 
the  negative.  I  can  add  nothing  now  to 
previous  answers  to  my  hon.  friend. 

Small  Holdings  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  (Lan- 
arkshire,  N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  Scotland  what  is  the  number  and 
total  acreage  of  agricultural  holdings  in 
Scotland  below  £50  annual  value. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR:  So  far  as  I  am 
aware,  there  are  no  precise  figures  avail- 
able. In  1890-91,  the  latest  year  for 
which  figures  are  available,  the  number  of 
persons  assessed  for  Poor  Rate  in  respect 
of  the  occupation  of  farms  and  paying 
rental  not  exceeding  £50  as  per  Vahiation 
Roll,  was  46,828.  Table  VI.  of  the 
Annual  Returns  of  acreage  in  the  Agricul- 
tural Statistics,  1905,  gives  the  total 
number  of  Agricultural  Holdings  in  Scot- 
land above  one  acre  and  not  exceedinc 
fifty  acres  as  53,358. 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  :  I  sup- 
pose we  shall  have  accurate  information 
before  we  deal  with  the  Bill  in  the 
Autumn  ? 

Mr.  SINCLAIR :  I  hope  so.  Sir,  but 
accurate  information  is  exceedingly 
difficult  to  obtain. 

Cost  of  Land  Commission  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  what  is 
the  estimated  cost  of  the  new  Scottish 
Land  Commission,  including  the  sums  now 
devoted  to  the  Crofters  Commission  and 
the  Congested  Districts  Board. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  await  the  issue  of  the  Bill. 

Beggars  in  Dunblane. 

Mr.  MORTON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether  he  proposes  to  take 
any  action  to  enable  the  police  in  the 
town  of  Dunblane  to  deal  with  loiterers 
and  beggars ;  whether  Section  420  of  the 


Act  of  1892,  as  to  retailers  of  coals,  is 
force  in  that  town  ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  ex- 
plain why  offences  of  that  nature  are  noti 
reported  to  the  borough  prosecutor. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Thobias 
Shaw,  Hawick  Burghs) :  Dimblane  is  not 
excepted  from  the  operation  of  the  Burgh 
Police  Act,  1892.     If,  under  that  Act,  or 
in  any  other  manner,  there  is  a  failure  of 
duty  upon  the  part  of  the  police,  or  in  the 
reporting  of    the  o£fences,   the    proper 
course  is  for  any  persons  or  authorities  ag- 
grieved to  report  the  matter  to  the  sheriflT 
of  the  county.    In  view,  however,  of  the 
inquiries  by  my  hon.  frieild,  such  as  the 
present  and  that  on  the  Paper  for  to- 
morrow, I  have  adopted  the  course  of 
sending  the  whole  correspondence  and 
documents  to  the  Crown  Agent  in  Edin- 
burgh for  report. 

Increased  Value  of  Irish  Land 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  Congested  Districts  Board 
paid  eighteen  years'  purchase  of  first- 
term  rents  for  lands  bought  in  1906,  com- 
pared with  fifteen  years'  purchase  in  1902, 
and  twenty-one  and  a  quarter  years'  pur- 
chase of  second-term  rents  in  1906,compar- 
ed  with  eighteen  and  three-quarter  years' 
purchase  in  1902,  they  can  now  explain 
what  circumstances  have  arisen  to  justify 
the  increase  of  three  years'  purchase  and 
of  two  and  a-half  years'  respectively. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.) :  The 
Congested  Districts  Board  purchased 
land  in  1906,  as  in  other  years  since  the 
passing  of  the  Irish  Land  Act  of  1903,  at 
the  lowest  price  at  which  they  could  ob- 
tain it.  The  price  of  land  has  risen  since 
1903. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  Arising  out  of  that,  can 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  whether 
there  is  any  increase  in  the  agricultural 
value  of  the  land  to  justify  paying  this 
enhanced  price  ? 

Mr.  bryce  :  The  causes  which  affect 
the  price  of  land  are  very  niunerous,  and 
this  increase  I  suggest  is  largely  due  to 
causes  other  than  that  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member. 
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.  O'OaUaghan  and  the  Newman  Estate. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  the  Estates  Commissioners 
have  yet  arrived  at  any  decision  in  regard 
to  the  case  of  Mr.  Timothy  C.  O'Callaghan, 
Dromore,  Mallow,  who  was  excluded  from 
the  purchase  arrangement  on  the  New- 
man estate,  though  willing  to  purchase 
his  holding  on  the  same  terms  as  the  other 
tenants,  and  who  has  since  been  evicted 
from  his  holding ;  are  the  Commissioners 
aware  that  the  landlord  procured  the  ex- 
clusion of  this  tenant  from  the  general 
scheme  by  a  false  representation,  to  the 
effect  that  he  was  entitled  to  the  resump- 
tion of  C.  O'Callaghan's  holding,  on  the 
ground  of  its  being  demesne  land ;  and 
whether  the  Commissioners  will  take  steps 
to  procure  his  reinstatement. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  Estates  Commis- 
sioners inform  me  that  they  have  not  yet 
arrived  at  a  decision  in  this  case.  The 
matter  is  still  under  consideration. 

The  Irish  Butter  Trade  and  the 
Agricnltural  Organisation  Society. 

Mr.  FLYNN :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  meeting  of  the  council  of 
the  Irish  Butter  Trade  Association  at 
which  the  relationship  of  the  Irish  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  with  the  Irish 
Agricultural  Organisation  Society  was 
discussed ;  will  he  say  if  the  Department 
subsidised  the  society  to  the  extent  of 
£5,700  within  the  past  two  years ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  complaints  of 
this  trade  society  against  the  subsidising 
of  an  organisation  which  is  in  direct 
competition  with  private  traders  in  the 
Irish  butter  trade,  more  especially  in 
regard  to  the  creameries  industry,  the 
Department  will  decline  to  subsidise  the 
Irish  Agricultural  Organisation  Society 
in  future  by  withholding  further  financial 
assistance. 

Mr.  BKYCE  :  I  have  seen  a  newspaper 
report  of  the  recent  proceedings  of  the 
council  of  the  Iriwh  Butter  Trade  Associa- 
tion. The  purposes  of  organisation  for 
which  grants  in  aid  of  a  sum  of  £2,000 
for  the  year  ended  February  28th  last, 
and  of  a  sum  not  exceeding  £3,700  for 
the  year  ending  28th  February  next, 
were  made  by  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture,   with   the    concurrence  of    the 


Agricultural  Board,  have  already  been 
explained  in  my  answers  to  the  Questions 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  on 
May  21st  and  29th.t  The  question  of 
the  continuance  of  the  existing  provisional 
arrangement  for  any  period  subsequent 
to  the  twelve  months  ending  February 
28th  next,  was  discussed  at  the  meeting 
of  the  Council  of  Agriculture  in  May 
last,  and  was  postponed  for  further 
consideration  to  their  next  meeting, 
which  will  be  held  in  the  autumn  of  the 
present  year.  The  result  of  the  further 
deliberations  of  the  Council  will  be  a 
guide  to  the  Agricultural  Board  and  the 
Department  as  regards  future  action  in 
the  matter. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  he  himself  aware  that  this 
Irish  Agricultural  Organisation  Society 
is  in  direct  competition  with  private 
traders  in  the  Irish  butter  trade. 

Mr.  BRYCE:  I  think  if  the  hon. 
Member  will  refer  to  what  I  said  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  on  May 
21st  and  29th  he  will  find  that  I  have 
answered  that. 

Cattle-Maiming  in  South  Derry. 
Mr.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  police 
have  been  able  to  trace  the  perpetrators 
of  the  cattle-maiming  outrage  on  Mr. 
Bailey,  in  South  Derry. 

Mr.  BRYCE :  I  am  informed  that  the 
police  have  made  every  effort  to  discover 
the  offender  or  offenders  in  this  case,  but 
up  to  the  present  have  not  succeeded  in 
doing  so.  They  are  still  pursuing  their 
investigations. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
he  not  aware  that  this  is  the  third  attack 
to  which  this  gentleman  has  been  sub- 
jected :  that  during  the  general  election 
he  was  violently  assaulted  himself  and 
that  now  his  cattle  are  maimed;  and 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does 
not  think  that  is  rather  a  high  price  to 
pay  for  his  voting  Liberal. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  have  no  power  in  the 
matter.  I  can  only  say  that  every  possible 
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effort  will  bo  made  to  trace  the  per- 
petrators of  this  outrage,  but  hon.  Mem- 
bers must  remember  that  these  outrages 
were  committed  at  night  and  it  is 
extremely  difficult  to  trace  a  thing  of  that 
sort. 

Mr.  T.  W.  KUSSELL  :  Could  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  supply  North 
Derry  with  the  same  government  which 
is  supplied  to  South  Tipperary  in  cases  of 
the  same  kind  ? 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  :  Would  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  whether  the  Member 
for  the  Division  has  denounced  these 
cruel  outrages,  and,  if  not,  whether  he  may 
be  deemed  to  be  in  favour  of  them. 

Mr.  BRYCE:  That  Question  could 
hardly  be  answered  by  me. 

The  Board  of  Works  and  the  Bortonport 

Bailway. 

Mr,  McVeigh  (Donegal,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  inefficient  work- 
ing of  and  delay  to  the  travelling  public  on 
the  Burtonport  Railway  on  the  19th  and 
21st  instant ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
whatever  improvement  has  taken  place  in 
the  working  of  the  line  is  due  to  the  Lough 
Swilly  Company  procuring  at  its  own 
expense  new  engines  to  replace  those 
supplied  by  the  Board  of  Works ;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  all  the  public  bodies 
in  the  districts  through  which  the  line 
run?  have  passed  Resolutions  asking  for 
something  to  be  done,  he  will  take  steps 
to  have  an  inquiry  made  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  as  to  the  defects  anrl  safety  of  the 
line,  and  the  inefficiency  of  its  rolling 
stock. 

Mr.  BRYCE :  I  am  informed  that  the 
delay  on  the  19th  ultimo  to  the  traffic  on 
the  Burtonport  line  arose  through  an 
accident  to  an  engine  on  the  Lough 
Swilly  Company's  own  line  near  London- 
derry, the  effect  of  which  was  felt  through- 
out the  Burtonport  system.  The  delays 
on  the  21st  ultimo  were  due  partly  to 
causes  which  arose  on  the  Lough  Swilly 
Company's  own  line  and  partly  to 
the  failure  of  the  injectors  of  one  of 
that  company's  engines  at  Owenarrow 
viaduct  on  the  Burtonport  line  The 
reply  to  the  second  part  of  the  Question 
is  in  the  negative.    The  engines  referred 


I 


to  are  not,  it  is  understood,  now  working 
on  the  Burtonport  line,  the  traffic  on 
which  is  being  worked  by  the  original 
engines.  I  see  no  sufficient  reason  in  the 
circumstances  which  I  have  described  for 
altering  the  view  which  I  expressed  in 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member's  Question  of 
June  25th  lastf 

National  Education  Oommissioners  and 
School  Managers  of  Munster. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  can  state  what  action 
the  Commissioners  of  National  Education 
propose  to  take  in  view  of  the  action  of 
school  managers  in  Munster  and  elsewhere 
in  declining  to  appoint  assistant  mistresses 
in  boys'  schools ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  generally  expressed  opinions  of  the 
managers,^the  rule  will  be  altered  so  as 
to  enable  the  managers  to  appoint 
junior  assistant  masters  in  such  schools. 

Mr.  BRYCE :  The  Commissioners  of 
National  Education  inform  me  that  they 
have  received  a  resolution  urging  the 
appointment  of  junior  assistant  masters 
instead  of  assistant  mistresses  in  boys' 
schools  under  masters,  but  for  the  reasons 
which  have  already  been  fully  stated  the 
Commissioners  do  not  propose  to  take 
any  action  on  the  Resolution.  The  Com- 
missioners state  that  they  continue  to 
receive  from  clerical  managers  in  all  parts 
of  Ireland,  including  Munster,  applications 
for  the  appointment  of  junior  assistant 
mistresses  in  boys'  schools. 

The  Case  of  Patrick  McGloin. 

Mr.  DOLAN  (Leitrim,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  in  the  case  of  the  holding  of  Patrick 
McGloin  (Gilbert),  of  Aghanlish,  Largy- 
donnell,  county  Leitrim,  the  Estates 
Commissioners  have  now  appealed  from 
the  decision  of  the  county  court  judge 
fixing  the  tenant's  second-term  fair  rent 
at  £5  ;  that  that  appeal  is  solely  on  the 
question  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  county 
court  judge  to  fix  the  rent ;  that  no  appeal 
on  the  question  of  value  has  been  taken  ; 
that  that  appeal  is  to  the  Land  Commision, 
who  are  thus  appellants  and  judges  in  the 
same  case ;  and  whether,  seeing  that  the 
only  effect  of  that  appeal,  if  successful, 
would  be  to  compel  the  tenant  to  buy  at 
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t;hirty-eight  and  a  half  years  purchase  of 
the  rent  fixed  by  the  county  court  judge, 
^md  in  view  of  the  comments  of  the 
county  court  judge  on  the  action  of  the 
Xiand  Commission  towards  this  tenant, 
And  of  the  expense  incurred  by  the  tenant 
in  defending  ^ceedings  brought  against 
liim  by  the  Estates  Commissioners,  he 
irill  say  what  steps  he  intends  to  take  to 
protect  the  tenant  from  having  to  pur- 
chase on  the  said  terms. 

Mr,  BRYCE  :  I  am  informed  that  the 
Estates  Ck)mmissioners  have  appealed 
from  the  decision  of  the  county  court 
judge  upon  the  question  of  his  jurisdiction 
to  fix  a  fair  rent  in  the  case,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Commissioners 
had  already  issued  an  order  under  Section 
19  of  the  Act,  declaring  McGloin  to  be 
the  purchaser  of  the  holding.  Until  this 
question  of  law  has  been  decided,  the 
O>mmis8ioners  are  unable  to  say  how 
they  may  eventually  deal  with  the  case, 
and  in  the  meantime  they  do  not  think  it 
<le8irable  to  enter  into  the  facts  alleged 
in  the  Question. 

The  Department  of  Asricnltnre  and 
Experimental  Farms. 

Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Wexford, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  the 
Veterinary  Branch  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  in  Ireland  has  a  laboratory 
and  an  experimental  farm,  as  has  the 
similar  branch  of  the  English  Department 
of  Agriculture,  for  the  purposes  of 
identifying  disease  and  of  research  work, 
and,  if  not,  if  he  will  consider  the  desira- 
bility of  furnishing  the  Irish  Department 
with  similar  facilities  as  the  English  in 
this  respect;  if  the  Treasury  has 
received  a  memorial  from  the  staff  of  the 
Irish  Veterinary  Department  asking  to  be 
placed  on  an  equal  footing  regarding  pay 
with  their  English  confreres ;  and  what 
was  the  reply  to  this  request. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  Answer  to  the 
first  part  of  this  Question  is  in  the 
negative.  The  provision  of  a  laboratory 
for  the  diagnosis  of  disease  is  engaging 
attention.  There  is  no  present  intention 
of  establishing  an  experimental  farm  in 
connection  with  the  Department's 
Veterinary  Branch.  A  memorial  in  the 
sense  mentioned  has  been  addressed  to 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Department  by 
a     number    of    Veterinary    Inspectors 


employed  in  the  Veterinary  Branch.  The 
Treasury  have  not  as  yet  been  communi- 
cated with  in  the  matter,  which  is  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Department. 

Oastleblakeney  Estate  (BaUinasloe). 

Mr,  MACVEAGH  :  On  behalf  of  my 
hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Galway,  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
state  if  the  grass  lands  of  the  Castle- 
blakeney  Estate,  near  BaUinasloe,  will  be 
divided  amongst  the  tenantry  before 
next  November. 

Mr.  BRYCE:  The  Estates  Commis- 
sioners inform  me  that  they  are  unable 
to  identify  the  grass  lands  referred  to 
from  the  information  furnished  in  the 
Question.  If  the  name  of  the  owner 
should  be  furnished  to  them  they  will 
make  further  inquiries. 

Harbonr  Works  at  Arklow. 
Mr.  WALTER  LONG  (Dublin,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Har- 
bour Board  have  now  submitted  plans  and 
estimates  for  the  proposed  works  at  Ark- 
low, provision  for  which  was  made  in  the 
Vote  for  the  Ireland  Development  Grant 
of  1905-6. 

Mr.  BRYCE:  The  Harbour  Board 
have  not  yet  submitted  plans  and 
estimates  for  the  proposed  works  at 
Arklow.  It  is  desirable  that  thev  should 
do  so  forthwith  in  order  that  the  work 
may  be  begun.  As  to  the  general 
position,  I  would  refer  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  my  reply  to  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
North  Wexford  on  Thursday  lastt 

Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE:  Arising 
out  of  that  Answer,  might  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  will  use  his 
influence  to  expedite  matters  1 

Mr.  BRYCE :  I  will  do  all  I  can,  as  it  is 
very  desirable  that  the  work  should  be 
done  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

Fropoied  Bailway  between  Mnllaranny 
and  Behnollet. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  now  in  a 
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position  to  make  any    statement    with    that  the  Board  of  Works  do  not  approve 


respect  Jo  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  the  construction  of  a  line 
of  railway  between  Mullaranny  and 
Belmulletj  and,  if  not,  whether  he 
can  undertake  that  the  proposal  will 
receive  his  personal  consideration  during 
the  Parliamentary  Recess. 

Mr.  BRYCE:  I  have  lately  visited 
both  Mullaranny  and  Belmullet,  and 
have  quite  recently  received  a  Report 
from  the  Board  of  Works  on  the  subject 
of  the  proposed  railway.  Inasmuch  as 
there  are  four  competing  schemes  for 
lines  of  railway  to  Belmullet,  even  the 
cheapest  of  which  will  involve  large 
expenditure,  the  subject  requires  much 
consideration,  and  I  am  not  yet  in  a 
position  to  make  any  statement  regarding 
it.  It  will,  however,  continue  to  engage 
the  attention  of  the  Irish  Government. 


Fortovogie  Harbour  Works. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  a  letter  addressed, 
on  July  3rd,  to  the  Irish  Government 
by  the  Down  County  Council  respecting 
the  construction  of  improvement  works 
at  Porta vogie  Harbour;  and  whether, 
with  a  view  to  the  settlement  of  plans 
for  carrying  out  these  works,  for  which 
funds  have  been  voted  by  Parliament, 
but  as  to  the  details  of  which  there  is  a 
difference  of  opinion  between  the  county 
council  and  the  Commissioners  of  Public 
Works,  he  will  arrange  that  the  Com- 
missioners shall  send  down  their  engineer 
to  confer  at  Portavogie  with  the  committee 
of  the  county  council. 

Mr.  BRYCE :  I  am  aware  of  the 
correspondence  which  has  taken  place  in 
this  matter.  The  difference  which  has 
arisen  can  hardly  be  described  as  one 
respectinsj  details,  seeing  that  the  scheme 
now  proposed  by  the  county  council  is 
entirely  different  from  that  originally 
put  forward  by  them  and  accepted  by 
the  Government  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  office.  It  seems, 
therefore,  to  be  doubtful  whether  the 
case  is  one  for  such  a  conference  as  is 
suggested.  If  the  county  council  are 
prepared  to  abide  by  the  arrangement 
agreed  upon,  there  will  be  no  difficulty 
in  carrying  out  the  works.     I  understand 


of  the  change  of  plans  now  put  forwcurd. 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  (Down,  N'.)  z 
Arising  out  of  that  Answer,  might  I  a>ak: 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  t^lie 
Board  of  Works  would  inform  the  local 
officials  as  to  the  local  inquiry  t 

Mr.  BRYCE :  I  presume  that  either 
the  county  council  or  the  Irish  (rovem- 
ment  would,  but  I  do  not  know  that  any- 
thing would  be  cleared  up  by  bringing  in 
the  officials  at  this  stage. 

Wicklow  Sea  Defences. 

Mr.   WALTER  LONG  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the   Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  work  has  yet 
commenced  in  the  construction  of   sea 
defences  at  Wicklow,  if  not,  what  are  the 
reasons  for  delay,  and  will  he  be  good 
enough  to  undertake  that  every  effort 
will  be  made  to  commence  the  work  be- 
fore further  serious  damage  is  caused  by 
the  depredations  of  the  sea  ;  and  if  he 
will  also  state  what  is  the  present  condi- 
tion of  the  negotiations  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  harbour  works  at  Wicklow. 

Mr.  BRYCE :  I  understand  that  work 
has  not  yet  begun  on  these  sea  defences. 
The  commencement  and  prosecution  of 
the  works  rest  entirely  with  the  Wicklow 
Harbour  Board,  at  whose  disposal  a  sum 
of  J&l  0,000  was  placed  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  purpose  at  the  beginning  of 
this  year.  The  Government  are  disap- 
pointed that  the  works  have  not  yet  been 
commenced,  and  so  far  as  the  Govern- 
ment are  concerned,  there  is  no  need  for 
further  negotiations.  They  have  done 
all  they  can  to  enable  the  work  to  be 
begun  forthwith-  The  Grovemment  con- 
ditions are  well  known  to  the  Harbour 
Board  and  the  other  persons  locally 
interested.  The  plans  and  estimates  of 
the  works  have  been  submitted  to  the 
Government  by  the  Harbour  Board  with- 
in the  last  few  days,  and  are  now  with 
the  consulting  engineer  for  examination. 

Future  Tenants  and  Fair  Bents. 

Mr.  DOLAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  under 
existing  conditions  it  is  impossible  for 
future  tenants  in  Ireland  to  avail  of  the 
Land  Courts  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  thai 
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many  of  them  are  paying  rents  100  per 
cent,  in  excess  of  the  values  of  their 
holdings,  he  will  take  steps  to  hare  the 
allegecf  grievances  of  future  tenants 
remedied. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  beg  to  refer  to  my 
reply  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Leitrim  on  April  3rd,  t  in  which 
I  stated  that  I  was  not  prepared,  in  reply 
to  a  Question,  to  discuss  the  possibility 
of  legislation  in  regard  to  future  tenants. 

Mr.  CULLINAN  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
Might  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  in  the  recess  he  will  inquire 
into  these  cases  very  closely  and  see  for 
himself  the  justice  of  these  claims  ? 

Irish  Fisheries. 
Mr.  DOLAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  during 
the  past  six  months  the  total  take  in  sea 
fishmg  has  gained  bjr  218,000  cwt.  in 
weight  and  £150,000  m  England,  whereas 
for  Ireland  the  increase  is  only  2,600  cwt. 
and  £6,000,  including  shellfish ;  and  will 
he  state  whether  he  can  ascertain  the 
reason  for  the  difference  in  the  rates  of 
increase  for  England  and  Ireland. 

Mr.  BRYCE :  From  the  returns  at 
present  available  it  appears  that  during 
the  first  six  months  of  the  present  year 
the  quantity  of  fish,  excluding  shellfish, 
brought  to  land  in  England  and  Wales 
has  decreased  in  quantity  by  386,796  cwts. 
or  about  8 J  per  cent,  as  compared  with 
the  con*esponding  period  of  last  year ; 
while  in  Ireland  the  quantity  has,  during 
the  same  period,  increased  by  2,655  cwts., 
or  I  per  cent.  Including  shellfish,  the 
value  of  the  fish  brought  to  land  in 
England  and  Wales  has  increased  by 
£149,694,  or  4J  per  cent.;  while  in 
Ireland  the  increase  in  value  Jias  been 
£5.947,  or  4  per  cent.  The  hon.  Member 
will  see,  therefore,  that,  as  regards  fish 
properly  so-called,  there  has  been  a 
decrease  in  England  and  Wales  and  a 
small  increase  in  Ireland ;  while  if  shell- 
fish is  included,  there  has  been  an  increase 
at  practically  the  same  rate  in  both 
countries. 

Diiitnrbances  in  Dungannon. 

Mr.  CHAKLES  CRAIG  (Antrim,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 

t  See  (4)  Debates,  civ.,  .363. 


Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  on  the  night  of  the  declara- 
tion of  the  poll  in  the  K*ist  Tyrone  election 
serious  disturbances  were  caused  in  Dun- 
gannon  by  crowds  of  Nationalists,  who 
paraded  the  streets  smashing  the  windows 
of  many  houses  in  Thomas  Street  and 
Market  Square ;  that  the  police  were 
finally  compelled  to  charge  the  mob ;  and 
that  many  of  the  police  were  hit  by 
stones  and  other  missiles;  and  what 
arrests  have  been  made  in  connection 
with  the  distiurbance. 

Mr.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,  Mid.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  on  Thursday  night, 
July  26th,  at  Dungannon,  a  band  of 
Nationalists  attempted  to  invade  a 
Protestant  quarter,  where  they  broke  a 
number  of  windows  and  did  serious 
damage  to  the  property  of  Unionists; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  police 
were  pelted  with  stones  and  shot  at 
with  revolvers,  several  officers  being 
badly  beaten ;  and  what  steps  are  being 
taken  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  BRYCE:  I  will  answer  these 
two  QaeetioiM  together.  The  facts 
stated  in  the  first  QneBtion  appear  to  be 
substantially  correct.  It  is  not  the  fact 
that  the  crowd  attempted  to  invade  a 
Protestant  quarter,  because  that  part 
was  strongly  guarded  by  the  police ;  but 
volleys  of  stones  were  thrown  and  some 
windows  broken.  Some  revolver  shots 
appear  to  have  been  fired,  but  whether 
charged  with  bullets  cannot  be  ascer- 
tained. No  one  appears  to  have  been 
hit.  Owing  to  the  darkness — the  lamps 
appear  not  to  have  been  lit — it  was  found 
impossible  to  identifiy  the  offenders. 
The  magistrates,  in  order  to  prevent  any 
further  disturbances,  issued  a  proclama- 
tion forbidding  band-playing  and  pro- 
cessions in  Dungannon  yesterday  and 
to-day,  these  being  occasions  on  which 
Party  processions  are  usually  in  the 
town. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH:  Arising  out  of 
that,  may  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  the  disturbance  was  not  com- 
menced by  a  shower  of  missiles  being 
thrown  at  the  Nationalists  from  a  house 
owned  by  an  Orangeman  as  they  were 
returning  to  their  own  quarters  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  have  no  information. 
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Mr.  LONSDALE ;  I  beg  to  aak  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord -Lieu  tenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  uttentiou  haa  been 
tailed  to  the  proceedinga  of  the  Dublin 
Corporation  at  their  meeting  on  June 
lltb,  when  they  adopted  the  Keport  of 
a  committee  of  the  whole  House,  dated 
March  30th,  which  met  to  investigate 
the  conduct  of  Councillor  Anthony 
Madden,  High  SheriflT  of  the  City  of 
Dublin,  and  Councillor  Thomaa  O'Reilly, 
in  regard  to  a  carting  contract ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  Committee  arrived 
unanimously  at  the  conclusion  that  the 
circumstances  disclosed  were  discredit- 
able to  the  two  councillors  named  ;  and 
whether  any  action  is  contemplated  with 
a  view  to  relieving  them  from  their 
present  reaponsibilitiea. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  Local  Government 
Board  have  no  information  concerning 
the  proceedings  of  the  Corporation  in  this 
matter  beyond  that  which  has  appeared 
in  the  Dublin  newspaper.  The  Board 
have  no  power  to  intervene  in  the 
matter. 

Superintendent  Talbot  and  a  Dablin 
Beporter. 
Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  any 
complaint  has  reached  his  office  in  Dublin 
as  to  the  action  of  Superintendent  Talbot, 
of  the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  in 
irterfering  on  the  25th  June  last  with 
t'  e  discharge  of  his  duties,  in  the  Kings- 
t(,wn  Police  Court,  by  Mr.  Hawe,  a 
reporter  on  one  of  the  Dublin  daily 
newspapers,  by  ordering  him  out  of  a 
seat  at  the  table  in  the  Court  in  question  ; 
if  BO,  has  any  action  been  taken,  or  is 
it  intended  to  take  any  action  on  the 
complaint ;  and  whether  any  policeman 
has  any  authority  of  his  own  to  order 
any  representative  of  the  Press  or  any 
member  of  the  public  t«  sit  or  not  to 
sit  in  any  particiUar  place  in  any  Court. 

Mr.  BRYCB:  :  A  complaint  to  the 
effect  stated  has  been  received,  and 
the  matter  has  been  inquired  i 
tne  Chief  Commissioner  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police.  The  Chiei 
missioner  is  satisfied  that  Superinl 
Talbot's  action  on  the  occasion  in  q 
was  taken  with  the  object  of  pre 
the  usual   arrangements   which 


in  the  Kingstown  Police  Court.  It 
appears  that  Mr.  Hawe  was  sitting  at 
the  table  reserved  for  solicitors,  and  the 
superintendent  indicated  to  him  the 
usual  aeat  occupied  by  reportera.  The 
general  arrangements  of  the  Court  are 
made  by  the  magistrates,  and  the  police 
on  duty  carry  them  out.  The  Chief 
Commissioner  is  of  opinion  that  it  would 
have  been  wiser  for  the  superintendent 
to  have  left  the  matter  in  the  hands  of 
the  court  sergeant,  whose  duty  it  is 
to  see  that  the  ma^strate's  arrangemeots 
are  carried  out.  No  incivility,  however, 
appears  to  have  been  intended  by  the  , 
superintendent,  who  subsequently  ex- 
pressed to  Mr.  Hawe  his  regret  that 
that  gentleman  had  misunderstood  his 
remarks. 

Mr.  CLANCY :  I  understand  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  Answer  that  the 
superintendent  admitted  that  be  had 
acted  wronglv  on  this  occasion.  Has  the 
superintendent  apologised  to  the  gentle- 
man whom  he  insulted  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  case 
of  insult.  It  was  mentioned  to  the 
superintendent  and  he  expressed  his 
regret.     It  is  not  an  incident  of  very 

Seat  moment,  and  I  think  it  might  now 
regarded  as  closed. 

AppointmentB  to  the  HaKiatracy  in 
Ooonty  Antrim. 
Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG ;  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  the  recent 
appointments  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland  to  the  magistracy  in  the  county 
of  Antrim  were  made  with  the  concur- 
rence of  His  Excellency  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant,  or  if  he  had  been  consulted 
beforehand;  whether  they  were  mad* 
with  the  concurrence  of  His  Majeaty* 
Lieutenant  of  the  county  ;  if  not,  *» 
the  Lord  Chancellor  informed  by  him  tbU 
there  was  no  public  need  for  any  addi- 
tional justices ;  on  what  considerations 
did  the  Ix)rd  Chancellor  act  in  making 
the  appointments ;  who  is  responsible  for  : 
the     xtatuH  and    respectability    of     i^^^       ■ 


065  Queitiom.  {1  AUGUST  1906}  Queslums.  1066 

An  HON.  MEMBEB  :  Before  the  rizht  I  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  confine  the  scope 
hon.  Qentletnan  answers  that  Question   of  his  inquiries  to  any  one  source,  or  to 
msf  I  put  to  him  a  Question  of  which  1 1  limit  his  information  to  that  which  the 
Lieutenant  of  a  county  may  afford  him  ; 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor  reserves  to  him- 
self   the  liberty   to  determine    whether 
additional  appointments  may  be  desirable 
any  particular  place.     In  "mlHTig  the 
appointments  for  county  Antrim,  in  what 
the  Lord  Chancellor  considered  to  be  the 
public  interest,  he  had  before  him  ^the 
number  of  mogiatrates  and  the  composi- 
tion of  the   Benches  in  the  particular 
district  referred  to  in  the  Question. 

Mk.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  :  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  90  per  cent,  belonged  to  one  political 
and  religious  Party  1 


had  given  him  privatA  notice,  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  magisterial  bench 
has  been  and  is  at  present  composed 
almost  entirely  of  Tories  and  Orangemen, 
and  that  with  one  exception  the  Lieuten- 
ants of  the  counties  are  all  Tories  and 
i  Orangemen  ;  whether  he  ia  aware  that 
'  Catholics  and  Liberals  are  over  8S  per 
cent,  of  the  country,  and  whether  he  will 
appoint  to  the  Commission  of  the  Peace 
a  number  of  Nationalists  and  Liberals  in 
proportion  to  the  population. 

Mr.  BKYCE  :  The  notice  to  which  the 
hon.  Grentleman  has  referred  haa  not 
reached  me.  I  did  not  know  this  Question 
would  be  put  to  me  ttniay,  and  I  am  not 
prepared  to  answer  it.  I  may  eay  the 
appointment  of  magistrates  does  not  rest 
with  me,  but  with  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
Aa  to  the  Question  on  the  Paper, 
1  have  referred  this  Question  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  who  has  favoured  me  with  the 
following  observations  ; — The  appoint- 
ment of  county  magistrates  rests  with 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  as  Keeper  of  the 
Great  Seal.  The  Lord-Lieutenant's  con- 
currence in  such  ^pointments  is  not 
necessary,  nor  ia  Bis  Excellency  consulted 
in  the  matter.  The  recent  appointments 
to  the  magistracy  for  county  Antrim  were 
made  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  upon  his 
own  responsibility,  and  without  the  con- 
currence of  His  Majesty's  Lieutenant  of 
the  county.  The  ]x>rd  Chancellor  had 
carefully  inquired  into  the  suitability  for 
the  magistracy  of  the  gentlemen  in 
question,  whose  names  he  communicated 


I  have  no  information 


Me.  BKYCE  : 
as  to  that. 

Mr.  T.  W.   EUSSELL :  I  know  it. 

An  HON.  MEMBER  r  This  Question 
appeared  on  the  Paper  for  another  day 
and  I  sent  a  letter  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  giving 
him  private  notice  both  to  his  house 
and  to  his  ofBce. 

Mr.  BRYCE:  I  did  not  understand 
that  the  Question  was  going  to  be  put  as 
a  supplementary  Question  to-day.  I  prob- 
ably looked  at  it  aa  a  matter  I  should 
have  to  answer  in  due  course,  but  not  as 
a  matter  I  should  have  to  answer  to-day. 

Di.  SUrkie  and  Eenr  School  Uuuwen. 
Mb.  MURPHY  (Kerry,  E.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  has  received 
_  Resolution  of  the  Kerry  Catholic  school 
managers  asking  for  the  removal  of  Dr. 
Starkie  from  connection  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  primary  education  in  Ireland ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  similar  Besolu- 
tions  have  been  passed  by  many  other 
representative  bodies  in  Ireland ;  and 
whether  he  intends  to  take  any  steps  to 
comply  with  the  wishes  of  a  large  number 
of  the  Irish  people  in  this  matter. 

Ub.  BBYCE  ;  I  have  seen  the  Resolu- 
tion referred  to.  It  is  not  within  my 
knowledge  that  similar  Resolutions  have 
been  passed  by  many  other  bodies,  as 
sUted  m  the  Question.  The  Government 
do  not  propose  to  dispense  with  the  ser- 
vices of  an  official  whose  capacity  and 
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energy  they  value  so  highly  as  they  do  I  there  will  be  no  difficulty  in  telling  him 
'  •'     ^    .1     .  ^        .    .  whether  it  will  be  done  or  not. 

The  Limited  Partnerships  BilL 

Sir  WILLIAM  HOLLAND  (York- 
shire, W.B.,  Eotherham) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
he  will  allow  the  Limited  Partnerships 
Bill  to  be  starred,  so  that  it  may  be  con- 
sidered in  the  autumn  session,  seeing  that 
it  has  already  passed  through  the  House 
of  Lords  and  has  the  undivided  support 
of  the  banking  and  commercial  interests 
of  the  country. 

SirH.  CAMPBELLBANNERMAN: 
The  Grovernment.are  very  well  disposed 
towards  this  Bill,  but  I  cannot  give  any 
pledge  of  facilities  at  this  stage. 


those  of  the  Besident  Commissioner. 

Mr.  murphy  :  Arising  out  of  that 
Answer  might  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  whether  he  thinks  it  is  con- 
ciliatory to  Irish  opinion  that  he  should 
proceed  by  Answers  in  this  House  to  load 
this  Gentleman  with  excessive  praise  1 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  speak  of  what  I  know, 
and  I  believe  Dr.  Starkie  to  be  a  gentle- 
man of  very  high  integrity. 

Mr.  murphy  :  Might  I  ask,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  every  Catholic 
in  Ireland  is  opposed  to  Dr.  Starkie, 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  transferring 
him  elsewhere  1 

Mr.  BRTOE:  It  has  never  been 
brought  to  my  knowledge  that  every 
Catholic  in  Ireland  is  opposed  to  him. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (BelfaHt,  S.) :  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  Dr.  Starkie  is  a  Roman  Catholic 
himself  1 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  believe  that  is  so. 

Appointment  of  Coonty  Magistrates. 

Mr.  HIGHAM  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Sowerby) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  if  the  recent  appointments  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor  to  the  magistracy  in 
the  counties  were  made  on  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  Lords-Lieutenant;  and  how 
far  the  Chancellor  is  prepared  to  act  on 
the  Resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons 
of  May  5th,  1893. 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Sir 
H.  Campbell  -  Bannerman,  Stirling 
Burghs) :  Some  of  the  recent  appoint- 
ments in  the  counties  were  made  on  the 
suggestion  of  the  Lords-Lieutenant  in 
the  usual  way.  Many  were  made  on  the 
suggestion  of  other  persons  after  com- 
munication with  the  Lords- Lieutenant. 
I  stated  early  in  this  session  that  the 
policy  embodied  in  the  Resolution  referred 
to  was  approved  by  His  Majesty's 
Government  and  it  has  been  continuously 
acted  on  since  the  present  Gk)vernment 
came  into  power.  If  my  hon.  friend  will 
explain  what  it  is  in  particular  that  he 
wishes  to  see  done  and  ask  a  Question. 


THE  AUTUMN  SITTINGS. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford) : 
It  would  be  convenient  if  tDe  right  hon* 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  would  now 
give  us  the  terms  of  the  Resolution  that 
he  will  move  on  Saturday  for  the  rising 
of  the  House,  giving  us  first  the  date  of 
the  reassembling  and  telling  us  whether 
the  Resolution  will  provide  for  the  taking 
of  the  whole  of  the  time  of  the  House  by 
the  Government  and  what  business  the 
Government  intend  to  put  down  on  the 
first  day  the  House  reassembles. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  date  of  the  reassembling  of  the 
House  will  be  October  23rd.  The 
Motion  which  I  shall  propose  for  sus- 
pending the  sittings  until  that  date  will 
include  the  Resolution  to  give  all  the 
time  of  the  autumn  sittings  to  Govern- 
metit  business.  The  business  on  the  first 
day  will  be  «^he  Merchant  Shipping  Bill 
and  the  Trade  ]S)isputes  Bill. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDlMOND  :  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  TigBld  hon.  Gentleman 
will  consider  the  desiraMiljty  for  leaving  a 
part  of  the  first  day  upoi^which  we  re 
assemble  for  private  MemM^s'  Motions. 
The  reason  I  ask  the  Questionls^bat  owing 
to  a  misunderstanding  with  reffi^'^^®  ^ 
Irish  Estimates  we  were  prevent^  ^^°* 
raising  most  important  questionL^^ 
regard  to  Irish  education  which? 
under  the  circumstances  be  taken  \f 
private  Member's  Motion.  *   ■ 
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Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  do  not  think  I  can  make  any  exception 
for  any  individual  case. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  On  the  reas- 
sembling of  the  House,  will  the  eleven 
o'clock  rule  be  suspended  all  through 
the  sittings  1 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I  do  not  know  what  we  may  come  to,  but 
vre  certainly  shall  not  start  with  the 
sospension  of  the  eleven  o'clock  rule.  All 
that  will  be  done  will  be  to  give  precedence 
to  and  limit  the  sittings  to  Government 
business. 

Mr.  MORTON :  May  I  ask  at  what 
hour  this  House  will  meet  on  Saturday 
morning  t 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I  think  on  such  occasions  it  usually  meets 
at  ten  o'clock. 

♦Mr.  MORTON :  I  beg  to  ^ve  notice 
that  at  an  early  date  I  intend  to 
call  attention  to  the  appointment  of 
mi^istrates  in  the  counties  of  Scotland, 
and  to  move  a  Resolution  thereon. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to — Revenue 
Bill;  Post  Office  Sites  Bill;  Post  Office 
(Literature  for  the  Blind)  Bill;  Charit- 
able Loan  Societies  (Ireland)  Bill ;  Dean 
Forest  Bill;  Deanery  of  Manchester  Bill, 
without  Amendment. 

Amendments  to : — Gas  and  Water 
Orders  Confirmation  Bill  [Lords] ;  Gas 
Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1 )  Bill  [Lords] ; 
Gas  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  Bill 
(Lords];  Electric  Lighting  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  3)  Bill  [Lordsl;  Electric 
Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  4)  Bill 
[Lords] ;  Tramways  Orders  Confirmation 
Bill  [Lords] ;  County  of  Durham  Electric 
Power  Supply  Bill  [Lordsl;  Great 
Northern  (Ireland)  and  Midland  Railways 
Bill  [Lords] ;  Nettlebed  and  District 
Commons  (Preservation)  Bill  [Lords]; 
Shropshire,  Worcestershire,  and  Stafford- 
shire Electric  Power  Bill  [Lords] ;  with- 
out Amendment. 


GROUND  GAME  BILL. 

Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
forthwith ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 


OPEN  SPACES  BILL. 

Lords  Amendment  to  be  considered 
forthwith ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 


NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 
Thomas  Michael  Kettle,  esquire,   for 
the    County    of    Tyrone    (East  Tyrone 
Division). 


BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE  (SUPPLY). 
Ordered,  That  on  this  day,  notwith- 
standing anything  in  Standing  Order 
No.  15,  Business  other  than  Business  of 
Supply  may  be  taken  before  Eleven  of 
the  clock. — {Sir  H.  Campbell-Bannerman.) 

SUPPLY  [20th  Allotted  Day] 
[3l8r  July]- REPORT. 

Resolutions  reported. 

CIVIL      SERVICES      AND       REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS  ESTIMATES,  1906-7. 

Cla»IL 

1*  **That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£29,050,  be'  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to 
complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the 
Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the 
3l8t  day  of  March,  1907,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Department  of  His 
Majesty  s  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  including  a  Grant  in  Aid 
of  certain  Expenses  connected  with 
Emigration." 

Class  1. 
2.  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£707,580,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3 1st  day  of  March,  1907,  for 
Expenditure  on  the  Services  included  in 
Class  I.  of  the  Estimates  for  Civil  Services, 
viz. : — 


5. 

Miscellaneous  Legal  Build- 

£ 

ings,  Great  Britain 

34,800 

6. 

Art  and  Science  Buildings, 

Great  Britain 

45,800 

10. 

Surveys    of    the    United 

Kingdom 

124,578 

11. 

Harbours  under  the  Board 

of  Trade       - 

14,606 

12. 

Peterhead  Harbour  - 

22,000 

13. 

Rates     on     Government 

Property 

340,656 

U. 

Public  Works  and  Build- 

ings, Ireland  - 

96,477 

15. 

Railways,  Ireland    - 

28,663 

£707,580  " 


I  4 
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Class  II. 

3.  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£1,203,002,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty, 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  31st  day  of  March,  1907,  for  Expendi- 
ture in  respect  of  the  Services  included  in 
Class  11.  of  the  Estimates  for  Civil 
Services,  viz, : — 

£ 

1.  House  of  Lords  Offices     - 

2.  House  of  Commons  Offices 

3.  Treasury  and  Subordinate 

Departments 

4.  Home  Office    - 

8.  Board  of  Trade 

9.  Mercantile    Marine    Ser- 


10,210 
17,900 

59,911 
124,085 
160,379 

69,873 

5 

16,079 

147,470 

10,736 

25,412 
401,480 

12,756 

45,278 
10,000 


vices  -  -  -  . 
10.  Bankruptcy    Department 

of  the  Board  of  Trade  - 
12.  Charity  Commission 

16.  Local  Government  Board 

17.  Lunacy  Commission,  Eng- 

land   -        -        -        - 

22.  Eegistrar-Generars  Office, 

England      - 

23.  Stationery  and  Printing  - 

24.  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land 

Revenues,   etc..  Office 

25.  Works  and  Public  Build- 

ings  Office  -        -        - 

26.  Secret  Service 

Scotland. 

27.  Secretary    for  Scotland's 

Office-        -        -        .  9,750 

28.  Fishery  Board        -        -  13,691 

29.  Lunacy  Commission        -  3,731 

30.  Registrar-Generars  Office  3,241 

31.  Local  Government  Board 

for  Scotland        -        -       10,470 

Ireland. 

32.  Household  of  Lord  Lieu- 

tenant of  Ireland  -        -        2,672 
35.  Charitable  Donations  and 

Bequests  Office     -        -        1,049 

37.  Public  Record  Office,  Ire- 

land    ....  3,484 

38.  Public  Works  Office        -  23,938 

39.  Registrar  General's  Office  7,132 

40.  Valuation  and  Boundary 

Survey  (including  a 
Supplementary  sum  of 
£1,000).       -        -        -       12,276 


Class  IIL 

4.  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£2,077,936,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty, 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1907, 
for  Expenditure  in  respect  of  the 
Services  included  in  Class  III.  of  the 
Estimates  for  Civil  Services,  viz. : — 

£ 
31,954r 

1,  914 

179,066 

25,602 

2 

394,255 


1.  Law  Charges  ... 

2.  Miscellaneous  Legal    Ex- 

penses ... 

3.  Supreme  Court  of  Judica- 

ture     ...        - 

4.  Land  Remstry 

5.  Country  Courts 

7.  Prisons,  England  and  the 

Colonies 

8.  Reformatory       and      In- 

dustrial Schools,   Great 


Britain         .        .        . 

113,977 

9.  Broadmoor           Criminal 

Lunatic  Asylum  - 

27,121 

SCJOTLAND. 

10.  Law        Charges       and 

Courts  of  Law  - 

50,828 

11.  Register    House,  Edin- 

burgh      -        -        - 

27,745 

12.  Crofters'  Commission    - 

2,445 

13.  Prisons 

52,600 

Ireland. 

14.  Law  Charges  and  Crimi- 

nal Prosecutions 

32,652 

15.  Supreme  Court  of  Judi- 

cature     and      other 

Legal  Departments  - 

59,586 

16.  Irish  Land  Commission 

124,215 

17.  County  Court  Officers, 

etc. 

66,088 

18.  Dublin      Metropolitan 

Police 

35,721 

19.  Royal  Irish  Constabu- 

lary 

710,038 

20.  Prisons 

62,556 

21.  Reformatory  and    In- 

dustrial Schools 

55.995 

22.  Dundrum        Criminal 

Lunatic  Asylum 

3,576 

£2,077,936  " 


£1,203,002  " 


Class  IV. 

5.  **That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£8,387,882,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty, 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
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in  course  of  pajonent  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March,  1907, 
for  Expenditure  in  respect  of  the  Services, 
included  in  Class  IV.  of  the  Estimates 
for  Civil  Services,  viz. : — 


1 .  Board  of  Education  (in- 

cluding a  Supple- 
mentary Sum  of 
£200,000) 

2.  British  Museum    - 

3.  National  Ghillery  - 

4.  National  Portrait   Gal- 

lery -        -        - 

5.  Wallace  Collection 

6.  Scientific  Investigation, 

etc.,  United  King- 
dom -        - 

7.  Universities    and    Col- 

leges, Great  Britain, 
and  Intermediate 
Education,  Wales     - 

8.  Public  Education,  Scot- 

land        .        -        - 

9.  National    Gallery    etc., 

Scotland  -        -        - 

Ireland. 

10.  Public  Education  - 

11.  Endowed  Schools  Com- 

missioners 

12.  National  Gallery  - 

13.  Queen's  Colleges  - 


6,339,600 

99,998 

7,038 

2,619 
3,821 


33,650 


140,400 

1,122,128 

768 


633,223 

510 
1,766 
2,361 


£8,387,882  " 


Class  V. 

6.  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£1,196,905,  be  granted  to  His 
Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March, 
1907,  for  Expenditure  on  the  Services 
included  in  Class  V.  of  the  Estimates  for 
Civil  Services,  viz. : — 

£ 

1.  Diplomatic     and    Consular 

Services  ...    303,856 

2.  Colonial  Services         -        -    827,952 

3.  Telegraph     Subsidies     and 

Pacific  Cable  -        -        -      49,497 

4.  Cyprus  (Grant  in  Aid)        -        1,000 

5.  Treasury  Chest  Fund  -        -      14,600 

£1,196,905" 

Class  VI. 

7.  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £582, 
bo  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
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Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t 
day  of  March,  1907,  for  Expenditure  in 
respect  of  the  Services  included  in 
Class  YI.  of  the  Estimates  for  Civil 
Services,  viz. : — 


3.  Miscellaneous,      Charitable, 

and  other  Allowances 

4.  Hospitals  and  Charities,  Ire- 

land       -        -        .        - 


383 


199 

£582  " 


Class  VII. 
8.  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£350,759,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31  St  day  of  March,  1907,  fur 
Expenditure  in  respect  of  the  Services 
included  in  Class  VII.  of  the  Estimates 
for  Civil  Services,  viz. : — 


1.  Temporary  Commissions 

2.  Miscellaneous  Expenses 

3.  Eepayments  to    the    Local 

Loans  Fund    - 

4.  Ireland  Development  Grant 

5.  Repayments  to  Civil  Contin- 

gencies Fund  -        -        - 

6.  Inter  -  Parliamentary    Con- 

ference -        -        -        - 

7.  Expenses  under  the  Unem  - 

ployed    Workmen    Act, 
1905      .        .        -        - 


£ 
27,000 
10,743 

58 
85,000 

22,958 

5,000 

200,000 
£350,759  " 

AKMY  ESTIMATES  1906-7. 
9.  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£1,803,100,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty, 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1907,  for 
Expenditure  on  the  Army  Services, 
including  Army  (Ordnance  Factories), 
vi::.  : — 

£ 
5.  Volunteer  Corps,  Pay  and 

Allowances     -        -        -1,244,000 
13.  War    Office     and     Army 

Accounts  Department  -        559,000 
Ordnance  Factories    -        -  100 


£1,803,100  " 


Resolutions  read  a  second  time  : — 
First  Two  Resolutions  postponed, 
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Third  Resolution : — 

*SiR  CHAKLES  DILKE  (Gloucester^ 
shire,  Forest  of  Dean)  said   upon    this 
Vote    an    opportunity    was    given    for 
raising  certain  questions  which  were  of 
greater  importance  than  was  generally 
recognised.     But  on  this  occasion,  when 
one  saw  so  many  new  Members  of  the 
House  who  had  a  personal  acquaintance 
with  them  in  a  degree  more  marked  than 
that  which  previously  existed  in  the  House, 
there  would  be  an  opportunity  of  divid- 
ing this  question  between  a  larger  num- 
ber than  was  usually  the   case.     While 
in  past  years  the  miners  had  been  well 
represented  on  this  Vote,  there  had  been 
a  great  absence  of  those  concerned  with 
other  trades.     There  were  now  present 
in  the  House  a  much  larger  number  of 
Members  who  had  a  personal  and  more 
detailed  knowledge   of   the   working  of 
the  great  trades  though  less  of  those  which 
were    most    helped   by    inspection     by 
Government    departments.     The    great 
organised     trades      were,      to       some 
extent,    able    to    protect     themselves, 
and  the  miners,   working  under  special 
rules,     were    closely  regulated  by  law, 
and   did   not   have   to   depend   on   the 
Department.     The  great  textile  trades 
were  now  represented  by  three  Members 
in  whom  they  had  full  confidence,  but 
nevertheless    there    was    one    class    of 
workers,    especially      women     workers, 
whose  fate  depended  in  a  great  degree 
on  legislation  and    the   enforcement  of 
the    law.      Therefore    there    was    one 
subject  which  always  occupied  the  atten- 
tion of    the  Committee    on  this  Vote, 
namely,  the    efficiency  of  the  law  and 
inspection  as  regards  those  trades.    It  was 
only  with  the  administration   that  the 
Committee   could    deal  on    this    Vote, 
and    year    by    year    they    had   always 
called    attention     to    the    smallness    of 
the  number  of  women  inspectors.     On 
the    woman     inspectors     especially    fell 
the  duty  of  enforcing  the   law  in  cases 
where    inspection  was    most  necessary. 
Early     in    the    session   questions  were 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  State  as 
to  the  necessity  of  increasing  the  staff 
of   women   inspectors,  and  certain   pro- 
mises  were  made,   and    he  understood 
there  was  to  be  an  immediate  increase  of 
three.      He   would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    to    tell     the     House    what 
was  the  state  of  affairs  with  regard   to 
the  women  inspectors.     They  were  still, 


he  understood,  engaged  in  clerical  duties 
and   special  inquires  which  took    them 
off  their    regular  work.       The   nominal 
staff,      therefore,      was     much      larger 
than     the     real    staff.        The    increase 
in  the  number  of  working  places   was 
more   rapid   every    year,   and    in     the 
present  year  the  increase  of  work-places 
under  inspection  was   28,000;  and   for 
all  the   work    there  were    in    all     154 
inspectors,  and  inspectors'  assistants,  male 
ana  female,  including  all  those  detached 
for  medical  and  other  departments,  etc. 
for  special  duty.     The  dangerous  trades 
carried  on  under  special  regulations  were 
increasing,  and  required  more  inspectioif. 
The    result  of    the    shortness  of    stall 
was      seen    in     the     Report.         Miss 
Anderson,   the  principal  lady  inspector, 
reported       "a     representative       case," 
involving  a  long  series  of  visits.      The 
underground  departments   of  a  "world- 
famed  provision  manufacturer  *'  were  con- 
cerned, and  "  the  firm  had  opposed  every 
suggestion  of  improvement."     But   the 
manager    ultimately    promised    to  per- 
suade the  firm   to  remedy  the  '*  glaring 
defects"  which  had  been  pointed   out. 
Miss  Anderson  added  in  her  Report — 

"  It  remains  to   note  the    results  when  a 
visit  is  possible." 

That  was  the  result  of  the  smallness  of 
the  staff  of  women  inspectors.     Not  only 
were   the    numbers    of    complaints    in- 
creasing, but  the  arrears  were  increasing 
also,   so  that  a  large   number  of  com- 
plaints had  to  be  set  aside  because  there 
was  no  one  to  deal  with  them.     A  sub- 
ject closely  connected  with  that  of  the 
increase    of    the    inspectorate  was    the 
extension  of    the    principle  of   *' parti- 
culars "    to    all   piecework  trades.      As 
to  some  trades  where  the  necessity  was 
admitted  —  such  as   the  paper-bag  and 
paper  box    trades  —  the    "  particulars  " 
order  had  hung    fire  for  many   years. 
Three  new  industries  were  reported  on 
as  long  ago  as  1902,  and  yet  the  order 
had  not  been  made  in  respect  of  them. 
How  many  such  cases  had  the  Home  Office 
now  under  consideration  1    If  it  was  im- 
possible to  get  the  extension  of  ''  particu- 
lars "  to  all  piecework  trades,  the  orders 
should  be  granted  at  once    where    the 
iti(|uiry  was  complete  and  the  report  had 
been  received.     In  1895  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee considered  a  factory  Bill,  and  some 
proposals  were  made  to  introduce  a  new 
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system.  In  regard  to  the  sweated  in- 
dustries, one  of  the  proposals  made  in 
1895  was  the  introduction  of  the  New 
Zealand  license  system,  but  objection  was 
taken  to  it  on  theground  that  it  would  throw 
such  work  on  the  Department  as  would 
cause  a  breakdown  of  the  whole  system. 
A  good  deal  of  work  under  the  Factory 
Act  of  1901  was  thrown  on  the  local 
authorities,  but  the  statement  made 
by  himself  and  others  at  that  tame  that 
the  duty  would  not  be  performed  by  some 
local  authorities  had  been  borne  out. 
The  Report  now  before  the  House 
stated  that  there  was  no  provision  by 
which  the  enforcement  of  the  law  by 
the  local  authorities  in  regard  to  "  par- 
ticulars" was  possible.  To  his  own 
knowledge  there  were  within  ten  miles 
of  this  House  medical  officers  of  health 
of  the  local  authorities,  with  all  their  stalls 
of  sanitary  inspectors  behind  them,  who 
were  absolutely  unacquainted  with  the 
law  on  this  subject,  and  who  did  not 
know  what  "particulars'*  were.  On 
the  other  hand  the  Home  Office  inspec- 
tors, feeling  that  the  local  authorities 
were  responsible  for  the  enforcement  of 
the  other  provisions  of  the  law  in  those 
cases,  had  but  rare  opportunities  of 
visiting  the  homes  in  which  this  work 
was  carried  on.  The  result  was  that  the 
grant  of  "  particulars "  in  those  cases 
was  illusory.  He  would  suggest  that 
something  must  be  done  to  overcome 
this  great  difficulty  by  means  of  the 
issue  of  a  circular  to  sanitary  inspectors 
and  medical  officers  calling  attention 
to  the  fact  that  they  might  call 
in  the  inspectors  of  &kctories.  As 
regarded  the  feebler  trades,  of 
which  the  greatest  complaints  had 
been  made  in  the  past,  they  were  able 
to  see  some  slight  improvement,  due 
partly  to  the  Report  laid  annually  before 
the  House  and  the  publicity  which  was 
given  to  that  Report,  and  partly  in 
some  trades  to  the  excellent  results 
accomplished  by  social  unions,  and 
partly  to  the  debates  in  this  House. 
But  the  progress  was  not  sufficient. 
The  public  had  recently  been  startled 
by  extracts  from  the  factory  inspectors' 
reports  on  the  jam  trade.  It  was  bad 
enough  now,  but  that  trade  was  in- 
finitely better  than  it  was  some  years 
ago.  The  same  thing  might  be  said 
with  regard  to  the  fish-curing  industry. 


During  the  discussions  on  the  Bill  of 
1901  an  optional  clause  was  inserted  by 
which  the  owners  of  jam  factories  were  to 
make  special  provisions  in  regard  to  the 
standard  weights  carried  by  the  em- 
ployees. But  still  we  were  infinitely 
behind  France  in  regard  to  the  carrying  of 
weights  by  women  and  children.  On 
page  296  of  the  Report  one  of  the  women 
inspectors  said — 

*'The  heavy  weiehts  carried  by  young 
persons — equally  strikinff  in  textile  factories — 
whenever  there  is  a  fairly  abundant  supply  of 
youn)<,  cheap  labour  •  ♦  ♦  The  carrying, 
pushing  or  pulling  of  heav^  weights  was  one 
of  the  duties  of  the  apprentice  in  almost  every 
trade." 

She  went  on  to  describe  having  found 
a  child  carrying  a  bundle  which  was 
proved  to  weigh  44  lbs,  and  that  it  was 
**  pitiful  to  see  the  twisted  little  figures  of 
the  children  doing  their  best  to  accom- 

!>lish  more  than  they  were  physically  fit 
or."  Miss  Martindale,  another  lady  in- 
spector, said  that  she  was  '*  unable  to  give 
as  much  attention  as  formerly  to  the 
carrying  of  heavy  weights  by  women  and 
children."  But  in  visiting  one  factory 
she  had  seen  a  boy  *'  carrying  a  piece  of 
clay  weighing  69  lbs.,  his  own  weight 
being  77  lbs."  She  re-visited  that  factory 
two  years  afterwards  and  found  that  the 
boy  was  hardly  grown,  and  only  weighed 
*'  81  lbs.,  an  increase  of  only  4  lbs."  in  two 
years.  She  added  that  the  *'  undersized 
condition  of  many  of  the  pottery  workers 
was  owing  to  the  excessive  physical  strain 
to  which  they  had  been  subjected  in  their 
early  years."  There  were  many  other 
trades  on  which  that  remark  could  be 
made.  All  these  matters  brought  them 
back  to  the  point  as  to  the  necessity  for 
increasing  the  number  of  competent 
skilled  inspectors.  Just  as  there  had  been 
an  improvement  in  the  fruit-preserving 
industry,  and  in  the  fish-curing  industry, 
so  there  had  been  an  improvement  in  the 
lead  industry  compared  with  three  or  four 
years  ago ;  but  still  there  was  immense 
room  for  progress.  At  page  291  of  the 
Report,  the  impector  made  this  signi- 
ficant comment — 

*'  It  is  difiappointing  to  6nd  that  the  number 
of  cases  of  plumbism  amongst  the  women 
workers  in  the  potteries  has  not  decidedly 
decreased." 

And  then  she  went  on  to  say  on  page 

292  that— 

**  A  greit  deal  of  the  ill-health  and  low 
vitality  among  the  pottery  workers.'' 

2  N  2 
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would  not  be  decreased  until  the  Special 
Rules  were  more  strictly  enforced. 

The  words  were — 

'*  Until  the  standard  of  carrying  out  the 
Special  Uules  has  been  raised  throughout  the 
potteries  the  amount  of  ill-health  amongst  the 
workers  will  not  be  lessened  to  any  consider- 
able extent.  There  was  a  lack  of  interest  in 
taking  any  fnrtlier  precautions  than  those 
required  by  the  exact  text  of  the  Special 
Rules,  and  this  was  illustrated  in  one  factory 
where  during  two  and  a  half  years  eleven  cases 
of  plumbism  amongst  women  had  been 
reported,  and  nine  cases  of  other  ill-health, 
probably  due  to  the  employment.  On 
investigation  it  was  found  that  although  there 
was  fair  compliance  with  the  Special  Rules, 
the  workers  had  been  engaged  in  processes* 
which,  although  not  prohibited,  were  still 
highly  undesirable  employment  for  women  and 
girls,  owing  to  the  quantity  of  lead  with 
which  they  came  in  cont^ict." 

Another  inspector  reported  that — 

"  Although  some  manufacturers  were  doubt- 
less doing  their  utmost  to  comply  with  the 
regulationF,  the  most  striking  feature  to  be 
observed  in  the  inspection  of  Uie  potteries  was 
the  absolute  failure  of  the  occupiers  and 
managers  to  realise  their  responsibility  with 
reference  to  the  carrying  out  of  the  Special 
RiUes." 

This  was  another  case  of  insufficiency 
of  inspection,  because  these  Special 
Rules  were  highly  technical  and  re- 
quired highly  trained  and  competent 
inspectors.  Under  this  Vote  they 
could  not  deal  with  legislation;  but 
two  or  three  Departmental  Committees 
had  been  appointed  to  make  suggestions 
in  regard  to  future  legislation.  His 
right  hon.  friend  the  Lord  Advocate 
was  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Truck,  and  he  was  sure  that  they  would 
all  be  anxious  to  receive  the  full  Report 
of  that  Committee  with  a  view  to  legisla- 
tion as  soon  as  possible.  There  was 
another  Committee  as  to  which  he 
wished  to  make  some  inquiry,  and  that 
was  the  Committee  to  deal  with  the 
pressing  matter  of  insurance  under  the 
Workmen's  Compensation  Act.  The 
House  would  remember  that  wh«n  the 
Bill  was  discussed  he  had  put  forward 
an  Amendment  raising  this  question  of 
insurance  in  a  general  form.  In  the 
debate  which  followed  his  right  hon. 
friend  naade  a  promise  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee,  and,  being 
satisfied  with  that  promise,  he  with- 
drew his  Amendment.  That  promise 
was    somewhat    toned    down    on    the 

^  Sir  Charles  DUke. 


following  day  by  the '  Under-Secretary, 
but  it  was  afterwards  renewed  in  the 
same  terms  in  which  it  was  originally 
made.  He  would  like  the  Home  Secre- 
tary to  State  cliearly  the  nature  of  the 
promise,  because  the  subject  was  be- 
coming more  and  more  pressing.  He 
begged  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote  by  £100. 

♦Mr.  J.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD 
(Leicester),  in  seconding  the  Motion,  said 
that  the  difficulty  which  Members  ex- 
perienced in  taking  part  in  a  discussion  on 
the  Home  Office  Vote  was  the  enormous 
width  of  the  subjects  which  lay  before 
them.  For  instance,  there  were  the 
many  problems  which  had  been  raised 
by  the  Sweating  Exhibition  in  the  Queen's 
Hall.  There  was  also  the  question  to 
which  his  right  hon.  friend  had  referred,  of 
the  relations  between  the  Home  Office  and 
the  local  sani^^ary  authorities.  P.».rsonally 
he  considered  that  to  be  one  of  the  most 
important  questions  which  the  Home 
Office  would  have  to  face.  A  Return 
which  had  been  presented  upon  his 
Motion  showing  how  certain  sections 
of  the  Factories  and  Workshops  Act 
were  supposed  to  be  administered,  was 
really  appalling  in  the  facts  which  it  dis- 
closed, and  the  evidence  which  it  afforded 
of  that  working.  He  never  believed  that 
these  sections  were  being  well  admin- 
istered, but  he  never  thought  that  they 
were  so  badly  administered  as  that  Re- 
turn disclosed.  He  refrained,  however, 
from  entering  into  that  question,  because 
there  was  one  important  matter  which  he 
wished  to  refer  to,  which  was,  he  thought, 
fundamental  to  everjrthing,  and  that  was 
not  so  much  the  increase  as  the  organisa- 
tion of  the  staff  of  factory  inspectors. 
He  did  not  wish  to  dissociate  himself 
from  the  proposab  whioh  were  being 
made  for  a  substantial  increase  of  the 
inspectorate,  and  he  himself  desired  an 
increase  of  that  body.  But  they  wanted 
not  only  numbers,  but  quality,  and  it 
was  a  question  not  only  of  increasing 
the  stafE,  but  of  increasing  their  efficiency. 
Some  months  ago  he  drew  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  syllabus  which  had 
been  issued  in  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  factory  inspectors.  All  he  could 
then  do  was  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  character  of  the  prepara- 
tion    required,    and    he    pointed    out 
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that  tiie  practical  part  of  Uie  examina- 
tion had  been  dropped,  that  the  ex- 
axninations  had  become  theoretical,  and 
that  its  theory  was  of  such  a  character 
that  nobody  who  had  not  been  to 


a 
University  could  hope  to  pass.  He  was 
now  in  a  position  to  put  before  the  House 
one  or  two  questions  which  had  been  set 
at  the  recent  examination  under  this 
syllabus.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
these  questions  were  put  to  the  men 
w^ho  were  to  inspect  machinery  and  see 
if  it  was  properly  guarded  and  whether 
there  was  any  danger  in  the  manner  in 
which  factories  were  carried  on.  The  first 
question  in  English  history  was — 

'*  How  did  William  the  Conqueror  deal 
with  the  lands  of  the  conquerod?  la  he 
oorrectlv  described  as  introducing  the  '  feudal 
syntem  '  into  England  ?  ** 

Another  question  was — 

"  Give  an  account  of  the  relations  between 
England  and  Scotland  from  the  time  of 
WUiiam  I.  to  the  death  of  Edward  I.'' 

Question  number  7  was — 

**  Describe  tlie  process  of  confiscation  of 
Clmrch  lands  under  Henry  VIII.  and  Edward 
VI." 

Another  question  wa3 — 

"Describe  briefly  the  relations  between 
Elixabeth  and  her  Parliament.  Do  you  con- 
sider that  she  was  more  or  less  despotic  than 
Henry  VIIL  ?  " 

Question  10  ran — 

"  Describe  the  treatment  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  throughout  the  17th  century.*' 

And  Question  15  was  as  follows : 

*'  Coinpare  the  extent  of  the  British  Empire 
in  the  loth  century  with  its  extent  in  the  19th, 
and  show  the  mfference  between  the  old 
Colonial  policy  or  system  of  the  18th  century 
and  that  of  to-day.^' 

Finally,  and  he  supposed  the  reason  for 
this  question  was  that  the  Labour  Party 
had  sailed  into  the  political  horizon, 
candidates  were  asked — : 

*'  Show  historically  how  the  participation  of 
the  democracy  in  the  GoTemment  of  the 
eoontry  in  the  19th  century  has  broadened  the 
power  and  humanized  the  policy  of  England 
both  at  home  and  abroad." 

That  was  the  sort  of  questions  in  regard 
to  history  which  were  set  to  gentlemen 
who  had  to  administer  the  Factory  Laws 
and  protect  the  lives  and  limbs  of  our 
people  and  see  that  the  industrial  law 
was  properly  administered.  Taking  the 
syllabus  in  regard  to  Economics  it  also 
contained    extraordinary    (juestions    to 


this     put 


be  answered  by  this  class  of  men.  One 
was — 

"Enumerate  the  essential  points  in  the 
economic  conception  of  a  perfect  market.  To 
what  extent  are  these  conditions  realised  in 
the  special  conditions  of  the  retail  and  whole- 
sale markets,  the  money  market,  and  the 
Stock  Exchange  ?  What  conditions  limit  the 
development  or  the  markets.'' 

Another  question  was — 

"  What  is  meant  by  the  mobility  of  labour  ? 
How  far  is  labour  mobile  to-day?  Is  its 
mobility  implied  in  the  theory  of  wages  ? " 

A  further  question  ran — 

'*  The  Ricardian  theory  of  rent  is  true,  per- 
haps, of  a  particular  time  and  place  ;  it  does 
not,  however,  apply  in  general  to  India,"  or  in 
places  in  which  the  system  of  *  Metayage' 
prevails.    Examine  this  view." 

The     candidate     also     had 
before  him — 

'*  Unless  we  are  prepared  to  tay  that 
machinery  is  an  evil,  we  cannot  on  economic 
grounds  condemn  as  an  evil  the  importation 
of  cheap  labour ;  whether  it  should  be  con- 
demned on  social  grounds  is  another  question. 
Examine  and  discuss." 

These  were  the  nonsensical  questions 
addressed  to  a  candidate  in  order  to 
establish  his  competence  as  a  factory 
inspector.  There  was  absolutely  noth- 
ing on  the  practical  side  except  that 
which  was  contained  in  Question  3. 
He  gave  this  as  an  illustration  on  the 
other  side,  lest  he  should  be  unfair. 
That  question  was — 

"  Examine  critically  the  arguments  that 
are  commonly  used  in  support  of  Factory 
L^nlation.  What  were  the  most  important 
features  of  the  Act  of  1884  ? ' 

The  point  he  wanted  to  emphasise  was 
that  so  far  as  men  of  practical  experience 
were  concerned  that  syllabus  was  a 
clear  and  decisive  notice  that  they  were 
not  wanted  by  the  Home  Office  at  all. 
Twenty-one  nominations  were  made  for 
seven  vacancies,  but  not  one  of  the 
assistant  inspectors  were  nominated  for 
examination.  There  was  one  nomina- 
tion given  to  a  clerk  at  the  Home  Office 
who  had  been  a  clerk  in  the  Inspector's 
office,  and  that  was  the  nearest  approach 
to  the  nomination  of  a  practical  man. 
Mr.  Daly,  the  organising  secretary  of 
the  Amalgamated  Tailors,  wrote  an 
article  in  which  he  discussed  factory 
inspection  from  his  point  of  view,  in 
which  he  condemned  the  present  system. 
A  public  inquiry,  he  declared,  would 
disclose  at  the  Home  Office  the  same 
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to  administer  owing  to  the  difficulty  o^ 
tracing    goods    back.    As    showing    the 


absence   of   administrative   ability,    the 
same  power  of  social  influence  in  the 
matter    of    promotion,    and   the    same 
incompetence  generally  as  was  revealed 
as  the  result  of  the  War  Office  Com- 
mission.    His     point     was     made     still 
stronger  by  the  sort  of  playing  at  inspec- 
tion that  took  place.     Two  iron  founders 
were     appointed     assistant     inspectors 
because    of    their    special    ability,    but 
they  were  employed  not, to  inspect  iron 
foundries  but  to  look  after  dressmakers' 
assistants.    The  chairman  of  the  Building 
Trades   Federation  was  so  disgusted  to 
find  that  the  duty  assigned  to  him  was 
to   walk  about   certain  districts  at  11 
o'clock  at  night  to  see  whether  the  law 
was  being  observed  in  milliners'  estab- 
lishments that  he  threw  up  his  post  of 
assistant      inspector.      Two     engineers 
and  a  cotton  spinner  had  for  thirteen 
years  been  looking  after  the  dressmakers 
of    South    London.     These    men    were 
appointed    to    do    practical    work,    but 
were  compelled  to  waste  their  time  and 
the  public  money  in  this  pettifogging  tom- 
foolery.    In  a  case  of  lead  poisoning  re- 
ported recently  in  the  newspapers  the  case 
was  discovered  by  the  assistant  inspector, 
but  no  sooner  did  he  discover  it  than  he 
had  to  drop  it  and  report  to  a  superior.  He 
had  to  drop  the  whole  thing  although  he 
had   been   reporting   that   the   washing 
apparatus  was  inadequate  and  likely  to 
result  in  disease.    That  was  the  rule  of 
the  department.    No  assistant  inspector 
was  allowed  to  deal  with  these  dangerous 
poisoning  cases.    In  the  case  of  anthrax, 
too,  these  assistant  inspectors  went  into 
the  places  where  it  is  bred,  but  could  do 
notlung  when  the  disease  appeared.   Then 
in  regard  to  the  particulars  clause.  The 
moment  an  assistant  inspector  discovered 
in   a   work-room   that    the    particulars 
had    been      impeifectly     supplied    and 
that  the  work  came  from  a  factory  they 
could  go  no  further,  but  had  to  report  to  a 
higher  official,  who  had  himself  to  go  and 
make  up  his  mind  as  to  whether  it  was  a 
case  for  a  prosecution.  He  understood  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bolton  was  going 
to  raise  the  question  of  overtime  cribbing, 
and  he  would  say  nothing  about  that 
except  that  he  understood  they  were  going 
to  ask  the  police  to  assist  in  putting  a  stop 
to  that,  but  they  had  not  asked  the 
assistance  of  the  assistant  inspector.    The 


way  the  assistant  inspectors  were  treated, 
he  would  point  out  that  a  monthly  cir- 
cular was  issued  from  the  Home  Office 
giving   information   of   everything    that 
had  happened  during  the  month  in  the 
administration  of  the  work  of  the  Office, 
the  legal  (decisions,  changes  in  the  law, 
changes  in  the  responsible  heads  and  so 
on.    Although  on  the  average  half  the 
circular  dealt  with  things  which  assistant 
inspectors  were   concerned  with,   not   a 
single  copy  was  sent  to  any  one  of  them, 
and  when  on  one  occasion  by  accident  a 
copy  was  addressed  to  all  the  assistant 
inspectors,  within  twenty-four  hours  they 
were  requested  by  letter  to  return  it,  as 
it  had  been  sent  by  mistake.    Was  not 
the  whole  system  of  inspection  absolute 
tomfoolery  1     Plain    speaking    was    ne- 
cessary in  this  matter.   Those  outside  who 
had   been   watching   carefully    liie     in- 
spection work  of  the  Home  Office  had 
felt  for  a  long  time  that  matters  instead  of 
improving  had  been  going  from  bad  to 
worse.    It  was  high  time  that  this  sjBtem 
which   had     grown   up   piecemeal,    and 
which  had  never  been  adapted  to  the 
new    conditions,    should   be    made    the 
subject  of  careful  inquiry.     The  Home 
Office  should  make  up  its  mind  whether 
the    assistant    inspectors    were    worth 
keepins;  on.    The  time  had  come  for  the 
Home  Office  to  consider  what  the  organisa- 
tion of  the  Factorylnspection  Department 
was  going  to  be.     He  challenged  the  De- 
partment   to    lay    itself    open    to    an 
inquiry.  He  challenged  it  to  come  before 
the  public  and  give  evidence  to  justify  it- 
self in  drawing  this  clearly  marked  line 
between  the   full   and  the  assistant  in- 
spectors,  to  justify  the    tendency  that 
has  gone  so  far  towards  divorcing  the 
inspectors    from    the  class  with    which 
they     had     to      deal.     This     was     a 
question    of   reorganising   the    staff,    of 
increasing  the  efficiency.    If  he  had  to 
put    it    strongly    and    say    they    were 
not  going  to  rest  content  with  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things  it  was  because  he 
was  speaking  for  the  wage-earning  people 

of  this  country, 

« 

Amendment  proposed — 


»,       ,     ^    ,     ,       .,  ,        ^  .  .,  ,  "1^^    leave    out    * £1,203,002/    and    insert 

Truck  Act  also  it  was  almost  impossible    •£i,202,902."'-(5*r  Charles  Dilke,) 

Mr.  J,  liatnsatj  Macdanald. 
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Question  proposed,  "That  '£1,203,002* 
stand  port  of  the  said  Resolution." 

Mk.  TENNANT  (Berwickshire)  said 
the  most  salient  feature  in  connection 
with  the  issue  of  the  new  Blue-book  was 
the  interest  almost  amounting  to  excite- 
ment at  the  sudden  discovery  that  all  our 
food  manufactories  were  not  all  that  they 
ought  to  be.  Why  this  new  interest ! 
There  was  certainly  no  new  fact.  The 
British  public  were  a  truly  apathetic 
body.  It  seemed  to  require  at  least  two 
members  of  one  family  to  be  boiled 
alive  at  Chicago  before  interest  could 
be  aroused.  Any  time  these  last  ten 
years  past  cases  had  been  brought 
before  this  House  of  intense  dirtiness 
of  jam  Victories,  fish-ouring  places, 
chocolate  manufactories  and  others,  and 
the  public  had  been  not  perturbed. 
And  yet,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  had 
said,  these  places  had  been  improved. 
Take  any  of  the  old  reports.  He  took 
that  for  1898  at  random,  and  he  found 
that  both  Miss  Deane  and  Miss  Paterson 
spoke  of  indescribable  dirt,  dilapidation 
and  disorder. 

"The  impression  sometimes  carried  away 
from  inspection  of  one  of  these  places  was  that 
n  boUding  too  insanitary  for  any  other  purpose 
was  considered  fit  for  the  manufacture  of  jam 
and  pickles." 

In  another  Report,  that  for  1902,  Miss 
Paterson  had  said : — 

"  In  a  new  fruit  presenrinp  factory  where 
considerable  use  was  made  of  the  exception 
vrhich  permits  unlimited  hours  of  work  in 
order  that  fruit  may  be  preMcrved  in  as  fresh  a 
condition  as  possible,  1  fuuud  the  cleansing  uf 
the  fmit  being  done  in  the  hot  and  ntt-aniy 
b«iiling  room.  Ituilt  into  the  same  room  and 
Tentilatinff  directly  into  it  was  the  sanitary 
acoominodiition.  This  had  been  primarily 
intended  for  a  cloakroom,  liut  its  poHsibilities 
as  a  plaoe  to  store  fiuit  had  been  realised,  and 
1  found  it  in  use  for  that  purpose.  Even  the 
lavatory  basin  was  piled  high  with  frenh 
fruit." 

These  cases  had  been  brought  forward 
year  after  year,  and  no  one  had  paid  any 
attention.  Only  a  handful  of  interested 
and  informed  Gentlemen,  such  as  he  saw 
present  now,  and  two  bewildered  and 
embarrassed  Members  of  the  late  Ad- 
ministration were  there  to  listen.  It  was 
only  when  they  heard  at  their  backs  the 
grunting  of  the  hogs  of  Chicago  that  they 
were  able  to  get  any  attention  given  to 
the  subject.      Perhaps  now  they  might 


hope  for  better  things.  Closely  allied  with 
the  jam  trade  was  the  preserving  of  fish. 
Anybody  who  studied  this  Report,  especi- 
ally the  very  interesting  Report  from  Miss 
Paterson  as  to  the  conditions  prevailing  in 
the  North  of  Scotland,  particularly  Shet- 
land, would  feel  how  instinct  that 
Report  was  with  the  anxiety  and  desire 
to  improve  the  lot  of  those  fisher- 
girls,  an  anxiety  and  desire  it  seemed 
very  difficult  to  put  into  effect.  The 
conditions  of  the  fish-curing  industry 
were  very  bad,  and  there  was  a  very 
high  death-rate.  Miss  Paterson  spoke  of 
a  great  lack  of  sanitary  accommodation, 
and  she  particularly  dwelt  on  the  shy  and 
sensitive  feelings  of  these  Highland  girls, 
to  whom  the  common  obligations  of 
decency  seemed  to  be  denied.  This 
absence  of  sanitary  accommodation  not 
only  produced  grave  risks  to  the  girls, 
but  to  the  public  health  as  well.  A 
very  common  excuse  made  by  employers 
in  this  industry  was  that  these  girls  were 
only  there  between  three  and  five  weeks 
at  the  outside  and,  therefore,  it  was  not 
worth  while  spending  money  on  sanitiry 
conveniences  and  effecting  other  desirable 
improvements.  It  was,  one  curer  ex- 
pressed it,  in  the  nature  of  a  summer 
outing.  But  with  the  exception  of 
the  Shetlanders,  practically  all  the  women 
in  the  industry  worked  at  it  for 
six  months  in  the  >ear.  Kipper^rs 
worked  the  whole  year  round.  Th^  irre- 
gular hours  of  work  made  it  <>11  the  more 
necessary  that  the  conditions  of  work 
should  be  satisfactory.  Another  extra- 
ordinary fact  was  that  drinking  water 
was  almost  impossible  to  be  obtained 
in  many  cases,  and  one  of  the  lairds 
charged  Is.  a  barrel  for  it.  What  was  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  prepared  to  do  with 
regard  to  the  appalling  conditions  of 
employment  of  girls  who  worked  in 
foreign  ships  at  British  ports  1  The 
Report  said  — 

'*We  found  the  complaint  fully  justified 
and  the  conditions  so  bad  that  it  was  amazing 
to  us  that  women  could  be  found  to  accept 
work  under  them.  ,  .  .  It  is  difficult  to 
write  moderately  about  the  living  and  the 
sleeping  quarters  provided  for  these  women. 
Down  in  the  hold  of  the  ship  boards  were  laid 
on  the  top  of  the  herrine  barrel^*,  and  on  these^ 
with  some  tc^paulin  laid  on  them,  the  women 
slept,  and  not  only  slept  but  cooked  their 
food  ;  the  hatch  above  the  hold,  if  open,  would 
admit  some  light,  and  would  also  of  course, 
admit  the  rain.  There  was  no  attempt  at 
either  cleanliness  or  comfort ;  indeed  we  had 


It  was  a  disgraceful  state  of  things,  and 
he  hoped  his  right  hon.  friend  would  com- 
municate with  the  proper  authorities 
to  see  if  the  7  could  not  have  im- 
provement  in  these  conditions.  He 
came  to  an  old  subject  of  his,  namel}, 
that  of  means  of  escape  in  case  of 
fire.  The  Report  showed  nimierous 
instances  in  which  narrow  wooden  and, 
in  many  cases,  steep  staircases  were  the 
only  outlets.  His  right,  hon.  friend 
might  say  that  this  was  the  business 
of  the  local  authority,  and  that  they 
ought  to  have  put  their  powers  in  force. 
That  was  quite  true,  but  where  less 
than  forty  persons  were  employed  the 
Home  Office  had  no  compulsory  powers 
over  the  local  authority  as  it  ought  to 
have.  There  again  he  trusted  his 
right  hon.  friend  was  fully  impressed 
with  the  urgency  of  the  question.  The 
Report  showed  that  even  in  new  factories 
the  means  of  escape  in  the  event  of  fire 
were  very  inadequate.  For  example, 
in  one  factory  visited  by  Miss  Martindale, 
which  had  been  built  as  recently  as 
eighteen  months  ago,  she  found  160 
workers  employed  on  the  top  floor  from 
which  there  was  no  exit  except 
one  staircase.  Miss  Squire  reported 
that  a  chief  officer  of  a  Fire 
Brigade  told  her  he  had  himself  in  vain 
reported  to  the  corporation  that  a 
factory  was  very  unsafe  years  ago. 
She  had  written  to  the  local  authority 
and  had  received  a  reply  that  the  Com- 
mittee were  of  opinion  that  no  additional 
means  of  escape  could  be  provided 
at  a  "reasonable  expense."  Were  they 
going  to  wait  to  provide  real  means 
of  escape  from  fire  until  it  could  be 
provided  at  a  reasonable  expense  ? 
The  whole  of  this  subject  required 
investigation,  and  he  trusted  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  re-appoint  the 
Select  Committee  on  Fire,  appointed  last 
session,  at  the  earliest  opportunity,  and 
that  it  would  go  thoroughly  into  the 
matter  and  report  what  ought  to  be  done. 
He  now  came  to  such  questions  as  precau- 
tion for  life  and  limb  in  electrical  generat- 
ing works.  It  was  an  extremely  dangerous 
trade,  the  workers  being  struck  down  with- 
out anything  in  the  nature  of  a  warning. 
Mr,  TennmU 
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felt  some  indiiniation  when  we  saw,  on  oar  way  There  was    in    the    inspector's    Report 

north,  some  Shetland  jmttlelowered^f^^  in     all     eighteen     deaths     from      this 
night  int6  similar  quarters  to  those  in  which  •      A  tt      j*ji         j. 

these  women  live  for  long  periods."  cause    m   the    year.      He    did  not  say 

they  were  all  electrical  deaths,  but  they 
were  all  due  to  shocks  or  falls  or  other 
accidents  on  account  of  shocks.  Five 
of  the  eighteen  were  on  railways,  four 
in  mines,  three  in  consimiers'  premises, 
and  six  under  the  Factory  Act.  Of 
course  there  were  in  addition  a  large 
number  of  injuries.  Special  regulations 
were  recommended  for  this  trade  seven 
years  ago,  but  none  existed  at  the  present 
day.  The  Home  Office  had  pursued  a 
policy  of  reliance  upon  voluntaryism. 
He  objected  to  volimtaryism  for  two 
reasons;  one  was  that  they  might 
get  one  employer  to  fall  in  with  their 
ideas  and  not  the  other,  in  which  case 
imfair  competition  arose ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  the  management  of  a  place 
might  change,  and  with  it  the  methods. 
There  was  no  power  of  compulsion. 
There  were  two  new  trades  reported  upon 
in  the  Chief  Inspector's  report,  both 
of  extraordinary  interest.  One  was  the 
aniline  dyeing  trade  and  the  other  the 
trade  of  making  shuttles  of  West  African 
wood.  In  the  aniline  dyeing  trade  illness 
had  been  so  rife  that  out  of  sixty  persons 
employed  in  seven  factories  examined 
by  the  medical  inspector  twenty-eight 
persons,  or  47  per  cent.,  showed  pale 
grey  or  blue  colour  of  the  lips ; 
thirty- four  persons,  or  57  per  cent., 
characteristic  pallor,  and  five  scars, 
the  result  of  previous  work  in  chrome 
or  of  injury  to  the  skin,  showing 
that  the  whole  of  these  persons  had 
suffered  in  one  manner  or  another  and 
seven  of  them  had  suffered  doubly. 
Again,among  eighty-two  persons  employed 
in  the  chroming,  washing,  drying  and 
other  processes,  twenty-eight  (34  per 
cent.)  showed  the  same  conditions  of  the 
lips,  sixteen  (20  per  cent.)  the  pallor, 
and  eleven  (14  per  cent.)  present 
or  past  effects  of  chrome.  He 
would  give  on^  illustration  in  the 
shuttle-making  t  ade  in  which  West 
African  wood  was  used.  There  wa^t  a 
case  reported  of  a  man  working  in  that 
trade  who  had  not  been  previously  ill ; 
very  soon  aftrr  commencing  work 
he  began  to  run  at  the  eyes  and  nose, 
and  his  breathing  rapidly  became  so 
difficult  that  he  could  neither  speak  nor 
swallow.      After  one  severe  attack   he 
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was  three  weeks  at  home,  and  then  three 
weeks  at  a  convalescent  home,  after  which 
he  felt  better,  bat  the  day  he  resumed 
his  work  he  was  as  bad  as  ever.  He 
used  a  respirator,  and  this  case  was  a 
good  example  of  the  danger  of  placing 
reliance  upon  respirators.  What  was  the 
Home  Secretary  going  to  do  ?  In  this 
trade  manufacturers  in  conference  recom- 
mended the  use  of  exhaust  ventilation, 
and  he  should  like  to  know  what  the 
Home  Office  was  going  to  do,  because 
this  West  African  wood  was  very 
dangerous  indeed.  He  trusted  he  would 
not  rel^  upon  his  powers  of  "  peaceful 
persuasion."  With  regard  to  the  regu- 
lation of  the  wall-paper  trade,  the  Home 
Office  appeared  to  be  relying  upon  those 
powers.  They  were  also  relying  upon 
peaceful  persuasion  in  regard  to  the  iron 
and  steel  trade  for  the  protection  of 
workers  upon  Bessemer  steel,  and  also  in 
regard  to  lithographic  processes  in  which 
bronze  was  used.  With  regard  to  Insti- 
tution laundries,  the  voluntary  system 
had  failed,  and  the  Eeports  of  the  lady 
inspectors  showed  that  in  the  cases  he 
quoted  no  improvements  had  been  achieved 
in  regard  to  the  fencing  of  machinery  or 
the  ventilation  of  wash-houses.  Their 
Reports  also  showed  a  lamentable  want 
of  care  in  regard  to  children  em- 
ployed in  such  laundries.  The  inspectors 
were  very  emphatic  in  their  reports  as 
to  the  unreliability  of  the  statements 
furnished  to  them  by  those  who  were  in 
authority.     They  report — 

**  In  only  a  few  places  do  we  feel  that  we 
have  been  met  with  complete  frankness,  even 
where  the  courtesy  with  which  we  have  been 
received  has  also  been  the  most  marked."  .  .  . 
'*  We  have  no  means  whatever  of  checking 
these  statements,  as  we  had  no  opportunity  of 
speaking  to  the  workers  or  visiting  at  un- 
usual hours.*'  ....  "We  were  constantly 
assured  that  no  accident  could  occur  in  a 
wash-house  crowded  with  machinery  and  in 
which  numbers  of  persons  are  employed  because 
a  man  was  in  the  room  !  We  feel  strongly 
that  the  information  received  with  regard  to 
accidents  was  entirely  unreliable,  and  when- 
ever we  had  the  means  of  checking  it  we 
found  that  it  was  not  upheld." 

He  thought  the  Home  Secretary 
would  see  that  this  system  of  voluntary 
inspection  had  entirely  broken  down, 
and  he  appealed  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  -to     put    an     end    to    it. 


He  wished  to  remind  the  House  of 
the  enormous  importance  of  the  subject 
with  which  they  were  dealing.  As  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  had  said,  that  the 
great  difficulty  of  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion was  the  enormous  amount  of  ground 
one  had  to  traverse  and  the  difficulty  of 
choosing  any  particular  part  of  the 
subject.  On  a  previous  occasion  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  rebuked  him  tor 
urging  the  Home  Office  to  do  more, 
because  he  said  they  had  a  number  of  very 
important  matters  in  hand,  such  as  the 
Workmen's  Compensation  Bill,  the  Truck 
Acts  Committee,  and  the  Committee  deaK 
ing  with  the  police,  not  to  speak  of  the 
preparation  of  a  Licensing  Bill  for  next 
year.  He  should  be  the  last  person  in  the 
world  to  minimise  the  great  responsibility 
which  attached  to  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man's  high  office.  But  although  he 
had  great  responsibilities  he  had  also 
stupendous  opportunities.  He  had  be 
hind  him  at  the  Home  Office  an  able  body 
of  energetic,  active,  and  sagacious  mem- 
bers of  the  Civil  Service.  He  had  also 
in  that  House  a  large  number  of  hon. 
Members  keen  and  eager,  almost  spoiling 
for  reform,  and  in  these  circumstances  he 
appealed  to  him,  and  he  did  not  think  his 
appeal  would  fall  upon  deaf  ears :  he 
appealed  to  him  to  use  in  the  best  possible 
manner  all  those  great  powers  which  the 
wisdom  of  Parliament  had  entrusted  to 
him  in  order  to  bring  an  increased  measure 
of  happiness,  of  light,  and  of  hope,  into 
the  lives  of  thousands  of  our  workers. 

Mr.  gill  (Bolton)  said  the  subject  he 
wished  to  bring  before  the  attention  of 
the  House  was  time-cribbing.  The 
number  of  hours  worked  in  cotton  mills 
per  week  was  fixed  at  fifty-five  and  a-half 
hours.  The  operatives  commenced  work 
at  6  o'clock  in  the  morning  and  stopped  at 
8  for  half-an-hour  for  meals.  They  then 
worked  on  from  8.30  to  12.30,  and  &om 
1.30  to  5.30.  At  the  end  of  the  week 
the  machinery  was  stopped  at  11.30  and 
work  ceased  altogether  at  12  o'clock. 
A  large  number  of  the  workpeople  were 
paid  day  wages  in  the  texile  factories 
which  were  calculated  on  the  basis  of 
fifty-five  and  a-half  hours  per  week. 
The  time-cribbing  of  which  he  com- 
plained was  done  at  the  stopping  and  the 
starting  of  the  work.  It  was  a  common 
thing  for  many  of  the  workpeople  to 
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go  to  work  five  or  ten  minutes  before  the 
proper  time,  and  they  found  the  engines 
running,    and    frequently    at    noon    on 
Saturdays  during  the  period  which  had 
been  set  aside  for  cleaning,  they  found  the 
time    encroached    upon   by   the    manu- 
facturing  process   being   carried   on    at 
twenty   minutes    or    a    quarter   to    12, 
whereas  it  ought  to  cease  at  11.30.    He 
had  been  furnished  with  the  returns  in 
some  instances  of  the  amount  of  time 
which  had  been  worked  over  the  proper 
number  of  hours.    He  had  in  his  posses- 
sion a  letter  from  one   of  the  branch 
secretaries  of  the  Employees  Association 
which  gave  the  figures  for  five  difierent 
mills  upon  which  observations  had  been 
kept  for  a  week.     In  the  first  mill  three 
hours  thirty-five  minutes  were  worked 
over  the  proper  time,  in  the  second  mill 
two  hours   sixteen  minutes,  in  the  third 
three    hours  forty-five  minutes,  in   the 
fourth   three   hours   forty-one   minutes, 
and  in  the  last  case  two  hours  forty-nine 
minutes.    In   each   of   those   cases   the 
workpeople    had    not    been    paid    one 
penny  extra.    The  House  would  realise 
the   extent   of  this    practice   when   he 
stated  that  in   Lancashire  there    were 
close  upon  50,000,000  spindles.     There 
were      a      considerable      number      of 
employers  who  did  not  carry  out  the 
requirements  of  the  Act  in  a  satisfactory 
way.    He   believed   he   understated  the 
fact  when  he  said  that  the  owners  of 
30,000,000   spindles   were   getting  their 
employees  to  work  overtime  in  the  way 
he  had  described  to  the  extent  of  fully 
two  hours  per  week.     If  this  was  worked 
out  it  would  be  found  that  each  employer 
of  120  persons,  taking  the  wages  at  4d. 
per  hour,    was  putting  into  his  pocket 
£4  per  week  to  which  he  was  not  entitled. 
This  meant  that  £60,000  per  year  represent- 
ed labour  given  by  the  operatives  for  which 
they  were  not  paid.     This  was  imfair  not 
only  to  the  operatives  themselves,  but 
also  to  the  good  employers.    Many  of  the 
employers  would  scorn  to  take  a  penny 
which  the  operatives  had  earned,  but  the 
fact  that  others  did  as  he  had  described 
meant   that   the   good   employers   who 
observed  the  law  were  subjected  to  un- 
fair competition  with  the  bad  employers 
in  whose  case  the  cost  of  production  was 
so   much  cheaper.    There  was  another 
aspect  of  the  question.     The  President 
of   the    Local   Government    Board    was 

Mr,  GUI 


anxious  to  find  a  remedy  for   unemploy- 
ment.   A    reduction    in    the    hours    of 
labour  was  a  remedy  which  was  favoured 
by  many  people.    In  this  particular  case 
he  had  made  a  calculation  which  showed 
that,  taking  two  hours    per    week    on 
30.000,000  spindles,  if  the  law  was  kept 
as  the  good  employers   kept  it,   there 
would  be  employment  found  for  2,500 
additional  workpeople  if  the  same  amount 
of  work  was  turned  out.      That  was  in 
connection  with  the  spinning  department ; 
but  there   was  also  the  weaving  section, 
where  things  had  gone  on  the  same  lines. 
This   system  had  been  going  on  for  a 
long  series  of  years,  and  it  did  not  seem 
to  mend.    He  did    not   blame    the  in- 
spectors.     There    was  not  a   sufficient 
number  of  them.     They  were  trying  to 
do    their    duty   manfully,    but  it    was 
utterly  impossible  for  them  to  see  that 
all  employers  carried  out  the  law.     The 
Home  Office  desired  the  law  to  be  xarried 
out,  but  the  staff    at  its  disposal  was 
unequal  to  the  work.     He  found  that 
the  last  Reports    of    the   Inspectors  of 
Factories  and  Workshops  were  generally 
to  the  effect  that   the  practice  of  time- 
cribbing  showed    no  sign  of  diminution. 
The  deputation  which  waited  upon  the 
Home    Secretary    suggested    that     the 
police  should  be  called  upon  to  assist  in 
this  matter.    The  Home  Secretary  con- 
sulted nineteen  Watch  Committees,  and  of 
these  sixteen  reported  unfavourably  and 
three  favourably.    They  never  expected 
any  favourable   replies  at  all.    He  had 
obtained  the  constitution  of  these  Com- 
mittees in  twelve  towns,  and  his  informa- 
tion showed  that  of  136  members  no  less 
than  ninety-three  were  employers,  and 
fifty-one   were    engaged   in    the    cotton 
trade.     Two    of    the    towns    which  re- 
ported favourably  were  Hyde  and  Black- 
burn.   In  Hyde  there  were  no  cotton 
employers    on    the    Committee    and  in 
Blackburn  there  were  four  labour  mem- 
bers on  the  Conmiittee.    That  seemed 
to  prove  that  in  the  bulk  of  the  cases 
the  employers  were  looking  after  their 
own  interests.     The  fact  that  most  of  the 
Watch  Committees    had    reported    un- 
favourably should  not,  he  thought,  deter 
the  Home  Secretary  from  taking  action 
in  the  matter.    He  held  that  the  police 
should  be  employed  to  give  information 
to  the  inspector,  who  would  bring    the 
cases  before  the  Court.    The  police  were 
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used  for  administering  the  Shop  Hours 
Act  and  they  prevented  time-cribbing  in 
public  houses,and  why  should  they  not  be 
employed  in  doing  the  same  thing  in  fac- 
tories ?  He  asked  too  that  all  the  in- 
spectors and  inspectors'  assistants  at  the 
Home  Secretary's  disposal  in  textile 
districts  should  be  employed  in  com- 
bating this  evil.  If  this  were  done  there 
would  be  a  sensible  improvement  in  the 
present  condition  of  affairs.  The  pen- 
alties should  be  increased  so  that 
it  would  not  pay  an  employer  to  break 
the  law.  A  determined  attempt  should 
be  made  to  stop  this  growing  evil,  to 
see  that  the  women  and  children  were 
protected «  and  to  prevent  honest  em- 
ployers being  handicapped  in  competition 
with  dishonest  employers.  It  was  for  the 
Home  Secretary  to  see  that  the  Factory 
Acts  were  administered  in  such  a  way 
that  there  would  be  no  cause  for  com- 
plaint. 

♦Mr.  JOWETT  (Bradford,  W.)  said  he 
desired  to  acknowledge  the  trouble 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  Forest  of  Dean  had  always  taken 
in  regard  to  questions  affecting  labour. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Berwickshire  had 
referred  to  aniline  and  chrome  poisoning. 
He  would  ask  the  Home  Secretary  to  give 
special  attention  to  this  matter,  not  so 
much  because  of  the  number  of  fatal 
cases,  but  on  account  of  the  large  number 
of  cases  where  the  sufferers  lingered  on, 
were  rendered  unhappy  and  uncomfort- 
able by  reason  of  its  effects,  and 
who  still  had  to  go  on  straggling 
in  order  to  get  their  living.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  it  was  not  right 
or  fair  that  a  section  of  the  population 
like  the  workers  amongst  wool  should  be 
put  in  the  conditions  in  which  they  now 
had  to  labour.  Therefore,  he  asked  the 
Home  Secretary  to  consider  very  care- 
fully the  representations  that  had  been 
made  to  him,  and  to  see  whether  nothing 
could  be  done  to  arrest  the  ravages  of 
anthrax.  He  made  no  imputation 
against  the  Home  Office  as  to  the  way  in 
which  the  officials  were  performing  their 
duties.  He  quite  agreed  that  the  rules 
which  they  tried  to  carry  into  effect 
were  good,  so  far  as  they  went,  and 
perhaps  eff  acted  all  that  they  were 
expected  to  do;  but  he  respectfully 
submitted  that  the  lins  of  action  taken 


by  t^e  Hom-^  Office  D  partm  nt  in 
regard  to  this  disease  of  anthrax  started 
at  the  wrong  end.  It  started  when 
the  disease  entered  the  factory,  instead 
of  preventing  it  entering  the  factory. 
He  asked  the  Home  Secretary,  in  con- 
junction with  the  President  of  <he  Local 
Government  Board,  to  take  action  under 
the  Public  Health  Act  to  deal  with 
his  disease.  Last  year  there  were  not 
fewer  than  twenty  cases  of  anthrax 
recorded  in  the  town  with  which  he 
was  inunediately  connected,  and  of 
these  ten  were  fatal.  Th  r^  were  no 
signs  of  any  permanent  diminution 
in  the  disease  in  that  area  from  the  fact 
that  there  was  no  diminution  in 
the  quantity  of  infected  material 
which  the  men  had  to  handle. 
Most  of  that  material  was  diity,  low 
grade  wool  which  came  from  Persia 
and  other  Eastern  countries.  A 
large  amount  of  it  was  worked  up 
into  what  was  called  "  oil-backing " 
in  which  cotton-seed  and  linseed  oil  was 
pressed  to  extract  the  oil  from  the 
seed.  Most  of  the  low-grade  wools  from 
which  the  mischief  had  arisen  during 
the  last  few  years  was  made  into  that 
kind  of  fabric.  He  asked  the  attention  of 
the  Secretary  for  Home  Affairs  particu- 
larly to  the  fact  that  there  was  one  firm 
which  had  for  the  last  fifty  years  made 
this  fabric  without  having  a  single  case  of 
anthrax  in  their  factory,  although  they 
were  in  competition  with  all  the  other 
great  manufacturers  in  Yorkshire. 
Therefore,  he  maintained  that  no  harm 
could  be  done  to  the  wool  and  cloth  in- 
dustry of  Yorkshire  if  this  matter  of 
dealing  with  the  prevention  of  anthrax 
was  undertaken  seriously  and  effectively. 
He  suggested  that  the  Home  Secretary 
should  make  careful  inquiry  as  to  what 
kinds  of  wool  were  infected,  and 
having  got  that  information  he  should 
not  allow  that  wool  to  come  into  the 
country  except  under  conditions  in  which 
it  would  be  safe  for  the  workers  to  de^ 
with  it.  Dr.  Bell,  of  Bradford,  who  was 
perhaps  the  greatest  authority  in  this 
country  on  the  disease  of  anthrax,  had  said 
that  in  nearly  all  cases  the  disease  was 
derived  in  men  from  the  handling  of 
wool  or  hair  from  animals  which  had 
been  diseased.  The  countries  from 
which  the  wool  and  hair  from  these 
diseased  animab  came  were  well  known 
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It  was  all  very  well  to  issue 
regulations  from  the  Home  Office  that 
the  men  who  were  handling  these  wools 
should  wash  their  hands  and  so  forth ; 
but  if  the  disease  was  in  the  material  there 
was  the  potential  risk  of  contracting  the 
disease  offered  to  all  who  handled  it  or 
inhaled  the  dust  which  came  from  it. 
The  downward  draft  imposed  by  the 
regulations  when  the  men  were  handling 
the  wool  did  not  remove,  it  only 
diminished,  the  risk  of  infection.  He, 
therefore,  asked  the  Home  Secretary  to 
get  into  commtmication  with  the  Local 
Government  Board  with  a  view  to  action 
being  taken  under  the  Public  Health 
Acts  to  prevent  these  disease-engendering 
wools  from  entering  the  country. 

♦Mr.  BYLES  (Salford,  N.)  said  that  the 
House  of  Commons  might  be  congratu- 
lated on  the  fact  that  there  were  men 
in  this  Parliament  who  had  expert 
knowledge  derived  from  their  own  ex- 
perience of  the  conditions  of  labour  which 
they  wished  to  see  ameliorated.  A  large 
amount  of  the  legislation  passed  by 
Parliament  was  not  operative.  That 
often  might  be  the  faidt  of  the  local 
authorities  who  administered  these  Acts 
of  Parliament ;  or  it  might  be  largely 
due  to  the  want  of  anxiety  on  the  part 
of  officials  to  insist  upon  the  provisions 
of  the  Acts  of  Parliament  being  en- 
forced. It  should  be  the  business  of 
Parliament  to  see  that  the  public  got 
the  full  benefit  of  every  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment passed  for  public  advantage  and 
safety.  In  1895  it  was  agreed  that  there 
was  a  great  improvement  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Home  Office  when  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
held  the  portfolio  of  Home  Secretary. 
He  hoped  that  the  present  occupant 
of  the  Home  Office  would  show  equal 
energy  and  give  a  momentum  to  the 
administration  of  his  department. 
Only  that  day  he  had  had  an  interview 
with  a  deputation  who  desired  that 
the  working  classes  should  have  repre- 
sentation on  the  inspectorate.  That 
only  confirmed  what  had  been  said  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester,  that 
great  improvements  mi|;ht  be  made  in 
regard  to  the  work  of  inspection.  The 
matter  which  had  been  referred  to  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the    Forest  of    Dean  in  asking  for  an 

Mr,  Jotvett. 


extension  of  the  ''  Particulars  "  Clause  to 
all  piece-workers  deserved  the  attenticm 
of  the  Home  Office.  In  the  borough 
which  he  represented  he  had  been  aston- 
ish d  to  find  the  number  of  piece-workers 
— ^many  of  them  ignorant  and  un 
instructed — ^who  wereunabh  to  ascertain 
the  proper  amount  which  they  earned. 
When  one  went  to  an  hotel  one  got  a  bill  of 
what  was  due,  and  he  thought  in  the  same 
way  that  the  worker  who  went  into  a 
factory  and  did  piece-work  oug^t  to  be 
entitled  to  a  note  showing  what  work 
he  had  done  and  what  money  he  was 
entitled  to,  so  that  he  might  go  away 
satisfied  that  he  was  not  underpaid,  as 
well  as  the  employers  being  satisfied  that 
he  was  not  overpaid.  Upon  the  subject 
of  '^  time-cribbing,"  he  had  been  smfused 
at  the  figures  given  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bolton.  If  it  was  going  on  to  the 
extent  stated  it  must  be  characterised  as 
robbery — robbery  of  the  poor  by  the  rich, 
some  of  whom  were  thus  fattening  on  the 
earnings  stolen  from  their  workpeople. 
The  suggestion  had  been  made  that  the 
police  might  be  employed  o  carry  out  a 
system  of  detection  of  these  frauds  upon 
workers.  He  did  not  see  what  objec- 
tion there  could  be  to  a  proposal  of  that 
kind  [Mr.  Jowett  :  Th  re  is  only  one 
objection  to  it ;  it  would  bo  successful.]. 
Quite  so,  and  h «  really  did  not  see  why 
such  a  course  shouM  not  be  fol'owed. 
Last  night  they  we  e  engaged  in  passing 
a  Musical  Copyright  BUI  for  the  pro- 
tection of  another  class  of  property  under 
which  the  Ipoli  e  had  power  to  in! er- 
ven ,  and  when  an  employer  deliberately 
and  persistently  robbed  his  workpeople 
he  did  not  see  why  the  police  should  not 
step  in  and  protect  the  persons  who  were 
being  robbed.  He  commended  that  idea 
to  the  Home  Secretary,  and  he  thought 
that  imtil  the  inspectorate  had  been 
largely  reinforced  the  police  should 
look  after  the  thieves.  That  was  their 
business. 

♦The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTBiENT  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone, Leeds,  W.)  said  the  Home  Office 
had  no  statutory  power  in  the  matter. 

"^Mr.  BYLES  said  the  House  ought  to 
give  the  Home  Office  statutory  power. 
In  regard  to  anthrax,having  lived  in  Brad- 
ford for  years  he  knew  the  prevalence  of 
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the  disease  amongst  those  who  worked  in 
wool  and  also  the  terrible  nature  of  the 
disorder.  It  was  a  terrible  disease,  and 
if  a  man  contracted  it  two  days  sufficed 
to  kill  him.  A  man  went  to  work  per- 
fectly well  and  came  home  with  a  head- 
ache and  in  forty-eight  hours  he  was 
dead,  although  previously  he  was  a  strong, 
healthy  man.  He  had  seen  that  happen 
time  after  time.  Efforts  were  made 
thirteen  3rears  ago  and  orders  issued  in 
regard  to  certain  precautions,  but  they 
had  that  evening  heard  upon  the  high 
authority  of  his  hon.  friend,  who  was  the 
highest  authority  obtainable,  that  there 
was  no  improvement  or  reduction  in  the 
number  of  cases.  He  therefore  appealed 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  do  what 
was  necessary  to  prevent  the  spread  of 
this  terrible  scourge  which  afflicted  his 
own  town,  and  pass  more  legislation  if  it 
was  necessary.  It  had  been  argued  that 
the  wool  should  be  excluded  at  the  port 
of  entry,and  he  might  point  out  that,  with 
a  view  to  precluding  the  importation  of 
disease,  we  already  excluded  foreign  and 
even  Canadian  cattle.  If  steps  of  that 
sort  were  taken  in  regard  to  cattle  why 
not  in  thecaseofwooU  Another  subject 
he  wished  to  call  attention  to  was  the 
conditions  under  which  girls  worked  in 
factories.  In  Salford  where  he  had 
resided  for  many  years  he  had  been 
shocked  at  the  conditions  under  which 
girls  worked.  There,  as  in  many 
Urge  towns,  the  growth  and  physical 
development  of  the  young  women 
sufEered,  and  this  must  involve  in- 
jury to  the  race  when  they  become 
mothers.  Many  of  these  girls  worked 
under  most  unhealthy  and  insanitary 
conditions.  The  factories  and  work- 
shops were  not  properly  inspected  by 
the  inspectors.  He  had  promised  his 
constituents  that  he  would  raise  his 
voice  upon  this  question,  and  he  now 
did  so.  Their  best  hope  was  in  the 
Home  Office  and  in  the  earnest  and 
vigorous  administration  of  the  factory 
and  workshop  legislation  which  this 
House  had  passed.  He  believed  that 
the  men  who  now  formed  His 
Majesty's  Oovemment  were  in  full 
sympathy  with  the  workers  of  this 
country,  and  were  determined  to  do 
justice  as  between  rich  and  poor;  to 
relieve  those  who  were  helpless  and 
cast  down  and  those  who  were  ill  able 


to  help  themselves,  and  to  give  them 
all  the  advantages  which  Parliament 
had  placed  at  their  disposal.  He  hoped 
His  Majesty's  Government  would  see 
that  the  great  and  beneficent  Acts 
which  had  been  passed  from  time  to 
time  would  not  be  allowed  to  remain 
inoperative,  but  would  he  allowed  to 
fructify  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor. 

'^Mr.  O'ORADY  (Leeds,  E.)  said  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  general 
question  'of  factory  inspection,  and 
to  remind  the  Home  Office  that  those  in- 
terested in  labour  were  still  clamouring 
for  more  factory  inspection.  At  the 
present  moment  there  were  in  London 
thousands  of  small  factories  and  work- 
shops in  the  East  End  that  had  never 
been  seen  by  an  inspector,  and  in  these 
places  men  were  being  done  to  death  for 
want  of  ventilation  and  sanitation.  When 
a  factory  inspector  put  in  an  appearance 
the  most  beneficent  results  followed,  and 
usually  his  requirements  were  so  costly 
that  it  was  found  impossible  to  carry  on  a 
sweated  industry  under  which  men  were 
done  to  death.  He  would  like  to  take 
hon.  Members  to  some  of  these  premisesi 
and  he  was  sure  that  if  he  did  so  they 
would  come  back  and  make  a  consider- 
able noise  in  this  House  over  what  they 
had  seen.  Then  with  regard  to  the  dock 
labourers.  Those  who  knew  anything 
about  shipping  knew  that  the  dock 
labourer  was  subjected  to  all  kinds 
of  risks  every  moment  he  was 
working.  But  most  of  the  accidents 
occurred  from  defective  gear.  In  regard 
to  the  dock  labourers  there  shoold  be 
special  inspectors,  acquainted,  not  only 
with  all  the  rules  of  factory  inspector- 
ship, but  having  a  special  knowledge 
of  the  gear  used  in  unloading  vessels.  As 
regards  the  cabinet  makers  he  might 
point  out  that  recently  in  cabinet  malang 
certain  peculiar  woods  had  come  into  use 
from  the  Congo  and  South  Africa,  and 
he  asserted  that  27  per  cent,  of  the  deaths 
of  the  members  of  the  Society  of 
Cabinet  Makers  were  due  to  the  poisonous 
substances  exuded  from  these  woods  and 
absorbed  through  the  skin  of  the  workers. 
They  had  even  to  go  to  the  length  of 
striking  as  a  protest  against  the  employ- 
ment of  these  kinds  of  timber  in  the  trade. 
The  shuttle  makers  had  protested  in  this 
way   time  after  time  against  the  same 
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thing.  The  wood  was  not  essential  for 
making  shuttles  and  was  only  used  be- 
cause it  was  cheaper  than  the  ordinary 
boxwood  that  ought  to  be  used.  The 
Report  stated  at  page  382  that  the  remedy 
for  this  evil  was  the  use  of  exhaust 
ventilation.  It  might  minimise,  but 
it  would  in  no  sense  remedy  it.  Quite 
apart  from  the  dust,  the  men  absorbed 
the  poison  through  their  skin,  and  the 
only  remedy  was  to  prohibit  the  use  of 
the  wood.  He  appealed  to  the  right  hon. 
Centloman  to  consider  this  matter.  It 
was  felt  that  many  of  these  disasters 
could  be  minimised  if  not  altogether 
remedied  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  give  broader  and  more  definite 
instructions  to  the  factory  inspectors. 
£20,000  a  year  expended  in  additional 
inspectors  would  mean  the  saving  of 
hundreds  of  lives  and  the  prevention  of 
many  of  the  accidents  that  desolated 
the  homes  of  the  people  engaged  in  work- 
shops and  factories.  In  this  new  Parlia- 
ment was  a  new  spirit  which  recognised 
that  the  most  valuable  thing  on  God's 
earth  was  the  life  of  the  workers,  and  its 
safety  and  well-being  should  have  primary 
codsideration ;  he  therefore  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  put  the  effective 
machine  which  he  had  in  his  hand  into 
operation  towads  that  end. 

Mr.  brace  (Glamorganshire,  S.)  said 
he  almost  sympathised  with  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  who  had  been  asked  to  do  so 
much.  He  rose  to  ask  him  not  to  do 
one  thing  which  he  had  commenced  to  do. 
Yesterday  a  Committee  >^a3  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  economic  results 
which  would  follow  an  eight  hour  day  if 
put  into  operation  in  the  mines  of  the 
country.  He  objected  to  the  Com- 
mittee. The  Miners*  Federation  of  Great 
Britain,  which  represented  every  coalfield 
in  the  country  except  those  of  Durham, 
and  Northumberland,  felt  they  had  not 
been  treated  as  they  ought  to  have  been. 
For  t>\'enty  years  they  had  agitated  for 
an  eight  hour  day  from  bank  to  bank 
by  Act  of  Parliament.  They  had  spent 
thousands  of  pounds  to  advance  their 
cause,  and  when  in  this  Parliament  they 
saw  a  large  number  of  Members  pledged 
to  give  this  reform  that  the  miners  had 
sought  for  twenty  years  they  were  given  a 
Departmental  Committee  and  they  were 
expected    to    be    satisfied.    There    was 

Mr.  ffOrady. 


upon  the  records  of  this  Houfle  all  the 
information  that  Parliament  needed  in 
order  to  determine  whether  there  ought 
to  be  an  eight  hour  day  or  not.  In  face 
of  the  fact  that  there  had  been  tv.  eaty 
years  of  agitation  and  that  the  maj- 
ority of  the  Members  of  this  House  were 
pledged  to  the  people  it  was  not  treating 
them  as  they  had  a  right  to  expect,  to 
create  thi^  Departmental  Committee, 
How  could  it  assist  them  ?  So  strongly 
did  they  feel  upon  this  point  that  he 
was  authorised  to  say  that  they  would 
be  no  parties  to  this  Committee.  They 
felt  so  strongly  that  they  would  carry 
this  Vote  to  a  division ;  they  would  not 
recognise  the  Departmental  Committee, 
and  they  would  not  prejudice  the  cause  of 
this  great  reform  for  which  they  had 
agitated  for  twenty  years  and  for  which 
they  had  spent  thousands  of  pounds. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  he  very  much 
regretted  that  his  hon.  friend  should  have 
committed  himself  to  a  view  which  was 
so  much  at  variance  with  the  facts.  The 
Departmental  Committee  was  appointed 
to  help  the  Government  in  legislating 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the 
unanimous  decision  which  the  House 
arrived  at  a  few  months  ago  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Eight  Hours  Bill.  He 
wished  to  remind  hon.  Members  that  no 
Government  had  ever  brought  in  a  Bill 
dealing  with  a  question  great  enough 
to  affect  the  whole  country,  dealing  with 
difficult  relations  between  employers 
and  employed,  and  also  suggesting  many 
points  of  economic  doubt  and  difficulty, 
without  fortifpng  themselves  for  the 
task  with  full,  careful,  and  impartial 
information.  His  hon.  friend  said  thev 
would  nob  accept  this  Comnittee;  the> 
would  not  give  evidence.  Would  his 
hon.  friend  allow  him  to  point  out  what  a 
Departmental  Committee  really  was  ?  It 
was  a  Committee  appointed  by  the  head 
of  a  department  to  help  him  in  a  particular 
task.  It  was  not  to  help  the  House  of 
Commons,  or  to  retard  the  House  of 
Commons  or  to  deal  with  any  political 
movement  in  the  country.  It  was 
appointed  for  a  certain  purpose  which  the 
head  of  a  department  might  have  in  view 
in  order  to  assist  him  to  deal  with  what- 
ever task  might  be  put  upon  him.  They 
had  no  authoritative,  skilled,  authentic, 
information.    He  could  imagine  himself 
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bringing  in  a  Bill  and  hon.  Oentlemen 
opposite  putting  questions  to  him  as  to 
the  effects  of  this  Bill  with  regard  to 
economic  questions  of  output,  foreign 
competitioD,  and  so  forth,  and  all  he 
would  be  able  to  say  would  be,  ""  These 
are  matters  of  mere  speculation.  Some 
say  one  thing  and  some  another."  If 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Glamorgan 
had  sat  in  this  House  for  twenty-six 
years,  as  he  himself  had,  he  would  not  so 
misconceive  the  nature  of  a  Departme  ital 
Committee.  He  had  on  a  previous 
occasion  stated  that  he  would  be  guided  in 
the  nature  of  the  inquiry  by  the  opinion 
of  those  most  concerned.  To  begin  with, 
this  Committee  was  suggested  to  him  by 
his  hon.  friend  representing  the  mines  of 
Durham  and  Northumberland.  The  hon. 
(lentleman  said  that  Northumberland 
had  changed  its  opinion  on  the  question. 
That  had  nothing  to  do  with  this  Com- 
mittee, and,  if  he  might  say  so,  the  objec- 
tion of  his  hon.  friend  was  very  irrelevant 
to  the  purpose.  They  asked  for  the  Com- 
mittee, and  it  was  clear  to  him  that  his  hon. 
friends  honestly  vdshed  to  find  some  way 
of  getting  general  assent  with  regard  to 
the  eight  hours.  It  was  not  only  in 
their  interests,  but  in  the  interests  of 
all  concerned  in  the  rapid  and  future 
pll)gress  of  the  question  that  this 
inquiry  should  be  held,  and  that  the 
Crovemment  should  be  armed  with  the 
information  necessary  to  its  task.  He 
was  not  depending  on  that  altogether. 
Hehadhadafrank  talk  withhis  hon.  friends 
about  it  and  expessed  the  hope  that  they 
would  not  come  to  any  Resolution.  He 
explained  to  them  that  the  Committee 
was  appointed  in  a  spirit  of  friendliness, 
and  in  no  sense  in  a  spirit  of  hostility  to 
the  eight  hours  question,  and  that  it  would 
accelerate  progress  and  not  retard  it. 

Mr.  brace  said  he  made  his  speech 
after  consultation  with  his  hon.  friend 
the  Member  for  Hanley,  and  he  ven- 
tured to  think  he  had  fairly  put  his 
views  as  well  as  his  own  before  the  House. 

'^Mb.  GLADSTONE  said  that  in 
that  case  his  hon.  friend  the  Member 
for  Hanley  was  under  as  great  a 
misapprehension  as  his  hon.  friend 
the  Member  for  South  Glamorgan. 
His  hon.  friend  had  said  they  wanted  to 
hurry  the  matter  up.    France,  he  said, 


had  gone  ahead  of  this  country,  and  we 
stood  where  we  were.  He  agreed  that 
France  had  shown  progressiveness  on  this 
question,  but  when  his  hoD.  fiiend  said 
that  France  did  not  need  an  inquiry, 
he  would  ask.  Was  that  true  1  What 
was  the  nature  of  the  Bill  adopted 
by  the  French  (jk>vemment  ?  He  was 
not  aware  that  this  debate  was  coming 
on,  and  so  he  did  not  arm  himself 
with  exact  information,  but,  speaking 
from  recollection,  in  the  first  place  it 
was  not  what  was  called  a  bank  to 
bank  Bill  at  all.  It  was  an  Act  by 
which  hours  fiom  nine  or  nine  and  a 
half  came  down  in  half  hour  stages  to 
eig^t,  but  the  time  was  not  reckoned  fro  ji 
bank  to  bank,  and  the  Act  only  afiected 
the  hewers  of  coal;  further,  if  it  was 
found  that  the  Act  worked  harshly  upon 
a  poor  man  or  a  poor  mintral  distrct, 
that  it  reallj  did  reduce  employment, 
restrict  output,  or  play  into  the  hands 
of  the  foreigner,  then  there  were  powers 
under  that  Act  to  suspend  iti  operation. 
That  might  be  one  effective  method  of 
action,  but  was  that  the  method  his  hon. 
friend  would  throw  upon  this  country  ? 
Was  that  the  method  which  the  hon. 
GentUman  and  his  friends  were  ready 
to  adopt  1  His  hon.  friend  had  said 
'  follow  France." 

Mr.  brace  :  Follow  France  in  the 
principle  of  progress. 

«Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  they  should 
follow  everyone  in  the  principle  of 
progress.  He  really  did  appeal  to  his 
hon.  friend  not  to  act  hastily  in  this 
matter.  He  couM  assure  him,  as 
one  who  had  voted  on  every  occasion 
in  favour  of  the  Eight  Hours  Bill, 
that  they  had  taken  up  and  com- 
mitted themselves  to  the  principle. 
His  hon.  friend  and  his  colleagues  were 
so  conscious  of  the  difficulties  he  had 
indicated  to  the  House  that  they  them- 
selves had  had  reluctantly  to  take  the 
Bill  based  partly  on  the  French  system. 
What  was  the  nature  of  the  difficulties  ? 
He  did  not  know,  nor  did  his  hon.  friends 
know.  They  existed  in  the  air.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  friends  proposed 
a  plan,  but  he  did  not  know  that  this 
plan  was  necessary  at  all.  The  result 
of  a  skilled  and  impartial  Committee 
might    be    that    they    couM  have   an 
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Eight  Hours-  Bill  forthwith  over  the 
whole  countr]^.  If  that  were  so  and 
his  hon.  friend  took  up  the  position 
the  had  indicated  to  the  House  what 
would  then  be  his  position  ?  He 
would  have  done  his  best  to  impose  a 
less  perfect  Bill  upon  the  House,  the 
jcountry,  and  those  he  represented.  He 
did  appeal  to  his  hon.  friend  to  hold  his 
hand.  He  was  sure  he  had  spoken  under 
a  misconception,  and  he  begged  him  to, 
confer  again  with  his  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  Hanley,  and,  at  any  rate,  not 
to  commit  those  for  whom  he  acted  to 
any  action  which  was  absolutely  hostile 
to  this  inquiry.  The  inquiry  was  quite 
removed  from  the  principle  of  eight  hours. 
They  wanted  to  find  out  exactly,  as  far 
as  they  could,  the  true  economic  value  of 
the  question  as  between  one  district  and 
another  and  one  class  and  another,  and  in 
the  interests  of  the  miners  themselves  he 
hoped  his  hon.  friend  would  hold  his 
hand.  He  passed  on  to  the  questions 
which  had  been  brought  to  his  notice 
this  afternoon.  His  right  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  had 
surveyed  the  general  question  with  all 
his  great  knowledge,  and  he  confessed 
that  on  the  whole  he  felt  reassured  from 
the  character  of  the  speech  and  the  nature 
of  the  criticisms  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made.  He  would  answer  one 
or  two  of  his  points  at  once.  Ths  light 
hon.  Gentleman  asked  about  t  -  non- 
textile  industries.  He  was  fiaid  he 
could  not  give  the  right  hnci.  Gentleman 
the  detail),  but  he  would  I  y  to  ascertain 
them  and  send  them  to  him.  Certain 
trades,  namely,  brush -making,  net- 
making,  indiarubber  balloon  making,  boot 
and  shoe  manufacture,  umbrella  making, 
fustian  cutting,  certain  branches  of 
food  manufacture,  paper  box  making, 
and  others  were  being  considered  and, 
he  hoped,  would  be  included  in  a  com- 
prehensive order.  With  regard  to  honre- 
work  the  recent  sweating  exhibition,  for 
which  the  Daily  News  deserved  great 
credit,  bad  made  a  groat  impression  on  the 
public  mind.  It  was  of  great  importance 
that  this  question  of  sweating  should  be 
kept  in  full  view  of  the  public,  and  it 
ought  to  be  pulled  out  continually  from 
the  holes  and  comers  where  it  existed  and 
shown  in  the  quarters  of  the  well-to-do 
and  well-fed,  who  little  knew  under 
what   conditions   these  people   worked. 

Mr.  Gladstone. 


His  right  hon.  friend  had   dwelt    upon 
the   importance  of    the    fusion    of    the 
duties  of  sanitary  and  factory  inspectors 
That  "was  a  matter  to  which  he  would 
give  his  attention.    In  1894,  when  they 
first  dealt  with  the  question  of  outworkers, 
they  found  very  great  difficulty  in  bringing 
about  any  fusion  of  duties  between  the 
two  classes  of  inspectors,  but  he  would 
certainly  consider  the  matter  and  see  if 
anything  could  be  done.    He  was  sure 
that  in  this  matter  he  could  rely  upon  the 
co-operation  of  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government   Board.    The   Member   for 
Berwick  had  dealt  with  various  important 
matters,  including  factories  in  which  food 
was  made,  jam  factories  and  the  fish 
curing  trade.    So  far  as  the  protection 
of     the     general     public      was      con- 
cerned that  was  a  matter  more  for  other 
authorities  than  the  factory  inspectors. 
Of  course  cleanliness  bore  upon  that  quea 
tion,  and  he  had  called  the  attention  of 
the  Chief  Inspector  to  the  reports  upon 
this  subject,  and  special  inquiries  were 
being    made    during    the    busy    season 
with    a     view    to     a     special     report 
upon  the  whole  subject.    As  to  accidents 
arising    from     the    use    of    electricity, 
electricity    was    a    comparatively    new 
.power    applied    to    industrial    life,  and 
one  of  the  difficulties  of  the  Home  Office 
naturally  arose  from  the  fact  that  the 
present  staff  were  not  electricians,  and 
a    knowledge    of    electricity    was    not 
required  in  the  original   equipment  of 
the    present    staff    of    inspectors.    But 
an  electrical  expert  had  recently  boen 
appointed  an  inspector  to  pay  attention 
to  this  subject.    With  regird  to  what 
had  been  said  about  aniline  dyes,   he 
would    give    the    subject    special    con- 
sideration, and  he  would  call  the  attention 
of   the  Chief  Inspector  to  the  matter. 
The  question  of  the  use  of  pascnous 
wood   in   the   making   of   shuttles   and 
cabinat-making    had  been  referred  to  by 
his  hon.  fiiend  the  member  for  £ast  Leeds, 
and  he  agreed  that  that  was  a  matter 
which    ought   to   be   closely   examined. 
Some    safeguards    had    le^ently    b^en 
adopted  and  the  Homa  Office  had  a  ked 
for  a  report  on  the  subject.     He  would 
undertake  to  have  a  .special  report  made 
in  regard  to  any  woods  used  for  indus- 
trial purposes  which  endangered  life.    The 
hon.Member  for  East  Leeds  said  the  e  were 
thousands  of  workshops  which  weie  never 
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visited    by   an    inspector,    but   because 
they  were  not  visited  in  one  particular 
year  it  should  not  be  assumed    hat  they 
were  never  visited  at  all.    There  were 
places  inspected  which   wer^   found  so 
satisfactory  that  they  were  often  written 
off  for  a  time  in  order  that  other  places 
might  be  visited.    The  Hon.  Member  had 
referred  to  the  dangers  of  dock  labour. 
He  would  take  note  of  what  had  been 
said,  particularly  in  reference  to  defective 
g '  ar.    He  was  proposing  a  special  increase 
of  the  BtaS  for  this  work  by  appointing 
four  inspectors'  assistants  for    London, 
Newcastle,  Liverpool,  and  Glasgow,  whose 
duty  it  would  be  to  look  after  the  safety 
of  those  employed  in  the  docks.    The  hon 
Member  for  West  Bradford  had  made  an 
interesting    speech    on    the    subject    of 
anthrax.    The  hon.  Member  for  Salford 
liad  also  referred  to  the  great  outbreak  of 
this  deadly  disease.    The  figures  showed 
that  in  1899  the  fatalities  were  fifty-five  ; 
in   1900,  they  were  thirty-seven;  1901, 
thirty-nine  ;    1902, .  thirty-eight  ;    1903, 
forty-seven;    1904,     fifty;   and     1905, 
fifty-nine.    That  progressive  rise  in  the 
statistics  necessitated  a  very  close  and 
careful  inquiry,  and  it  was  obviously  a 
matter  for  very  grave  consideration.    He 
agreed  with  ever3rthing  that  had  been 
said  as  to  the  unfortunate  extent  of  this 
disease.    It  had  been  suggested  that  the 
imported  wool  which  was  supposed  to 
liarbour  the  germs  of  this  disease  should 
be  dealt  with  at  the  port  of  entry.    That 
sounded  a  very  good  suggestion  if  it 
could  be  carried  out.    It  was,  however, 
somewhat  difficult,  because  the  wool  was 
imported  in  large  quantities,  made  up  in 
lales,  and  to  have  it  unpacked  on  landing 
would  mean  the  placing  of  a  very  heavy 
tax  on  the  trade.    If  no  other  way  of  deal- 
ing with  the  matter  could  be  found,  and  if 
this  way  could    be  made  effectual,  he 
granted    that  it    ought    to    be   done. 
The     question     at     the    present    mo- 
ment was  whether  it  would  be  possible. 
It  was  a  complicated  question,  and  there 
were  great  .difficulties  when  they  came  to 
differentiate  in  matters  of  this  kind  in 
connection  with  imports.    The  question 
was  whether  the  material  could  be  sub- 
jected to  any  process  which  would  really 
•effect  a  cure  for  the  evil.    The  difficulty 
was    to    find    something    which    would 
sterilise    these    spores    without  injuring 
the   material.    That   was   the  problem, 
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and  it  had  been  engaging  the  serious 
attention  of  the  Home  Office  for  some 
time  past.  A  Committee  had  been 
appointed  in  Bradford,  with  a  (Govern- 
ment subsidy,  for  the  special  purpose  of 
experimentbg  in  regard  to  the  disease. 
He  was  informed  by  a  friend  of  his  of 
much  experience  in  the  Bradford 
trade  that  there  were  real  hopes  of 
a  remedy  being  found  by  means  of 
some  process  involving  the  submersion 
of  the  wool,  or  whatever  the  material 
might  be,  in  a  vessel  containing  chemical 
ingredients.  He  would  not  say  more 
about  that  at  the  present  time.  There 
was  no  use  of  being  oversanguine  about 
remedies,  but  in  this  matter  he  had  good 
reason  for  believing  that  there  might  be 
something  done  at  no  distant  date. 

Mr.  JOWETT  said  his  suggestion  was 
that  wools  which  were  actually  dangerous 
might  be  excluded,  though  he  did  believe 
that  steam  pressure  at  230  degrees 
Fahrenheit  would  prevent  the  danger. 

'^Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  that  if  the  wool, 
or  whatever  the  material  might  be  which 
contained  these  spores  in  dangerous 
quantity  did  not  yield  to  treatment, 
the  only  remedy  would  be  to  exclude  the 
wool  altogether.  No  doubt  that  could 
be  done,  but  though  they  might 
get  rid  of  the  worst  part  of  the  evil 
by  excluding  wool  wluch  came  from 
certain  parts  of  the  world  the  anthrax 
evil  would  always  be  with  them,  as  wool 
was  necessary  in  our  textile  industries. 
He  would  do  everything  in  his  power  to 
further  the  investigation  which  was  now 
going  on.  Information  and  instruction 
on  the  subject  would  be  issued  by  his 
Department  to  those  engaged  in  the 
industries  concerned,  so  that  when  the 
disease  was  found  to  exist  prompt 
action  might  be  taken,  in  which  case 
probably  no  harm  would  arise.  On  the 
subject  of  laundry  inspection  he  had 
expressed  his  views  over  and  over  again. 
It  was  one  of  the  questions  with  which 
they  would  be  obUged  to  deal,  and  he 
would  only  say  that  he  hoped  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  next  year.  With  regard  to  time- 
cribbing,  he  was  perfectly  ready  to  co- 
operate with  his  hon.  friends  or  anyone 
in  order  to  put  down  this  evil.  The 
time  had  come  when  employers  should 
be  formally  warned  that  this  in^ingement 
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of  the  law  for  their  personal  gain  was 
wrong,  and  that  they  had  better  put  their 
house  in  order  lest  some  drastic  reforms 
might  be  found   to  be  necessary.     He 
hoped  employers  would  be  wise  in  time. 
It  was  fair,  however,  to  say  that  some 
responsibility  attached  to  the  workpeople 
who    gained    [An  Hon.  Member  :   No], 
or  thought  they  gained  by  the  working 
of  overtime,  and  he  claimed  their  co- 
operation in  putting  a  stop  to  a  practice 
which    was  thoroughly  bad.       He  had 
omitted  to  deal  with  one  question  of  his 
right  hon.   friend  the    Member  for  the 
Forest    of     Dean.       As    soon    as   they 
got    clear    of     the     Workmen's     Com- 
pensation Bill  the  subject  of  insurance 
should  be  taken  up,  and  the  Oovemment 
would  consider  the  best  form  of  inquiry 
into  the  whole  matter.    Turning  to  the 
question  of  factory  inspection,  he  said  that 
with  the  manifold  duties  of  his  Depart- 
ment it  had  been  wholly  out  of  their 
power    this    session    to    devote    them- 
selves entirely  to  any  one  line  of  inquiry 
and  investigation.     He  doubted  whether 
the  Home  Office  had  ever   been    more 
severely   pressed.    In   addition    to    the 
Workmen's  Compensation  Bill,  the  De- 
partment had  been  responsible   for  no 
less  than  ten  small  Bills.      There  had 
been  heavy  work  on  the  criminal  side, 
which  had  put  a  heavy  strain  upon  the 
Department  ;    they    had    had    to  deal 
witn  special  difficulties  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  London  police,  of  the  Aliens 
Act,  of  the  Licensing  Act  of  1904,  and  of 
the  Employment  of  Children  Act  and  the 
bye-laws  made  under  it.  Then  they  had  had 
heavy  work  in  connection  with  lunacy  and. 
vagrancy ;    vaccination  had  been  hurled 
at  his  head  almost  every  Parliamentary 
day ;    and   there   was  also   vivisection, 
on  which  he  had  been  tormented  perhaps 
more  in  private  than  in  public.    They 
had  had  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
criminal  appeal  and  the  big   question  of 
London  traffic ;  and  further,  they  had  had 
to  consider  arrangements  for  the  Inter- 
national Confeience   at  Berne,  at  which 
this  country  for  the  first  time  would  be 
officially  represented.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  had  brought  a  somewhat 
menacing    charge    against   the  adminis- 
tration   of     the     Factory    Department. 
What    he     maintained    was    that     the 

efficiency   of    the    Factory  Department 

of  the  Home  Office  had  increased,  was 
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increasing,  and  would  increase.    He  did 
not  claim  that  it  was  perfect  or  that  it 
had   not   its   weak  spots.    All   that  he 
claimed  was  that  as  a  Department  it 
contained  a  large  number  of  extremely 
competent  and  self-sacrificing  men  who 
were  keen  in  the  public  interest  to  do 
their  duty.    He  wished,  in  passing,  to 
pay  a.  tribute  to  the  work  of  Sir  HamQton 
P.  Freer-Smith,  to  whom  on  his  retirement 
a   word  of  public  acknowledgment  was 
due  for  his  great  and  meritorious  services 
in  connection  with  the  work  of  the  Factory 
Department.     He  admitted  that  the  Da* 
partment  might  be  open  to  attack  in 
regard  to  the  number  of  miles  travelled 
by  the  officers  when  engaged  in  inspection, 
duties.    Comparing  the  number  of  miles 
travelled  Ihst  year  with  the  number  of 
miles  travelled  in   1895,   which  he  be- 
lieved   amounted    to    94,400    miles   as 
against    32,700    miles,     he    fotmd    that 
there  had  been  an  increase   out   of   all 
proportion  to  the  number    of  additional 
factory  inspectors  appointed.    Obviously, 
when  a  man   was   travelling   he   could 
not  be  inspecting,  and  it  would  be  his 
endeavour  to  see  whether  the  high  figure 
of  miles  travelled  could  not  be  reduced 
by  a  better  system  of  organisation  so  as 
to  concentrate  the  staff  more  directly  oa 
the  factories  and  workshops  under  their 
charge.     As  to  the  attack  made  on  the 
new   examination    syllabus,    there    was 
nothing    einister    behind    the    scheme. 
The  idea  underlying  the   system   intro- 
duced   by    the    right    hon.    Gentleman 
opposite  during  Us  last  year  of  office  was 
to  have  an  examination  on  a  fairly  wide 
range  of  subjects  of  general  knowledge, 
and  then,  after  a  probationary  period  of 
two  years,  a  qualifying  examination  in 
the  special  subjects  of  Factory  Law  and 
Sanitary  Science,  which  were  really  better 
learnt  during  a  period  of  actual  work  in 
the  Factory  Department  than  they  could 
be  from  books  alone.    The  object  was  to 
throw    open    the    doer    as    widely    as 
possible  to  the   best  candidates  from  aJt 

quarters.  As  the  syllabus  stood,  how- 
ever, it  was  possible  for  a  candidate  to 
qualify  by  simply  confining  himself  ti> 
history,  French,  German,  or  Italian. 
But  the  idea  was  not  to  stop  there. 
There  was  the  period  of  probation    to 

consider,  and  after  that  there  was  the 

• 

qualifying    examination,    so    that    tl& 
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atioQ  was  to  accept  all  applications  and 
cause  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners  to 
hold  an   open  competitive    examination 
for    the    whole     mass    of    candidates. 
There    were    hundreds    of  Candida  es, 
some    well    qualified    to    show    up    in 
an  examination,  but  who  were  not  neces- 
sarily fitted  to  make  the  best  inspectors. 
That  was  the  alternative  to  the  present 
system.     What    happened    under    the 
S3^tem    which  had  hitherto  prevailed  ? 
The  practice  which  had  gr  >wn  up  in  th » 
department  was  at  the  least  based  on  the 
honest  wish  to  get  the  best  men  available, 
and  it  included  personal  interviews  with 
the  candidates,  a  very  necessary  precau- 
tion,   in   order  to  see  whether  certain 
personal  qualities  were  possessed  by  them 
which     one    could    only    judge   of   by 
conversation  with  the  men  themselves. 
He  did  not  make  any  charge  against 
that  practice  or  throw  any  blame  upon 
anyone,    but   it    seemed    to    him    that 
they  wanted  something  more.     He  had 
therefore  set  on  foot  a  small  Committee, 
with  the  Under-P  X5retary  as  chairmiin, 
to    go  through    the    papers    of    those 
who  applied  for  the  position  of  inspector, 
inspector's  assistant,  or  lady  inspector, 
and  that  Committee   reported  to  him 
on   the   whole   case   and,  having  been 
so  assisted,  his  final  selection  for  nomina- 
tion     was  '  made.         Recently      they 
gave  twenty-one  nominations  for  seven 
places,  and  he  would  request  the  House 
to  listen  to  the  qualifications  of  those 
who   were   nominated.    Here    was    the 
fifth  of  the  successful  candidates,  a  Cam- 
bridge man  who  took  honours  in   the 
history  school  and  was  placed  in   this 
competition  in  consequence  of  his  general 
knowledge  on  the  subject.    Here    was 
another   of  the    successful    men,    who 
was      trained      at      the       Manchester 
Technical    School,    was    a    Whitworth 
scholar,    had    been    apprenticed  to   an 
engineering    firm,   had   been    employed 
for  some  five  years  by  a  Birmingham 
firm  of  mechanical  engineers,  was  with 
Armstrong,   Whitworth  k  Co.   engaged 
in  special  work  from  1897  to  1899,  when 
he    became    foreman    fitter.    He    was 
the  manager  of  another  firm  in  1901. 
That   he   thought   was   a   pretty   good 
qualification    for    the    posv    of    factory 
inspector.  Here  was  another,  who  gained 
an     open     studentship     at      Liverpool 

University,  was  a  Bachelor  of  Science 
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inspector  would  have  time  and  opportun- 
ity to  acquire  the  technical  and  practical 
knowledge  necessary  for  the  discharge  of 
his  duty  and  to  show  Ids  aptitude  for 
that  work,  such  as  appearing  in  Court 
and  conducting  a  case,  as  well  as  in 
the  practical  and  technical  work  he 
had  to  undertake.  He  did  not  object 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  criticisms 
as  to  examinations,  but  he  did  to  the 
suggestion  that  there  was  undue  pre- 
dominance given  to  what  was  called 
social  influence. 

Mr.  J.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD  said  he 
did  not  know  he  had  gone  so  far  as  that. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  he  wanted  to 
get  quite  clear  from  his  hon.  friend  what 
he  really  meant.    He  was  therefore  glad 
to  hear  that  the  hon.  Grentleman  had 
made  no  such  charge.    As  to  inspectors' 
assistants,  he  admitted  that  the  system 
was  open  to  his  hon.  friend's  criticisms, 
and  he    had  prepared  a  scheme  which 
would    go    before    the    Treasury.      At 
present    the      average    age    of     these 
assistants  was  about  thirty-eight,  and  a 
large  number  of  them  had  arrived  at  the 
maximum  salary  of    £150.     They   had 
therefore  in  prospect  27  years  of  public 
service  without  any  advance  in  pav  or  in 
duty.     He  agreed  that  assistant  inspec* 
tors  had  but  a  shadowy  chance  of  getting 
into  the  inspectorate.  But  both  as  to  their 
status  and  as  ro  their  duties    he  hoped 
to   make   a   change   which   he   trusted 
would  be  viewed  by  hon.  Gentlemen  as 
satisfactory.    In    many    parts    of    the 
country   and   especially   in   Lancashire, 
workshops  were  being  turned  into  fac- 
tories owing  to  the  application  of  electri- 
cal power.    There  were  nearly  600  new 
factories  in  Lancashire  alone,  and  imder 
these  circumstances  the  anomaly  of  the 
assistant  inspectors'   position  could  not 
be   maintained.    The   system   must   be 
overhauled  and  expanded,  and  he  hoped 
that  more  responsible  duties  would  be 
given  to  the  assistant  inspectors  under 
the  new  classification  which  would  be 
set  up,  but  he  could  not  say  more  at 
present.    He    wished    to    say    a    word 
about  the  nominations  of  the  full  in- 
spectors.    The  question  was  not  quite 
so  easy  a  one  as  it  appeared  at  first  sight. 
The  only  alternative  to  the  present  system 
6t  selection  and  nomination  before  examin- 
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of  the  first  class  of  the  Liverpool  Univer- 
sity, and  had  passed  an  examination 
in  electrical  engineering.  From  1898 
to  1901  he  was  pupil  teacher  at  a  grammar 
school.  In  1904  he  was  science  master 
at  another  school,  and  although  he  did 
not  know  what  he  would  turn  out  to 
be  in  after  life,  it  did  not  seem  necessary 
for  his  hon.  friend  to  use  his  imagination 
in  conjuring  up  in  the  case  of  such  a 
man  the  defects  of  those  who  might  come 
under  this  scheme  of  nomination. 
Another  was  educated  at  Bromley 
Board  School  and  made  himself.  He 
had  obtained  a  scholarship  at  Univer- 
sity College,  had  obtained  exhibitions 
and  a  County  Council  scholar- 
ship at  the  South  London  Technical 
College.  He  had  matriculated  at  the 
London  University,  and  had  passed  the 
intermediate  examination.  A  man  who 
had  raised  himself  like  that  and  was 
qualifying  himself  still  further  was  surely 
a  man  who  was  suitable  to  be  a  factory 
inspector.  Another  was  educated  at 
the  Manchester  School  of  Technology, 
and  had  obtained  various  scholarships  and 
held  various  certificates  from  the  Board 
of  Education  in  regard  to  his  attainments 
on  various  technical  subjects,  including 
steam,  heat,  light,  and  sound.  He  held 
many  quaUfications,  and  that  was  the 
sort  of  man  that  his  hon.  friend  wished  to 
exclude  from  the  inspectorate.  He 
v^rould  have  romped  in  in  any  examina- 
tion, and  was  equipped  in  every  point, 
the  alleged  absence  of  which  formed  the 
/.taple  criticism  of  his  hon.  friend.  Another 
again  won  an  exhibition  at  the  Royal 
College  of  Science,  London,  a  Whitworth 
Scholarship,  and  was  at  present  taking 
an  advanced  course  in  electrical  science 
at  the*  Technical  College,  South  Kensing- 
ton. The  remaining  one  of  the  seven 
successful  candidates  held  a  certificate 
as  a  sanitary  inspector  and  a  first  class 
certificate  in  hygiene.  He  was  employed 
by  a  firm  of  sanitary  engineers  from  1894 
to  1901,  employed  by  similar  firms  in 
1902,  in  which  year  he  was  appointed 
sanitary  inspector  for  the  Hampstead 
Borough  Council.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  these  were  the  right  class  of  men  to 
nominlite  and  the  very  men  that  were 
wanted.  He  could  not  agree  that  an 
amalgamation  of  the  inspectors  and 
assistant  inspectors  would  be  desirable. 
The  demands  on  the  inspectors  were  such 

Mr.  Gladstone. 


as  to  require  men  to  devote  themselves 
for  years  to  preparing  for  the  satisfactory 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  inspection. 
Whatever  was  done,  however,  the  factory 
inspectors'  assistants  ought  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  advancement.  Possibly 
places  among  the  inspectorate  should 
be  reserved  for  them,  and  they  ought 
to  rise  in  grades  to  positions  for  which 
their  powers  and  capacities  fitted  them. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  had 
made  out  no  case  which  would  justify 
an  open  public  inquiry,  but  he  would 
promise  to  give  careful  consideration 
to  the  question  of  the  organisatioiL 
of  the  factory  department.  If  he  had 
thought  that  public  confidence  in  that 
department  had  been  shaken  or  that 
anything  was  to  be  gained  from  a 
departmental  inquiry  he  would  be  the 
first  to  seek  it.  But  he  did  not  think 
there  were  any  dark  places  in  the 
Home  Office.  There  should  not  be  so 
long  as  he  had  anything  to  do  with  it, 
and  there  was  no  subject  connected  With 
the  Home  Office  which  interested  him 
more  than  that  side  of  it  which  dealt 
with  factories  and  workshops.  With 
regard  to  recent  appointments  of  in- 
spectors, he  had  nominated  three  lady 
inspectors,  and  the  total  number,  if  those 
three  passed  the  examination,  would  be 
fifteen.  They  had  also  appointed  four 
additional  factory  inspectors'  assistants 
and  four  junior  assistants.  As  to  the 
reorganisation  of  the  inspectors'  assis- 
tants department,  his  wish  and  hope 
was  not  only  to  improve  the  condition  of 
the  assistants  financially,  but  to  add  to 
the  duties  in  amount  and  in  importance. 

Mr.  T.  RICHARDS  (Monmouthshire, 
\^.)  said  that  after  there  had  been  so 
much  criticism  of  the  Home  Secretary 
he  thought  it  was  only  right  that  he 
should  give  his  tribute  of  praise  and  com- 
mendation to  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
for  the  promptness  with  which  on  his 
taking  over  the  duties  of  his  office  he  had 
considered  the  interests  of  the  mining 
population.  Labour  Members  had  for 
years  been  urging  upon  the  late  Qovem- 
ment  the  necessity  of  doing  something  by 
way  of  research  and  investigation  into 
the  means  of  preventing  a  great  number 
of  the  accidents  which  occurred  in 
mines.  The  mining  population  generally 
of  the  country  were  much  gratified  at 
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the  appointment  of  the  Commission, 
at  its  composition,  and  at  the  terms  of 
its  reference.  There  was  only  one  point 
in  connection  with  the  terms  of  reference 
to  which  he  wished  to  call  attention. 
He  was  not  quite  sure  that  the  reference 
permitted  the  Commission  to  inquire  into 
the  efficiency  or  adequacy  of  the  mining 
inspectors.  The  present  system  of  mine 
inspection  was  totally  inadequate.  In 
one  case  he  could  cite  there  was  only 
one  chief  inspector  with  two  assistants 
to  supervise  100,000  workmen.  In- 
spection under  such  conditions 
was  of  course  a  sham.  The  last  coal 
mine  disaster  in  South  Wales  in  which 
number  of  men  lost  their  lives  was  in 
consequence  of  the  inundation  of  water. 
It  was  said  that  the  manager  omitted 
to  take  the  proper  precautions.  But, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  a  short  time  before 
the  water  broke  in,  the  mine  inspector 
had  himself  been  to  examine  the  colliery 
and  its  plans,  and  if  the  precautions  had 
not  been  taken  he  ought  to  have  known. 
They  congratulated  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  appointing  the  Com- 
misision.  The  chief  thing  he  desired  to 
say  was  that  he  was  himself  surprised 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
have  expressed  surprise  at  the  passionate 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Glamorganshire  in  regard  to  the  De- 
partmental Committee  appointed  to 
consider  the  eight  hours  day,  having 
regard  to  the  history  of  the  question, 
and  to  the  fact  that  the  Prime  Minister 
and  nearly  every  Member  of  the  House 
had  repeatedly  voted  in  favour  of  an 
eight  hours  day.  Nearly  every  Liberal  had 
repeatedly  given  pledges  at  their  election 
in  favour  of  an  eight  hourj  day  for  miners. 
The  miners  of  Wales  had  a  stronger  case 
than  those  in  other  parts  of  the  country, 
because  the  Welsh  Party  as  a  whole, 
notwithstanding  any  difference  there 
might  be  between  them  on  other  matters, 
were  imanimous  upon  this  subject.  Had 
he  spoken  before  his  hon.  friend  he  would 
have  been  quite  as  passionate  as  he  on  the 

Sestion  of  the  appointment  of  this 
mmittee.  His  hon.  friend  at  all  events 
was  to  be  congratulated  in  having  drawn 
an  equally  passionate  speech  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  was  abso- 
lutely ludicrous  to  say  that  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  hours  of  a  few  thousand  boys 
from  ten  to  ei^t  was  going  to^upset  the 


conditions  of  this  country.  He  did  not 
wish  to  labour  this  point,  and  after  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  far 
as  he  was  personally  concerned,  he  did 
not  wish  to  force  the  Hoase  to  a  division 
on  the  question.  Ho  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee referred  to  would  got  to  work,  and 
he  trusted  that  next  sassion  the  GJovern- 
ment  would  bo  ablo  to  take  up  an  Eight 
Hours  Bill  for  miners. 

Mr.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  said  he  was  glad  that  his 
hon.  friends  opposite  did  not  intend  to 
take  up  the  extreme  attitude  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Glamorgan.  Throughout  this  contro- 
versy for  over  twenty  years  the  North- 
umberland and  Durham  rdpresentatives 
had  been  quite  as  anxious  as  anyone  el  jo 
to  see  a  satisfactory  solution  of  the 
eight  hours  question.  The  reason  why 
they  suggested  that  an  inquiry  should 
be  instituted  was  in  order  that  the  Com- 
mittee might  have  an  opportunity  of 
gmding  them  along  right  and  proper  hues. 
Some  of  the  promoters  of  this  measure 
had  declared  that  they  had  a  perfect 
solution  of  the  question  which  would  not 
impose  any  additional  injury  upon  the 
districts  of  Durham  and  Northumberland. 
As  far  as  he  was  concerned  he  had  been 
calling  for  that  solution  for  the  last 
twenty  years,  and  it  had  never  yet  been 
forthcoming.  With  regard  to  the  ballot 
upon  this  question  which  had  been  men- 
tioned, 18,000  out  of  22,000  voting  papers 
were  returned,  and  yet  that  oxly  gave 
a  majority  of  465  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
posal. What  he  would  like  to  see  was  a 
similar  vote  taken  throughout  the  whole 
of  the  Federation  area.  There  was 
scarcely  a  case  where  a  ballot  had  been 
taken  in  the  Federation  area  in  the 
same  way  as  it  had  been  taken  in  the 
county  of  Northiunberland. 

*SiP  CHARLES  DILKE  asked  leave 
to  withdraw  his  Motion  for  reduction. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution." 

*Mr.  STUART  (Sunderland)  said  he 
desired  to  refer  to  the  question  of  the 
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qualification  of  factory  inspectors.  He 
had  listened  with  much  interest  to  the 
reries  of  qualifications  of  the  seven 
succsssful  candidates  who  had  teen  nom- 
inated, but  it  was  rather  remarkable 
that  there  was  only  one  of  those 
inspectors  who  had  had  direct  personal 
acquaintance  with  practical  work  in 
any  factory.  They  required  on  the 
inspectorate  men  who  had  a  great  amoimt 
of  such  experience,  which  could  only 
be  gained  by  those  who  had  them- 
selves worked  in  the  actual  processes 
in  the  factories.  No  doubt  the  men 
appointed  would  develop  excellent 
qualities  and  most  of  them  had  had  an 
excellent  training,  but  the  one  element 
that  was  wanting  was  their  actual 
experience  of  practical  daily  hfe  and 
Work  in  the  factory,  and  he  thought 
that  that  element  could  be  easily 
introduced  without  any  diminution  of 
value  and  character  of  the  inspectors. 
The  object  was  of  course  the  safety 
and  the  security  of  the  workers,  and 
personally  he  beheved  there  was  no 
one  so  capable  of  finding  out  what 
was  dangerous  to  workpeople  as  the 
man  who  had  been  through  the  mill 
himself.  He  hoped  that  in  future  a 
certain  amount  of  extra  consideration 
would  be  given  to  those  candidates  who 
had  had  actual  practical  experience,  and 
if  this  suggestion  was  adopted  it  would 
tend  not  only  to  the  benefit  of  the 
workmen,  but  also  to  the  benefit  of  em- 
ployers, who  Uked  nothing  worse  than 
mterference  in  their  businesses  by  persons 
who  did  not  understand  the  thing 
practically. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethcal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  what  had  been  done  to 
strengthen  the  staff  of  the  Home  Office  on 
its  criminal  side. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  it  had  been 
strengthened  by  the  appointment  of  an 
additional  assistant  Under-Secretary. 

Mr.  SHACKLETON  (Lancashire,  N.E., 
Clitheroe)  said  that  vigorous  measures 
should  be  taken  to  put  down  time-crib- 
bing in  textile  factories,  which  was  not 
only  injurious  to  the  workers,  but  com- 
petitively imfair  to  honest  manufacturers. 
More  summonses  should  be  issued  and 
heavier    fines    Imposed.    He    cordially 

Mr,  Stuaii. 


agreed  with  the  action  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Membc  r  for  the  Forest  of 
Dean  in  withdrawing  this  Amendment. 
The  answer  they  had  received  from  the 
Eome  Secretary    was  fairly  satisfactory 
and  gave  them  encouragement  to  hope 
that  before  another  year  came  round  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  achieved 
something   in   the   direction    which    he 
honestly  desired  to  go.    With  regard  to 
the  use  of  dangerous  wood,  some  of  his 
constituents    were     anxious    to     know 
whether  there  was  any   bad  efft^ct  upon 
the    weavers     who     had    to     use    the 
shuttles  made  from  that  particular  kind 
of  wood.    The  weavers  frequently  had 
to  put  these  shuttles  to  their  mouth  and 
suck  them  in  order  to  get  the  thread  to  go 
through.    He  did  not  know  whether  there 
was    any   danger   attending  that,    and 
perhaps  the  Home  Secretary  would  in- 
rlude   that   in   the    promised    inquiry. 
With  legaid  to  time-ciibbing  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  mixing  up 
two    questions,   time-cribbing  and  meal 
hour  work.      Thej  had  encouraged  the 
people  not  to  persist  in  meal-hour  work, 
but    in    regard    to     time-cribbing    the 
operatives  had  no  choice,  because  if  the 
engines  were  running  the>  were  bound  to 
be  theie.     The}  could  not  leave  until  the 
engines  were  stopped,  because  they  would 
have  to  run  the  risk  of  having  a  sudden 
stopping  of  machinery  which  might  result 
in  a  breakdown  in  the  mill.    He  believed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  two  reme- 
dies which  he  might  apply.    In  the  first 
place   there   was   the    question   of    the 
police,  which  required  legislation,  but  he 
believed  that  so  far  as  administration 
was    concerned    the   Home    Office    had 
power  to  take  more  cases.    There  was 
very  little  danger  of  getting  wrong  in 
regard  to  the  evidence  if  they  found  the 
mill  running  and  persons  under  eighteen 
years  of  age  were  working  them,  because 
that  was  Ulegal.    If  the  police  went  into 
a  weaving  shed  and  found  600  persons 
working  an  action  in  every  one  of  those 
cases  could  be  taken  against  the  em- 
ployer.       An    inspector    recently    took 
proceedings  in  thirty-nine  cases  against 
an  habitual  offender,  and  he  was  fined 
nearly  £30.      Those  men  who  competed 
so  unfairly  with  other  employers  ought 
to  be  made  to  pay  very  heavily.    After  all, 
it  was  merely  a  question  of  money,  and 
a  fine  of  5s.  and  costs  was  a  mere  bagatelle 
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to  the  employers.  If  the  Home  OflSce 
meant  to  put  the  practice  down  they 
must  issue  a  summons  in  every  case^  and 
the  only  way  to  deal  efEectively  with  it 
was  to  make  the  fines  amount  to  a  few 
hundreds  of  pounds.  Let  the  Home  Office 
issue  instructions  to  the  inspectors  to 
take  up  more  cases.  With  regard  to  the 
qualifications  for  inspectors  he  was  not 
in  a  position  to  judge  whether  the 
Tarious  questions  put  before  the  candi- 
dates were  necessary  or  not  from  an 
educational  point  of  view,  but  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  they  were  not 
required  from  a  practical  point  of  view. 

♦Db.  cooper  (Southwark,  Ber- 
mondsey)  urged  that  the  number  of  paid 
Lunacy  Commissioners  should  bi  in- 
creased. They  were  required  by  the 
Lunacy  Act  to  see  every  lunatic  detained 
in  an  asylum  at  least  once  a  year. 
The  Board  as  at  present  consti- 
tuted was  unable  properly  to  discharge 
its  duties.  There  were  six  Com- 
missioners, three  barristers  and  three 
doctors.  On  the  work  of  inspecting 
lunatic  asylums  they  went  in  pairs,  a 
legal  member  always  accompanying  a 
medical  member.  If  all  the  lunatics 
in  the  asylums  were  examined  each  pair 
of  Commissioners  would  have  to  examine 
39,943  in  the  year.  It  was  physically 
impossible  that  they  could  do  so  and  de- 
te  mine  whether  anyone  was  wrongly 
detained  in  an  asylum.  He  had  been 
associated  with  the  administration  of  the 
Asylums  Committee  of  the  London 
County  Council,  and  he  found  that  instead 
of  the  Lunacy  Commissioners  taking 
three  days  to  visit  an  asylum  containing 
2,000  inmates,  it  was  a  very  rare  thing  to 
find  that  they  took  longer  than  two  days, 
and  he  had  known  them  visit  the  whole 
of  the  people  in  a  large  asylum  in  one 
day.  He  did  not  think  anyone  could  say 
that  that  was  efficient  inspection.  As  a 
rule  these  Commissioners  took  round  with 
them  the  Medical  Superintendent  of 
the  Asylum,  who  explained  the  cases. 
H^  did  not  think  this  method  was  con- 
templated when  the  Commissioners  were 
first  appointed,  and  it  was  intended  the 
Commissioners  should  be  absolutely 
free  1o  go  round  the  asylum  without 
the  superintendent.  He  thought  this 
was  necessary  fo-  the  safety  of  the 
people  who  ought  to  have  the  privilege 


once  a  year  of  being  seen  by  an  inde- 
pendent p3rsoi\  who  was  not  intere  ted 
in  their  detention.  He  believed  that  the 
legal  Commissioner  was  a  valuable  man 
in  the  Committee  room,  but  he  could 
not  conceive  of  what  use  he  was  in 
going  round  an  asylum.  An  important 
point  to  which  he  wished  to  call 
attention  was  the  practice  of  the 
Commissioners  in  regird  to  the  examina- 
tion and  passing  of  plans  for  new  asylums 
and  for  alterations  on  existing  buildings* 

And,  it  being  a  quarter  past  Eight  of  the 
clock,  and  there  being  Private  Business 
set  down  by  direction  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  under  Standing  Order 
No.  8,  further  Proceeding  was  post- 
poned without  Question  put. 


LANCASHIRE  ELECTRIC  POWER  BILL 

(By  Order). 

Lords    Amendments    considered,    and 
agreea  to. 


SUPPLY  [318T  July]  REPORT. 

Postponed  Proceeding  on  Consideration 
of  Third  Resolution  resumed. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  this 
House  doth  agree  with  the  Committee 
in  the  said  Re  olution." 

♦Dr.COOPER,  resuming  his  speech,  said 
the  Commissioners  had  placed  upon  them 
the  duty  of  inspecting  the  plans  for  new 
asylums  and  for  alterations  of  existing 
buildings.  In  connection  with  that  work 
they  had  an  architectural  adviser.  He  ha(^ 
not  the  slightest  personal  knowledge  of 
that  gentleman,  and  it  was  the  system 
which  had  grown  up  in  onnection  with 
plans  to  which  he  objected.  The  archi- 
tectural adviser  of  the  Commissioners  was 
a  gentleman  whose  own  professional 
work  was  very  largely,  almost  exclusively, 
confined  to  the  erection  of  asylums.  The 
general  complaint  had  been  that  unless 
the  asylums  committees  of  county  councils 
engaged  either  the  architectural  adviser 
of  the  Commissioners,  or  an  archit  ct 
whose  name  appeared  on  a  small  list 
kept  by  them,  great  delay  took  place 
in  the  passing  of  the  plans,  and  that  the 
plans  were  unduly  criticised.    Not  only 
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was  that  the  case,  but  if  an  asylums  com- 
mittee engaged  the  architect  who  was 
adviser  to  the  Commissioners,  or  an 
architect  whose  name  appeared  on  the 
Commissioners'  list,  he  inva  iably  tried 
to  select  the  contractor.  County  councils 
all  over  England  complained  that  they 
were  in  this  way  deprived  of  com- 
petition in  obtaining  both  architects 
and  contractors.  In  support  of  this 
statement  he  read  an  extract  from 
speeches  delivered  at  the  annual  meeting 
of  the  County  Councils  Association  in 
May  last  year.  This  was  a  very  serious 
matter,  and  he  thought  the  Home 
Secretary  should  consider  whether  the 
time  had  not  arrived  when  the  architec- 
tural adviser  of  the  Commissioners 
should  be  an  architect  who  would  devote 
his  whole  time  to  the  duties  of  the  office. 
His  own  experience  as  a  Member  of  the 
Special  Committee  of  the  London  County 
Council  appointed  to  prepare  plans  for 
itfl  new  asylums  brought  him  into  close 
connection  with  the  Lunacy  Com- 
missioners, and  he  could  testify  that  a 
great  deal  of  what  he  regarded  as  un- 
necessary delay  was  caused  through  plans 
being  sent  back  time  after  time  with 
inquiries  and  suggestions  as  to  trifling 
details.  The  County  Council  had  just 
finished  the  asylum  at  Epsom,  when  the 
Commissioners  all  of  a  sudden  said  that 
if  they  did  not  at  once  build  another 
asylum,*  the  replica  of  an  asylum  recently 
biult  by  the  Commissioners*  architect, 
the  Council  would  be  reported  for  default 
to  the  Home  Secretary.  They  had  a 
rather  weak-kneed  chairman  at  the 
time,  and  unfortunately  he  gave  way 
to  the  demandi  of  the  Commissioners, 
and  this  put  several  thousand  pounds 
into  the  pocket  of  the  architectural 
adviser  of  the  Commissioners.  He  had 
known  the  Commissioners*  architect 
have  three  or  four  asylums  on  his  hands 
at  the  same  time.  He  complained  of  the 
growing  tendency  to  send  aged  people 
into  asylums.  The  figures  in  regard  to 
this  were  extremely  startling.  In  1903-4 
there  were  1,445  people  over  seventy 
years  of  age  sent  into  asylums  as  lunatics, 
though  suffering  from  senile  degenera- 
tion and  nothing  more.  There  were 
18  per  cent,  of  the  men  and  24  per  cent, 
of  the  women  over  eighty.  He  thought 
this  was  one  of  the  things  confined  to  the 
poor.    The  whole  of  these  people  ought 

Dr.  Cooper. 


to  have  been  kept  in  workhouses.  There 
was  one  woman  on  the  verge  of  lOO* 
years  of  age  included  in  the  number  to 
which  he  had  referred,  and  it  was  a. 
scandal  that  she  should  have  been  sent 
to  die  in  an  asylimi.  There  ought  to  be 
some  inquiry  into  the  increase  of  lunacy, 
and  also  into  the  way  in  which  old- 
people  were  treated.  He  was  dining 
recently  with  an  eminent  lunacy  expert 
who,  in  an  after-dinner  speech,  said  that 
if  rich  men  were  treated  in  exactly  the- 
same  way  as  many  of  the  poor  people  a. 
third  of  the  Members  of  another  House 
would  die  in  lunatic  asylums.  The  per- 
centage of  discharges  of  recoveries  was 
entirely  in  favour  of  the  wealthy.  It  was,, 
therefore,  his  desire  to  press  upon  the 
Home  Secretary  the  appointment  of  a. 
Commission  to  investigate  into  the  con- 
dition of  things.  During  the  last  fifty 
years  great  advances  had  been  made  in  the 
science  of  medicine  and  of  surgepy  which 
had  been,  te  the  great  advantage  of  man* 
kind;  but  no  improvement  had  beea 
made  in  the  treatment  of  lunacy ;  and 
until  an  inquiry^  into*  the  present  trif&t- 
ment  ei  lunatics  and  the  whole  conditions 
under  which  these  poor  people  were 
maintained  at  the  cost  of  £3,000;00O 
per  annum  had  been,  inatitutedi  there 
would  be  no  improvement  in  the  treat- 
ment of  Hinacy..  He  admitted  that  under 
the  Asylums  CommiMees^  of  the-  County 
Councils*  matters  had  been  much, 
improved ;:  the  treatment  was  bettei,  and 
the  atrt)endantB  were  of  a.  better  type» 
But  still,  the  percentage  of  cures  had  gone* 
down,,  and  the  knowledge  of  the  essential 
nature  of  insanity  and  its  causes  or  its 
pieventibn  was  no*  better  to-day  than 
it  was  a  hundred  years  ago»  Until 
a  more  scientific  investigation  was 
made  into  the  cause  of  brain  disei^se 
there  would  be  no  better  means  of 
cure  forthcoming.  The  London  County 
Council  had  asked  for  Variiamentiucy 
powers  to  estabUsh  receiving  houses 
from  which  they  removed  patients 
after  observation  to  the  asylums  and 
Parliament  had  rejected  tiiev  Billt. 
He  invited  the  Home  Secretary  to  place 
England  more  on  the  level  with  the 
Scottish  system  of  Lunacy  Commisaioiiers 
which  was  infinitely  better  than  that 
in  this  country.  -Mother  thi;ng  whicL 
he  desired  was  that  provision  should 
be    made     for    a    visiting  staff   bxmL 
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the  outside.    Wherever  that  had  been 
reoognised  it  had  been  found  to  be  of  the 
greatest  value ;  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  principle  of  a  visiting  stafE  from  the 
outside  had  received  the  support  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  of  the  Lunacy 
Cknnmission,  and  even  of  the  late  Lord 
Chancellor — ^which  was  something  extra- 
ordinary !    When  the  New  York  Board  of 
Lunacy  heard  of  the  scheme  for  receiv- 
ing houses  they  had  sent  over  to  this 
country  a  Commission  to  make  inquiry 
as  to  the  methods  suggested  here,  and 
they  were  so  impressed  with  the  scheme 
of    the  London   County    Council    that 
they  had  adopted  it  in  New  York  with 
great  success.      Glasgow  also  sent  their 
medical  officer,  who  has  adopted  it  there 
successfully.     While  London  after  spend- 
ing years  to  develop   a  scheme    which 
met    with    the    approval   of    the    most 
eminent  members  of  the  medical    pro- 
fession was  vet  without    its    municipal 
mental  hospital.      What  he  pressed  for 
was  inquiry  by  a  Commission  or  Com 
mittee — an  inquiry  which  had  not  been 
made  for  fifty  years.  The  lunatic  asylums 
statistics  were  valueless  in  many  respects, 
because  they  were  not  uniform.    Every 
asylum  sent  in  its  figures  in  a  different 
shape  and  form ;  and  it  was  impossible 
to  arrive  at  a  consideration  of  the  reasons 
for  the  very  serious  increase  of  lunatics 
in  the  country. 

niB.  REMNANT  (Finsbury,  Holborn) 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  had  been  very  imfair  to 
the  Home  Secretary  when  he  accused  him 
of  wanting  interest  in  the  matter  which 
he  was  discussing.  He  did  not  think 
that  anyone  who  had  listened  to  the  ex- 
cellent speech  of  the  Home  Secretary  could 
accuse  him  of  any  lack  of  interest  in  any 
of  the  subjects  which  had  been  touched 
upon.  There  was,  however,  one  point 
which  had  been  omitted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gwitleman  in  his  review.  It  was  a 
^natter  in  regard  to  which  every  Member 
in  the  House  would,  he  believed,  be  in 
agreement  with  him,  and  that  was  the 
desirability  of  giving  the  members  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Force  one  day's  rest 
in  seven,  instead  of  only  one  in  a  fort- 
night. Several  questions  had  been  asked 
upon  the  point,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  given  sympathetic  answers. 
Sympathy  was  all  very  well«  b^t  unless 


it  was  followed  up  by  action  it  was  not 
of   much  value    in    this    case.      What 
was  the  present  position  of  affairs  in  re- 
gard to  the  Metropolitan  Police  Force  ? 
New  demands  were   made   upon  them 
every  day,  but  these  had  been  accom- 
panied by  no  increase  in  pay.    It  was 
true  that  some  house  allowance  had  beea 
made,  but  it  was  very  partial  in  its-appli- 
cation. For  instance,  one  policemanliving: 
on  one   side  of  the  street  might  get  a 
house   allowance    while  another  police* 
man  living  on  the  other  side  of  the  street 
did  not  get  it.   It  had  been  said  that  the 
concession  of  one  day's  rest  in   seven 
would  involve  a  cost  of  £150,000,  equal 
to  the  extra  employment  of  2,000  mem- 
bers of  the  force  ;  but,  in  the  opinion  of 
competent  advisers  whom  he  had  con- 
sulted   one    quarter    of    that   number 
would  meet  the  demand.    Nobody   in 
the  House  would  deny  that  the  members 
of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Force  were 
deserving  of  every  consideration.     They 
were  a  body  of  men  with  difficult  duties 
to  discharge,  which  they  performed  with, 
great  ability  and  with  every  considera- 
tion  for    those  with   whom  they  were 
brought  in  contact.   He  did  not  believe 
that  the  cost  of  granting  one  day's  rest 
in  seven    to  the   force  would  be    any- 
thing like  £150,000;    he  thought  that 
£50,000  would  more  than  cover  the  addi- 
tional  expense    incurred,    and    no  one 
would  grudge  that  expenditure  owing  to 
the  benefits    that  would  be    conferred 
on  the  force.    If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  was    uncertain    about    the    cost 
he     asked    him    to   appoint     a  Com- 
mittee   which    would    investigate    the 
matter  Ihoroughly,  and  find  out  what 
the  exact  amount  would  be.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  took  this  step  it  would 
be  one  which  he  was  sure  he  would  never 
regret. 

*Mr.  bees  (Montgomery  Boroughs) 
said  that  the  electors  in  the  district 
.which  he  represented  were  very  much 
interested  in  the  question  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  factory  inspectors,  because 
many  of  them  had  houses  in  the  Mont* 
gomery  boroughs,  and  worked  in  South 
Wales,  and  he  urged  the  absolute  neces> 
^ity  of  the  appointment  of  such  factory- 
V  specters  in  Welsh  mines  as  pos- 
se d  a  thorough  knowledge  of  the 
Vf  ebh  language.    There  was  a  solidarity 
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of  sentiment  on  this  subject  between 
South,  North  and  Central  Wales.  His 
constituents,  though  they  seldom  ap- 
proached the  Home  Secretary,  were  all 
worthy  of  his  attention,  and  he  was  very 
sure  he  was  representing  their  opinion 
when  he  said  that  every  Government 
Inspector  in  Wales  should  speak  the 
Welsh  language.  Indeed,  his  constituents 
made  it  a  condition  of  his  own  election 
that  he  should  learn  it  himself,  and  he 
was  doing  his  best  to  carry  out  their 
wishes.  He  hoped  that  when  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  replied  to  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bermondsey,  he 
would  realise  that  some  notice  should 
be  taken  of  the  great  expense  of 
maintaining  lunatics,  as  he  (thought 
that  the  pockets  of  the  ratepayers 
•ought  to  be  considered  quite  as  much 
48  the  comfort  of  the  lunatics,  though  the 
latter  subject  only  had  been  brought  under 
his  notice.  In  the  county  of  Montgomery- 
shire, which  was  conspicuously  well  ad- 
ministered, he  was  aware  that  the  heavy 
charges  under  this  head  gave  the  county 
council  no  little  occasion  for  thought, 
though  it  was  anxious  that  everything  in 
reason  should  be  done  to  alleviate  the  lot 
of  the  unfortunate. 

Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  (Wolver- 
bampton,  W.)  said  the  failure  of  the 
factory  inspector  was  often  due  to  the 
fact  that  he  had  not  been  a  practical 
man*  In  the  boot  and  shoe  industry, 
in  which  he  was  engaged,  he  had  known 
instances  in  which  large  deductions  were 
made  from  the  wages  of  those  employed 
owing  to  the  fact  that  the  factory  in- 
spector was  not  acquainted  with  the 
life  of  those  employed  in  the  district, 
And  especially  he  did  not  know  anything 
About  the  lives  of  the  outworkers.  He 
ought  to  visit  the  outworker  and  see  the 
conditions  of  his  employment.  He  was 
glad  that  some  improvement  was  being 
inade  in  this  respect,  but  it  seemed 
rather  a  peculiar  thing  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned  that  some  gentleman  who  had' 
held  the  position  of  the  manager  of  a 
particular  kind  of  works  should  take  a 
berth  at  £150  a  year  to  inspect  factories. 
It  reminded  him  of  the  time  when 
they  were  inspected  by  Army  officers. 
Men  who  received  less  than  they 
considered  they  were  entitled  to  did 
QOt  take  that  interest  in  their  work  that 

Mr.  Bees. 


the  workers  ought  to  do,  and  it  was  im- 
portant that  the  wOi.kers  should  be  pro^ 
tected  against  these  exactions.  In  regard 
to  those  who  worked  in  the  forge,  the  mill 
and  the  mine,  he  did  not  think  that 
sufficient  attention  was  given  by  the  in- 
spectors to  the  dangerous  side  of  their 
work,  and  therefore  the  men  did  not  get 
the  protection  which  the  law  provided. 
He  thought  upon  all  these  grounds  that 
an  inspector  should  have  some  experience 
as  a  worker.  He  should  like  to  add  a 
word  with  respect  to  female  inspectora. 
He  noticed  that  we  had  nine  for  the  whole 
of  the  country. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  :   It  will  be  fifteen 

this  yeai. 

Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  said  no  doubt 
that  was  a  better  condition  of  things 
than  had  prevailed  hitherto,  but  he 
still  thought  that  the  number  was 
insufficient.  Fifteen  lady  inspectors 
could  not  perform  the  work  and  cover 
the  whole  coimtry.  He  came  from 
the  town  of  Leicester,  in  which  he  had 
spent  his  whole  life,  and  they  had  only 
one  female  inspector  for  220,000  people. 
Very  insanitary  conditions  prevailed 
in  the  factories,  and  he  was  satisfied 
that  in  that  town  alone  they  could  find 
work  for  half-a-dozen  lady  inspectors. 

'^Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  he  echoed 
what  the  last  speaker  had  said 
and  agreed  that  the  number  of  lady 
inspectors  was  very  small  indeed.  He 
also  appreciated  the  friendly  criticism 
of  his  hon.  friend  who  had  insisted 
upon  the  fact  that  inspectors  should  be 
able  to  speak  the  Welsh  language. 
He  was  aware  that  it  was  desirable 
thct  they  should  do  so,  and  he 
spoke  from  an  experience  both 
of  North  and  Central  Wales.  As  a 
matter  of  fact  the  Home  Office  had  paid 
and  was  papng  special  attention  to  the 
qualifications  of  factory  inspectors  for 
the  work  which  they  had  to  do.  Ex- 
traordinary chaos  now  prevailed  in  regard 
to  the  responsibility  for  the  management 
and  control  of  lunatic  asylums.  In  regard 
to  them  he  had  a  mere  shred  of  responsi- 
bility. He  passed  the  plans  and  sanctioned 
the  estimates.  The  county  councils  built 
the  asylums,  the  Local  Government 
Board  sanctioned  the  loans,  and  the  Lord 
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Chancellor  appointed  the  Lunacy  Com- 
missioners.   At    one    time    the    Home 
Secretary  appointed  the  Commissioners, 
but  some  seventy  or  eighty  years  ago  a 
change  was  made  and  a  Bill  was  brought 
into  the  House  of  Commons  and  sent  up 
to  another  place  and  became  law  under 
which  the  Home  Secretary  was  deprived 
of  the  charge  of  the  Lunacy  Commissioners 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor  was  substituted 
for  the  Home  Office.    Consequently  the  re- 
sponsible functions  of  the  Home  Secretary 
were  taken  away  and  vested  in  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  and  he  had  been  left  with  this 
«hred  of  authority.    He  was  not  in  the 
least  satisfied  with  the  position.    He  was 
not  responsible  for  the  management  of 
the  asylums  and  all  he  had  to  do  was  to 
pass  plans  which  had  been  pretty  well 
settled  before  they  came  up  to  him.    He 
was  all  in  favour  of  an  examination  into 
the  whole  system  of  inspection  and  the 
organisation  of  inspection.    Under  the 
present  system  they  had  six  p  .id  Com- 
missioners, three  legal  and  three  lay,  and 
they  had  to  go  all  over  the  country  in 
pairs  inspecting  the  lunatic  asylums.    It 
seemed  to  him  that  that  system  was  both 
antiquated   and   absurd.    The    Govern- 
ment   appointed    half    a   dozen    highly 
qualified  gentlemen  at  high  salaries  and 
then  they  said  that  they  were  to  go  over 
the  country  in  pairs  and  inspect  lunatic 
asylums.    What  was  the  result  ?    The 
result  was  that  there  was  a  totally  in- 
sufficient inspection  and  the  Departinent 
had  not  got  the  handy  man  who  was 
ready  at  iheir  beck  and  call  to  go  and  in- 
spect a  particular  asylum  when  inspection 
was  necessary.    Instead  of  a  system  of 
that  sort  they  had  to  arrange  that  two  of 
these  stately  Commissioners  should  go 
down  and  inspect.    No  doubt  the  system 
was  instituted  when  the  demands  on  the 
attention  of  the  Commissioners  were  not 
what  they  were  now,  and  the  knowledge 
on  the  subject  was  not  what  it  was  now. 
It  seemed  to  him   that  they  ought  to 
iisTe    a    qualified    stafE    of    inspectors 
who    could  be    told    ofE    to    do   their 
<duty  at    any  time  that  was  required. 
The  Commission  on  the  Feeble-minded 
was  on  the  point  of  reporting,  and  its 
Seport  would  deal  largely  with  lunatic 
asylums.    When  that  Report  had  been 
received  the  Qovernment  would  consider 
what    action    was    desirable.    He    had 
already  been  in  communication  with  the 


Lord  Chancellor  on  the  subject.  As  to 
the  cost  of  giving  the  police  one  day's 
rest  ifi  seven,  he  had  no  reason  to  believe 
that  the  estimate  of  £150,000  was  in- 
accurate, but  he  would  go  into  the 
matter  further.  He  was  entirely  in 
sympathy  with  the  proposal,  but  he 
might  point  out  that  it  involved  ex- 
penditure and  would  lead  to  a  corres- 
ponding increase  of  exper^diture  through- 
out all  the  provincial  areas.  Comparing 
Scotland,  he  found  that  they  got  one 
Sunday  off  in  three  in  Glasgow  and 
Edinburgh.  He  believed  there  were 
differences  in  practice  among  the  Scottish 
County  forces,  but  that  usually  on 
Sunday  they  fi;ave  the  police  time  off 
in  order  to  attend  divine  service  and 
in  some  cases  they  made  it  compulsory 
for  the  men  to  attend.  If  the  ball  was 
started  rolling  in  London  it  would  have 
to  run  all  over  the  country,  and  that 
meant  a  very  serious  question. 
He  had  drawn  the  attention  of  the 
police  authorities  to  this  matter.  There 
was  a  strong  desire |on  the  part  of  the 
House  that  progress  should  be  made 
towards  realising  what  waf>  in  the  minds 
of  hon.  Members  with  regard  to  this 
question. 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  (Down,  N.)  said 
he  would  like  to  refer  to  the  sympathetic 
terms  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
referred  to  the  question  of  inspection 
of  women  workers.  The  returns  made 
during  the  last  Parliament  showed  that 
no  fewer  than  144,000  women  and  girls 
were  left  entirely  outside  the  protection 
of  the  Factory  Acts,  while  88,000  only 
were  protected  by  the  Acts.  That  in 
itself  ought  to  be  a  sufficient  appeal 
even  to  anybody  less  83anpathetic  than  the 
right,  hon.  Gentleman,  and  should  make 
them  reaUse  that  the  present  situation 
was  extremely  unsatisfactory.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able 
to  promise  some  legislation  during  the 
coming  autumn  in  order  to  bring  in  these 
144,000  women  and  children  who  were 
working  outside  the  protection  of  the 
Factory  Acts. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Subsequent  Resolutions  agreed  to 

Postponed  Resolutions  agreed  to. 
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SUPPLY  r5TH  July]  Report. 
Resolution  reported. 

CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS  ESTIMATES,   1906-7. 

Class  II. 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £40,396,  be 
granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  complete  the 
sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March,  1907,  for  the  Salaries  and  Ex- 
penses of  the  Department  of  His  Majesty's 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs." 

Mr.  GOOCH  (Bath)  referred  to  the 
question  of  Macedonia,  and  said  he 
thought  all  agreed  that  this  was  the  most 
troublesome  and  perhaps  the  most  diffi- 
cult question  confronting  this  country  at 
the  present  time.  He  hoped  very  much 
that  the  Grovernment  and  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  would  not 
give  the  consent  of  England,  which  was 
the  country  principally  interested,  to 
the  Customs  increase  unless  they  got  in 
return  conditions  very  much  more  far- 
reaching  and  satisfactory  than  anything 
they  had  up  to  the  present  obtained. 
To  allow  the  Sultan  to  claim  an  extra 
half  million  a  year  without  some  such 
conditions  as  those  laid  down  by  Lord 
Lansdowne  last  ^ear  would  only  enable 
him  to  maintain  his  already  swollen 
Army  and  perpetuate  a  state  of  things 
of  which  we  all  complained.  He  wished 
also  to  know  from  the  Foreign  Secretary 
whether  he  had  received  any  reply  from 
the  Sultan  with  reference  to  the  demands 
put  forward  by  all  the  Powers  in  con- 
nection with  the  increased  powers  of  the 
gendarmerie.  Those  demands  were  so 
reasonable  and  so  moderate  that  it  was 
exceedingly  weak  and  undignified  on  the 
'  part  of  the  great  Powers  to  allow  month 
after  month  to  pass — the  demands  were 
made  in  April — without  receiving  a  reply. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  the  Foreign  Secretary 
would  ask  once  again  and  in  a  more  deter- 
mined manner  than  hitherto.  He  should 
like  to  know  also  whether  the  report  of 
the  English  representative  on  the  Financial 
Commission  had  been  received  or  was 
likely  to  arrive  in  the  immediate  future. 
From  the  accounts  of  several  corres- 
pondeBts  it  appeared  that  the  condition 


of   affairp   in   regard   to   the   Financial 
Board    was  exceedingly  unsatisfactory. 
The  scheme  had  the  makmg  of  an  excellent 
schemf    as   put   forward    last   autunm^ 
but  it  was  very  much  whittled  down, 
before   being  accepted   by  the   Sultan,, 
and  since  then  he  was  afraid  the  amount 
of  work  which  the  Commission  had  been 
able  to  do  had  been  very  small.     Would  • 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
ascertait    whether  it   wat   making  any 
real  progress  ?    If  it  were  not,  would  he 
take  whatever  steps  were  necessary  to 
give  that  Commission  more  power  and  to 
bring  it  more  into  conformity  with  the 
plan    originally    designed     when    Lord 
Lansdowne    made    the    suggestion    last 
year  ?    There    were   two   main    reasons 
for  imploring  the  Foreign  Secretary  to 
take   a   more  active  line  in  connection 
with     this    question.      The     first     was 
the  internal  condition  of  Macedonia.    He 
understood  that  there  were  something 
like  200  murders  a  month.    Neither  the 
gendarmerie,  nor  the  Comn  ission,  nor  the 
civil  assessors  have  been  able  to  render 
life  and  property  safe.    The  second  reason 
was  the   international  situation.    Lord 
Lansdowne  said  in  the  House  of  Lorda 
a  few  weeks  ago  that  Macedonia  was  & 
constant  menace  to  the  peace  of  Europe,, 
and  since  then  additional  proof  of  that 
statement  had  been  received.    War  had 
almost    been    brought    about    between 
Greece  and  Roumania.    So  long  as  the 
Bulgarians   in   Macedonia   were   at   the 
mercy  of  raiding  Greek  bands  or  Turkish 
irregulars  so  long  would  there  exist  & 
feeling  of  tension  between  Turkey  and 
Bulgaria    which    might    involve    other 
countries  in  Europe.    He  hoped  he  would 
get  a  satisfactory  reply  from  his  right  hon. 
friend  in  regard  to  these  matters. 

♦Mr.  lynch  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Ripon)  said  that  it  had  been  decided 
to  take  this  Vote  because  of  the  recog* 
nised  importance  of  foreign  affairs.  But 
if  foreign  affairs  had  the  importance  with 
which  he  knew  his  right  hon.  friend  in- 
vested them,  and  with  wnich  many  hon. 
Members  would  be  inclined  to  agree  in 
investing  them,  then  surely  they  ou^t  not 
to  be  brought  up  for  debate  in  forty 
minutes — ^between  Lunacy  and  10  o'clock 
— if  the  object  was  to  enable  Members 
to  express  their  viewa  The  question 
he  wished  to  raise  to-night  was  that  of  the 
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3  per  cent,  increase  in  the  Customs  duties 
on  British  goods  entering  Turkey —an  in- 
crease which  was  not  leviable  without  our 
consent.    In  itself  this  increase  niight  not 
appear  to  be  very  important ;  but,  as  he 
hoped  to  show  this  evening,  it  broucrht 
with  it  most  important  commercial  and 
political    results.      They  on  the   Minis- 
terial side  were  a  Part>  committed  to  the 
principles  of  Free  Trade,  and,  that  being 
the  case^  he  submitted  that  they  should  do 
their  very  best  to  develop  those  cnreat 
neutral  markets   in   which   hitherto,   if 
there  were  any  Customs  duties  at  all,  they 
were  only  for  revenue  purposes.  The  great 
markets  of  China,  Manchuria,  Persia,  and 
Turkey  were  the  markets  which  a  Free 
Trade  country  like  ours  should  above  all 
things   endeavour   to   cultivate   and   to 
develop.       This     question    of     the     3 
per  cent,  increase  vitally  afEected  one  of 
these  great  neutral  markets.    The  ques- 
tion had  been  already  debated  in  another 
place,    the   discussion   having   been   re- 
markable for  a  speech  by  Lord  Lansdowne 
.  in  which  two  things  became  clear ;  first, 
that  the  policy  of  the  late  (Government  in 
the  matter  had  b:en  the  policy  of  the 
British  Ambassador   in   Constantinople, 
and  secondly,  that  the  late  Secretary  of 
State  strongly  counselled  his  successor, 
the  right  hon.   Baronet,   to  stiffen   his 
condition!  considerably  before  reopening 
negotiations  with  the  Porte.    His  right 
hon.  friend  was  well  aware  of  his  views 
and  those  of  his  friends,  as  well  as  of  the 
Balkan  Committee  and  of  the  great  cham- 
'bers  of  conmierce  of  this  country.    His 
right  hon.    friend   had   received   strong 
protests  from  these  bodies  against  the 
proposed  increase.    In  view  of  all  these 
remonstrances  he  would  personally  have 
l>een  content  to  leave  the  matter  to  the 
judgment  of  his  right  hon.  friend.    But 
his  right  hon.  friend  was,  after  all,  not 
an  autocrat.    He  was  in  fact  the  only 
representative  organ  of  a  powerful  bureau- 
cracy, whose  transactions  were  screened 
from  the  representatives  of  the  people  by 
an    impenetrable    veil    of    secrecy.    He 
could  wish  that  the  conduct  of  foreign 
affairs  might  be  scrutinised  by  a  Committee 
of  this  House,  framed  somewhat  on  the 
.  model   of  similar  Committees  in   other 
Parliaments.    It  would   inspire   greater 
confidence  and  bring  to  the  consideration 
•of  foreign  questions  new  poin's  of  view. 
Above   ally  it    would    impress   into   the 


service  of  the  country  the  ripe  experience 
of  many  hon.  Gent'emen  who  had  particu- 
lar knowledge  of  these  questons,  and 
would  prevent  such  experience  from 
going  to  seed  in  this  House.  But,  without 
labouring  that  point,  it  was  suffi- 
cient for  him  to  dwell  upon  the  fac*) 
that,  outside  official  circles,  the  opinion'^ 
of  those  who  had  studied  the  question 
were  on  one  ground  or  another  un- 
animously, or  almost  unan  mously 
against  the  proposed  increase  of  the 
Customs.  Now  where  did  they  stand  ? 
In  Miy  last  proposals  were  presented 
by  the  Powers  to  the  Porte  attaching 
certain  conditions  to  their  consent  to 
the  increase.  These  proposals  were  re- 
jected by  the  Porte.  The  (Government  had 
informed  the  House  that  they  were 
now  engaged  in  reconsidering  the  whole 
question.  Two  courses  wera  open  to 
them :  either  to  refuse  to  negotiate  further 
or  to  make  more  stringent  conditions. 
The  latter  course  he  understood  was 
suggested  by  Lord  Lansdowne  in  another 
place.  What  were  the  facts  ?  He  would 
ask :  By  whom  would  the  duties  be  paid  ? 
What  were  the  Powers  who  asked  us  to 
make  this  concession,  and  what  was  the 
consideration  offered  ?  Under  the  scheme 
60  per  cent,  of  the  duties  were  to  be  evied 
upon  British  trade.  It  was  not  for 
him  to  argue  whether  the  duties  were  paid 
by  British  manufacturers  or  whether,  as 
he  believed,  by  the  Turkish  consumer ;  for 
the  effect  must  in  either  case  be  injuri* 
ously  to  affect  British  trade,  because 
the  Turkish  consumer,  who  was  an  ex- 
tremely poor  man  and  becoming  daily 
poorer,  would  be  unable  to  purchase  the 
same  amount  of  commodities  owing  t.) 
the  increase  of  price.  The  Powers 
which  were  urging  us  to  give  our  consent 
to  the  increased  duties  were  the  pro- 
tectionist Powers  of  Europe — the  very 
Powers  which  were  taxing  the  imports 
from  Turkey  into  their  countries  at 
very  high  rates.  It  made  very  little 
difference  to  these  Powers  whether 
Turkey  put  on  a  tax  of  11  per  cent., 
or  of  8  per  cent.,  because,  being 
protected  nations,  they  clapped  on 
far  higher  taxes  on  the  imports  that 
Turkey  sent  to  them,  whereas  we  took 
all  the  imports  Turkey  sent  us  entirely 
free  from  duty.  Therefore  we  occupied 
a  privileged  position,  and  we  had  a 
right   to    say  to     the   Powers    that  in 
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virtue    of    our  free  market  and  also  of 
the  fact  that  we  supplied  60  per  cent. 
of  this  trade  we,  above  all  other  Powers, 
ought  to  be  considered  in  this  matter. 
We  had,  further,  a  right  to  say  to  Turkey 
that  she  ought  to  consider  us  most,  as  we 
let    in    all    her    goods     free    of     duty. 
Giving,  as   we  did,  all  this  to  Turkey, 
what  was  the  consideration  we  got  in 
return  ?     He  understood  we  were  going 
to    get    an    improvement  of    the    Cus- 
toms  Houses,     a      new   Mining     Law, 
and  possibly  collection    of  the  Customs 
by    the      PubHc     Debt.     As    regarded 
the   last  -  mentioned,    it     was     already 
provided      for      by      the     Decree     of 
Muharram  of   1903.    As  regarded    the 
new  Mining  Law,  he  had  been  in  com- 
munication  with  some  mining  authcori- 
ties,  and  he  had  received  a  letter,  un- 
solicited, from  a  leading  mining  authority 
in  which  the  writer  said  that  a  point 
which  struck  him  forcibly  about  these 
transactions  with  the  Turkish    Govern- 
ment was  the  ignorance  of  this  country 
as  to  the  supposed  benefits  which  we 
were    to    receive   by   the   improvement 
of  the  Mining  Law.    He  hoped  his  right 
hon.  friend  would  not  think  that  collec- 
tion by  the  Public  Debt  was  entirely  in 
the  interests  of  this  country.   It  was  of 
course  an  admirable  administration;  but  at 
the  same  time  collection  of  Customs  by 
a  European  administration  was    always 
an  assistance  to  the  Power  desirous  of 
lending  money  to  Turkey.     That  Power 
was  not  Great  Britain.     The  bringing  in 
of  European  Customs  administration  into 
Persia  had  been  the  means  by  which  Russia 
had  gained  her  great  commercial  suprem- 
acy in  that  country.     Then  for  what  pur- 
pose were  these  revenues  to  be  appUed  ? 
They  were  to  be  devoted  to  supply  the 
Macedonian  deficit.     But  what  on  earth 
had  our  traders  to  do  with  the  Budget  of 
Macedonia  ?     Surely  if  it  was  the  desire 
of  the  Powers  to  come  to  the  assistance 
of  Turkey  in  Macedonia,  why  did  they 
not  issue  a  joint  loan  to  Turkey  in  con- 
nection with  Macedonia,  and  leave  the 
Customs  free  ?   But  was  there  any  need  for 
such  a  loan  ?     The  deficit  in  the  Mace- 
donian Budget  for  the  year  ending  March 
13th,  1906,  was  £687,855,  caused  entirely 
by  the   enormous    military    expenditure 
which  during  the  year  was  £1,303,161,  as 
against   civil  expenditure    of    £678,223. 
The  revenues  which  would  accrue  from  the 
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increased  duties  had  been  estimated  at 
£750,000;  and,  deducting  25  per  cent, 
for  the  reduction  of  debt,  there  would 
be  £560,000  left.  If  the  proposal  were 
adopted  to  have  the  Customs  collected 
by  the  Public  Debt  authorities,  there  was 
no  doubt  that  the  revenues  would 
more  than  balance  the  deficit  in  the 
Macedonian  Budget.  The  deficit  was 
now  supplied  by  drafts  on  the  Depart- 
ment of  Indirect  Taxation  according  to 
the  arrangement  of  December,  1905.  At 
present,  therefore,  the  deficit  in  Mace- 
donia was  supplied  by  Turkey  out  of 
existing  Customs  duties  ;  and  what  we 
were  asked  to  do  was  to  supplement 
those  revenues  to  the  extent  of  at  least 
£600,000  a  year.  The  result  would 
inevitably  be  that  a  corresponding  sum 
at  present  drawn  from  Imperial  taxa- 
tion would  be  applicable  to  any  other 
purposes  which  Turkey  might  have 
in  view.  Everything  pointed  to  the 
fac*"  that  these  sums  would  be  used  by 
Turkey  to  provide  a  guarantee  for  the 
Baghdad  railway.  He  was  not  in  the 
least  opposed  to  that  railway,  but  they 
must  insist  that  this  country  obtained 
proper  terms  in  the  settlement  con- 
nected with  it.  If  our  (government  con- 
sented to  an  increase  in  the  Customs 
before  we  had  obtained  proper  terms 
from  Germany  in  the  Baghdad  rail- 
way, we  should  be  throwing  away 
one  of  the  strongest  cards  in  our 
hands.  He  therefore  entered  his  pro- 
test. We  supplied  at  present  three- 
fifths  of  the  trade  with  Turkey,  and  he 
was  sure  if  we  were  only  left  alone  we 
might  increase  it  to  a  greater  proportion. 
If  the  Foreign  Office  came  in  with  an 
arrangement  of  this  nature,  all  he  could 
say  was  that  the  same  result  would  follow 
in  Turkey  as  had  come  about  in  Persia. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  Edward 
Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick) :  My 
hon.  friends  have  raised  a  very  important 
question.  The  increase  in  the  Customs 
dues  and  the  reform  of  Macedonia  have 
been,  by  the  policy  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment and  continued  by  the  present 
Government,  undoubtedly  linked  to- 
gether. My  hon.  friend  truly  said  that 
this  question  of  the  increase  of  Customs 
duties  in  Turkey  was  not  initiated  by  the 
present   Government.    We   took    it    up 
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where  we  found  it.  Lord  Lansdowne  had 
been  approached  with  regard  to  it;  he 
did  not  meet  it  with  a  negative.  He  had, 
cm  the  contrary,  indicated  the  conditions 
on  which  his  Government  would  be  pre- 
pared to  agree  to  a  3  per  cent,  increase  of 
the  Customs  dues  in  Turkey  as  far  as  this 
country  was  concerned.  When  a  Foreign 
Biinister,  on  behalf  of  his  Government, 
indicates  to  another  Government  that  he 
is  prepared  to  agree  to  a  certain  increase 
in  their  Customs  dues  on  certain  con- 
ditions, it  is  not  open  to  us  without  a 
considerable  breach  of  continuity  of 
policy — ^however  we  may  regard  it  from 
a  Party  point  of  view  here — and  without 
ts  being  regarded  abroad  in  a  commercial 
transaction  of  this  kind  as  a  breach  of 
faith,  to  abandon  at  once  the  condition 
laid  down  by  your  predecessors  and  to  say 
that  you  should  start  afresh.  1  thought 
it  necessary  to  take  up  this  question 
where  Lord  Lansdowne  left  it,  and  I 
found  that  certain  expectations  had  been 
created,  not  only  in  the  mind  of  Turkey 
but  in  the  minds  of  the  other  Powers  with 
whom  Lord  Lansdowne  had  been  work- 
ing closely  with  regard  to  Macedonian 
reforms,  that  the  consent  of  this  country 
should  not  be  withheld  from  the  increase 
of  the  3  per  cent,  duties  on  Customs  after 
the  financial  provisions  had  been  granted 
by  the  Sultan  and  accepted  by  the  Powers 
in  Macedonia.  1  do  not  think  that  the 
expectation  in  the  simple  form  in  which 
I  have  stated  it  was  warranted  bv  what 
Lord  Lansdowne  said.  He  did  not 
commit  this  country  in  quite  such  a 
simple  form  as  that,  and  I  went  closely 
into  the  conditions  which  it  seemed  to 
me  Lord  Lansdowne  had  laid  down. 
Broadly  speaking,  I  interpreted  them  ts 
being  that  Lord  Lansdowne  would  have 
been  prepared  to  agree  to  the  3  per 
cent,  increase  of  duties  provided  he 
could  have  been  satisfied  that  the 
money  raised  by  the  increase  would 
have  been  applied  to  the  reform 
scheme  in  Macedonia  in  such  a  wav 
as  to  be  a  benefit  to  Macedonia  and 
to  develop  that  scheme.  I  developed 
that  condition  a  Uttle  further.  It  was 
not  merely  necessary  to  satisfy  us  that 
the  money  would  be  applied  to  reform 
in  Macedonia.  We  must  also  be  satis- 
fied that  the  whole  of  the  3  per  cent. 
Customs  was  properly  collected  and 
applied.     Unless  you  are  sure  that  the 


whole  was  properly  collected,  it  is 
impossible  to  be  sure  that  it  would  be 
properly  applied  to  the  reforms  in 
Macedonia.  We  developed  that  condition, 
and  the  proposal  which  we  indicated 
would  be  acceptable  to  us  was  that 
the  Commission  of  the  Debt,  a  well- 
known  body,  trustworthy  in  finance, 
should  have  the  supervision  of  the 
collection  of  these  Customs  dues,  and 
that  the  dues  so  collected  should  be 
paid  in  in  such  a  manner  that  they 
should  be  appUed  to  the  scheme  of 
reforms  in  Macedonia.  We  were  fortu- 
nate enough  to  secure  what  was  very 
important — ^the  co-operation  of  the  other 
Powers — ^in  pressing  that  condition  upon 
the  Sultan.  After  all,  on  this  matter 
of  the  increase  of  the  Customs^ 
I  have  felt  it  important  to  maintain 
another  condition  which  Lord  Lans- 
downe bequeathed  to  us  as  part  of  his 
policy — ^namely,  to  preserve  the  concert 
of  the  Powers.  We  have  stipulated 
in  regard  to  the  increase  of  the  Customs 
that  we  should  carry  with  us  the  other 
Powers,  because  I  consider  that  most 
important  both  from  the  point  of  view 
of  Macedonia  and  of  securing  adequate- 
conditions  for  the  increase.  Why  is. 
the  concert  of  the  Powers  so  important  ? 
It  is  everything  to  the  progress  of  reformi 
in  Macedonia.  This  country  is  not  pre- 
pared to  undertake  responsibility  alone, 
beyond  its  power  to  fulfil  it,  for  preserv- 
ing order  m  Macedonia.  All  we  can  do  in 
regard  to  Macedonia  we  must  do  by  diplo- 
matic influence  at  Constantinople.  Dissen- 
sion among  the  Powers  would  undoubted- 
ly bring  into  the  whole  question  not  order, 
which  is  so  much  wanted,  but  confusion^ 
And  the  influence  of  diplomacy  at  Con- 
stantinople must  be  infinitely  weakened 
by  the  withdrawal  even  of  one  of  the- 
Powers  from  the  concert  which  Lord  Lans- 
downe succeeded  in  maintaining.  I  do- 
not  agree  with  my  hon.  friend  who  spoke 
first  with  regard  to  the  work  that  the- 
Financial  Commission  has  done.  Some- 
progress  has  been  made  in  Macedonia — 
improvements  have  been  made  with  re- 
gard to  the  levy  of  the  tithe  and  the  col- 
lection of  the  taxes,  both  of  which  were- 
felt  to  be  oppressive  in  many  parts  of 
the  Turkish  Empire.  The  situation  has^ 
been  very  much  improved  in  Macedonia, 
and  it  would  compare  favourably  to-day 
with  some  other  parts  of  the  Turkish. 
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Empire.  The  thing  which  has  stopped 
progress  in  Macedonia  has  not  been  that 
the  Financial  Commission  has  been  a 
failure,  it  has  been  the  constant  activity 
of  the  bands  of  rival  nationalities  that 
has  continued  throughout  this  year. 
When  my  hon.  friend  quotes,  and  rightly, 
vnth  regtet  and  sadness  the  number  of 
murders  which  have  taken  place  in  Mace- 
donia, those  are  due  to  the  activity  of  the 
irresponsible  bands  of  rival  nationalities. 
The  meie  presence  of  the  European 
officers  of  the  gendarmerie  in  Macedonia 
lias  done  a  great  deal  to  ameliorate  the 
<5onduct  of  the  Turkish  troops,  and  the 
^orst  difficulty  in  Macedonia  to-day  is  not 
oppression  with  regard  to  the  collection 
of  the  tithes  or  taxes,  not  the  conduct  of 
the  Turkish  troops,  but  the  constant 
activity  of  bands,  sometimes  of  one 
nationality,  sometimes  of  another.  That 
makes  it  very  difficult  to  insist  upon  the 
reduction  of  the  military  force  which  the 
Turks  maintain  in  Macedonia.  1  do  not 
fiee  how  you  can  insist  upon  a  reduction 
of  the  force  there  unless  you  are  prepared 
to  guaranteee  the  frontiers  from  attack. 
But  I  see  great  force  in  the  point  that  if 
the  Turkish  Government  is  allowed  in- 
definitely to  increase  the  amount  of  mili- 
tary expenditure  charged  to  the  Macedon- 
ian Budget  it  may  result  in  the  scheme  of 
reforms,  which  must  depend  on  civil  ex- 
-penditure,  being  starved;  and  the  in- 
crease in  the  Customs  may  result  in 
an  increase  not  of  the  civil  but  of  the 
military  expenditure.  Therefore  I  think 
it  is  important  that  though  it  may  be 
impossible  to  reduce  the  amount  of 
military  expenditure  on  the  Macedonian 
Budget,  yet,  if  we  agree  to  the  increase 
of  the  Customs  with  the  object  of  effecting 
civil  reforms,  we  should  have  some 
•undertaking  that  the  military  budget  will 
not  be  increased. 

Mr.  lynch  :  Is  not  a  reduction  of 
the  80,000  men  now  in  Macedonia 
possible  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY  :  As  I  found  the 
•question,  a  considerable  reduction  of  mili- 
tary expenditure  had  taken  place ;  but  the 
Powers  had  agreed  to  the  present  military 
expenditure  being  charged  on  the  Budget. 
I  am  sure  that,  with  the  proper  adminis- 
tration of  the  Macedonian  finance  which 
will  be  secured  in  due  time  under  the 

Sir  Edtvard  Gret^ 


Financial    Commission,    an   increase    in 
the  Customs  duties  would  in  a  few  years 
provide  a  sum  of  money  for  civil  reforms, 
providing  that  the  military  expenditure 
was  not  increased.     After  all  that  has 
passed  you  cannot  get  the  Powers   to 
consent  to  a  reduction  of  the  existing 
expenditure ;    but  if  you  secure   that 
it  shall  not  be  increased,  you  will  get 
the     product    of    the  increase    of     the 
Customs     for     ameliorating    the     state 
of  affairs  in  Macedonia.    I  think  that  the 
increase  in  the  Customs  should  not  be 
permitted  until    we    have    satisfactory 
guarantees  that  the  money  will   not  be 
wasted,  but  will  be  properly  applied.     If 
we   do   not  succeed  in   securing  those- 
conditions  and  if  the  3  per  cent,  increase 
is  not  granted,  then  I  am  afraid   the 
outlook  in  Macedonia  is  a  very  bad  one, 
and,  in  spite  of  what  my  hon.   friend 
has  said  with  regard  to  the  use  we  are 
prepared    to    make    of    the    money,    I 
am  convinced  from  all  the  information 
I  have  that  the   present  condition   of 
Turkish  finance  is  such  that  unless  some 
relief  of  this  kind  is  given  to  the  Porte 
on    satisfactory    conditions    there    is    a 
danger  that  the  whole  scheme  of  financial 
reform  as  it  exists  '^o-day  will  fall  to 
the  ground.     That  is  why  I  regard  this 
question    as    so    serious,    and,    though 
we  are  not  prepared  to  give  way,  except 
on  satisfactory  and  adequate  conditions, 
I  cannot  for  a  moment  hold  out  any 
prospect  that  we  are  prepared  to  meet  this 
demand  with  an  unconditional  refusal. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

And«  it  being  Ten  of  the  clock,  Mr. 
Speaker  proceeded  to  put  forthwith  the 
Questions,  That  this  House  doth  agree 
with  the  Committee  in  the  outstanding 
Resolutions  reported  in  respect  of  Class 
II.  of  the  Civil  Services  Estimates,  and 
the  Navy  Estimates. 

Question,  '*  That  this  House  doth 
agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  ont- 
standing  Resolutions  reported  in  respeotof 
Class  II.  of  the  Civil  Services  Estimates,** 

Put,  and  agreed  to. 


NAVY  ESTIMATES,  1906-7. 

Question,  *'  That  this  House  doth  agree 
with  the  Committee  in  the  outstanding 
Resolutions  reported  in  respect  of  the 
Navy  Estimates,"  put,  and  agi^eed'  to 
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WAYS  AND  MEANS  [31sT  July]. 
KRPORT. 

Resolution  reported. 

"  That,  towards  making  good  the  Supply 
granted  to  His  Majesty  for  the  Service 
of  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1907,  the  sum  of  £68,528,828  be 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of 
the  United  Bjngdom." 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  the 
Chairman  of  Wajrs  and  Means,  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr. 
McKenna,  and  Mr.  Whiteley. 


PUBUC  WORKS  LOANS  [REPAYMENT]. 
Resolution  reported. 

**  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
extension  of  time  for  the  repayment  of  a 
loan  made  by  the  PubUc  Works  Loan 
Commissioners  to  the  South  Stafford- 
Bhiie  Mines  Drainage  Commissioners,  in 
pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the  present 
Session,  to  grant  money  for  the  purpose 
of  certain  Local  Loans  out  of  the  lA>cal 
Loans  Fund,  and  for  other  purposes  re- 
lating to  Local  Loans." 

Resolution  agreed  to. 


PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  BiU  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  ACT 
(1898)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  Bill  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 


CONSOLIDATED    FUND    (APPROPRIA. 

TION)  BILL. 

"To  apply  a  sum  out  of  the  ConsoU- 
dated  Fund  to  the  service  of  the  year 
VOL.  CLXII.  [Fourth  Series.] 


ending  on  the  thirty-first  day  of  Itfaroh, 
one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  seven, 
and  to  appropriate  the  Supplies  granted 
in  this  Session  of  Parliament,"  presented 
accordingly,  and  read  the  first  time  ; 
to  he  read  a  second  time  To-morrow. 


LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Lords  Amendments  considered. 

Mr.  BRYCE  said  it  might  he  con- 
venient to  the  House  to  state,  before  the 
adjournment,  that  he  proposed  to  accept 
some  of  the  Amendments  on  this  Bill 
made  in  another  place.  Some  of  them 
he  did  not  altogether  approve  of,  but 
they  were  not  of  much  importance. 

Lords'  Amendment — 

**  In  page  1,  line  23,  to  leave  out  *  can '  and 
insert  *  wfll.^ 


)  a 


Question  proposed,  "  That  this  House 
doth  agree  with  the  Lords  in  the  said 
Amendment." 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) 
said  he  wished  to  short 3n  discussion  and 
promote  general  harmony,  and  therefore 
he  would  be  brief  in  his  remarks.  All 
the  same  he  wished  to  say  that  in  accept- 
ing some  of  the  Amendments  on  the  Bill 
he  and  those  for  whom  he  was 
authorised  to  speak  felt  that  the  House 
of  Lords  had  acted  in  their  characteristic 
manner  in  dealing  with  this  Bill.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  they  had  been  willing 
to  wound  and  yet  afraid  to  strike.  They 
had  gone  through  the  whole  of  the  Bill 
and  amended  it  here  and  there.  They 
had  shown  their  teeth  but  had  been 
afraid  to  bite.  They  had  made  many 
Amendments,  which  he  was  authorised 
to  say  for  the  Irish  National  Party,  were 
vital,  except  one  ;  but  all  of  the  Amend- 
ments had  been  made  in  the  direction  of 
cutting  down  the  benefit  of  the  provisions 
and  rendering  the  Act,  when  passed,  as 
unworkable  as  possible.  The  principal 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  was  that  re- 
ferring to  the  right  of  appeal.  The 
Government  now  proposed  to  have  an 
alternative  appeal  and  the  Irish  Members 
were  wiUing  to  accept  that.  But  there 
was  one  Amendment  on  the  Paper  which 
he   hoped   the  Grovernment   would   not 
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accept,  and  that  was  in  regard  to  advances 
made  to  labourers  and  the  sons  of 
labourers.  It  might  be  argued  that  the 
sons  of  labourers  were  labourers  them- 
selves and  therefore, it  was  not  necessary 
to  include  them  amongst  those  to  whom 
advances  were  to  be  made. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords'  Amendment — 

'*  In  page  2,  line  7,  leave  out  claase  4." 

Mr.  BRYCE  said  he  desired  to  move 
that  this  House  do  not  agree  with  the 
Lords'  Amendment,  and  suggested  that 
whilst  they  should  restore  Clause  4,  they 
should  insert  in  place  of  a  month,  which 
had  been  suggested,  three  weeks  as  the 
time  for  entering  an  appeal.  He  hoped 
it  would  generally  be  accepted  as  a 
reasonable  compromise. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  said  he  would  point 
out  the  great  inconvenience  of  discussing 
these  Amendments  without  having  them 
on  the  Paper,  and  suggested  that  on 
future  occasions  those  who  had  charge  of 
Bills  should  see  that  that  was  doup. 

Mr.  BRYCE  said  the  Amendments 
were  printed  but  they  were  in  the  Vote 
Office.  They  had  been  there  since  four 
o'clock  to-day. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  said  it  was  impossible 
for  hon.  Members  to  know  when  they 
were  ready.  They  could  not  be  expected 
to  be  constantly  going  to  the  Vote  Office. 

Lords'  Amendment  disagreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  Claupe  4,  line  7,  leave  out '  14  *  in  order  to 
insert  *  21.*  "—{Mr,  Bryce.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Subsequent  Lords'  Amendments  down 
to  the  Lords'  Amendment  in  page  6, 
line  41,  agreed  to. 

Lords*  Amendment — 

**In  page  6,  line  41,  after  'sub-section,'  in- 
sert as  a  new  sub-seotion  :-~*A  copy  of  the 
receipt  shall,  on  the  request  of  any  person 
entitled  to  any  estate  or  interest  in  the  land 
in  respect  of  which  the  purohase  money  or 
compensation  was  paid,  be  furnished  by  the 
council  to  that  person." 


Mr.  BRYCE  said  he  thought  this 
Amendment  was  an  improvement.  It 
would  be  more  efEective  if  the  additional 
words' "  at  their  expense  "  were  inserted. 
They  had  been  suggested  in  another 
place,  but  they  could  not  be  inserted 
there  as  it  would  raise  a  question  of 
privilege.  He  proposed  that  they  should 
accept  the  Lords'  Amendment  and  add 
the  words  "  at  their  expense." 

Lords'  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Question,  "That  the  words  'at  their 
expense '  be  inserted  after  the  word 
*  council,' "  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords'  Amendment — 

"  In  page  7,  line  30,  to  leave  out  Sub-section 
(9)  of  Clausen." 

♦Mr.  speaker  said  that  in  his  opinion 
this  Amendment  was  an  infringement  of 
the  privileges  of  the  Commons.  It  would 
enaUe  an  arbitrator  to  add  an  additional 
simi  for  compulsory  purchase  which 
would  involve  an  increase  of  rates.  This 
was  not  within  the  competence  of  the 
Houes  of  Lords. 

Mr.  BRYCE  moved  that  the  House 
disagree  with  the  said  Amendment. 

Lords'  Amendment  disagreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment — 

**  In  page  7,  line,  41,  after  '  pounds,'  insert 
'  unless  the  court  shall  otherwise  order.' " 

^Mr.  speaker  said  he  had  to  make 
the  same  observation  with  regard  to  this 
Amendment  which  also  would  involve 
an  additional  charge  on  the  rates,  and 
therefore  was  not  within  the  competence 
of  the  Lords. 

Lords'  Amendment  disageed  to. 

Lords'  Amendment — 

"  In  page  10,  line  35,  to  leave  out  *  or  by  the 
son  of  any  such  labourer.' "" 


>  w 


Mr.  bryce  said  he  sympathised 
with  what  had  been  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Dublin.  He  thought 
this  was  an  unfortunate  Amendment 
and  regretted  it  had  been  made.  But 
he  did  not  think  it  was  of  much  practical 
consequence.    Owing    to    the    shortness 
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of  the  time  it  would  be  a  pity  to  delay 
the  Bill,  which  was  wanted  by  every- 
body in  Ireland,  and  therefore  he  would 
suggest  the  hon.  Member  should  not 
insist  in  his  motion. 

Mr.  FLYNN  said  the  feeling  in  Ire- 
land was  that  these  words  were  unfair 
to  the  agricultural  labourers  of  Ireland, 
and  therefore  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  stand  firm  and  not  allow  the 
Lords'  Amendment  to  stand. 

Mr.  SHEEHAN  (Cork  County,  Mid.) 
Slid  it  was  an  Amendment  carried  on 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
Cty.  It  was  valuable  from  their  point 
of  view  because  it  was  thought  it  would 
induce  young  labourers  to  stop  on  the 
land. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Roscommon,  S.) 
pointed  out  that  there  were  several 
instances  where  labourers  had  been 
refused  a  cottage  on  the  ground  that 
they  were  not  married.  He  urged  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  accept  the 
views  that  had  been  put  forward  from 
the  Irish  benches. 

The  attorney-general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Cherry,  Liverpool,  Ex- 
change) said  that  if  this  Amendment  of 
the  Lords  had  the  effect  of  excluding  a 
large  number  of  people  from  the  benefit 
of  the  Bill  he  would  at  once  agree  with 
what  had  been  said,  but  that  was  not  his 
view.  If  a  cottage  was  refused  to  a 
labourer  on  the  ground  that  he  was  not 
married  it  would  be  quite  illegal. 

Mr.  SHEEHAN  said  they  were  not 
referring  to  cottages,  but  to  advances  for 
untenanted  land. 

Mr.  cherry  said  they  naturally  did 
not  wish  to  give  it  to  a  boy,  but  a  man 
of  twenty-one,  though  he  lived  with  his 
father,  was  an  agricultural  labourer  within 
the  meaning  of  the  definition  of  the  Bill. 
So  far  as  he  could  see,liaving  regard  to  the 
fact  that  very  few  if  any  would  be  afiected 
by  the  Amendment,  it  was  not  desirable 
to  persist  in  this  Motion. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  said  he  understood 
that  this  was  a  Bill  for  the  benefit  of  the 
labourers,    and  if    that  was    so    every. 


labourer  would  be    entitled  to    benefit 
from  it. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.)  said 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  as 
an  expert,  had  expressed  his  opinion  upon 
this  Amendment,  and  upon  his  statement 
he  hoped  the  Chief  Secretary  would  so 
direct  the  Local  Government  Board  in  the 
administration  of  this  Bill.  Under  the 
circumstances  he  did  not  think  they 
would  be  justified  in  detaining  the  Bill  on 
this  point. 

Lords'  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Remaining  Lords'  Amendments  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  BRYCE  moved  that  a  Committee 
should  be  appointed  to  draw  up  reasons 
to  be  assigned  to  the  Lords  for  differing 
from  them  in  regard  to  certain  Amend- 
ments which  their  Lordships  had  made 
in  the  Labourers'  (Ireland)  Bill.  He  also 
moved  that  the  Committee  should  con- 
sist of  himself,  the  Attorney-General 
for  Ireland,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Sheehan,  and 
Mr.  C.  Craig. 

Committee  appointed  to  draw  up 
Reasons  to  be  assigned  to  the  Lords  for 
disagreeing  to  certain  of  their  Amend- 
ments to  the  Bill. 

Committee  nominated  of — ^Mr.  Attor- 
ney-General for  Ireland,  Mr.  James  Bryce, 
Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Charles  Craig,  and  Mr. 

Sheehan. 

To  withdraw  immediately. 
Three  to  be  the  quorum. — {Mr.  Jame$ 
Bryce,) 


COLONIAL  MARRUGES  RILL 
[Lords]. 

Considered  in  Committee] 

[Mr.  Emmott  (Oldham)  in  the  (3iair.>    \ 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  :— 

♦The  UNDER-SECRETARY  c^^ 
STATE  for  the  COLONIES  (Hf. 
Churchill,  Manohcstsr,  N.W.)  said  thcr^' 
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was  a  technical  Amendment  to  the  clause 
which  it  was  his  duty  to  submit  to  the 
Committee.  This  Bill  was  one  to  enable 
persons  married  under  laws  which  had 
received  the  assent  of  the  Crown  in  the 
Colonies,  to  inherit  real  estate  in  this 
country,  and  otherwise  to  receive  the 
privileges  of  those  who  had  entered 
into  lawful  marriages  in  this  country. 
There  was  a  proviso  to  Clause  1  which 
was  designed  to  prevent  this  Act  having 
any  retrospective  effect.  The  Amend- 
ment he  had  to  ask  the  Committee  to  ac- 
cept was  to  leave  out  the  words 

'*  Nor  any  claim  by  the  Crown  for  any  duty 
due  at  the  passing  of  this  Act/' 

in  order  to  insert  a  new  proviso  prepared 
on  the  advice  of  the  Board  of  Inland 
Revenue  to  make  sure  that  duties  paid  in 
respect  of  deaths  before  the  passing  of 
the  Bill  were  not  to  be  returned  and  that 
duties  commuted  or  compounded  for  in 
the  anticipation  of  death  until  after  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  were  not  to  b^  re- 
turned. 

Amendment  proposed — 

•*  To  leave  out  the  words,  *  Nor  any  claim  by 
the  Crown  for  any  duty  due  at  the  passing  of 
this  Act.'  ** 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

Sir  E.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said  he  must  enter  a  protest  against  the 
pressing  of  an  Amendment  of  this  kind 
without  any  notice  having  been  given. 
He  did  not  suppose  there  was  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  who  understood  what  the 
meaning  of  the  Amendment  was.  He 
certainly  did  not,  and  he  was  doubtful 
whether  the  hon.  Member  who  moved  it 
understood  it  himself.  Of  course,  the 
hon.  Member  had  the  power  of  passing 
the  Amendment,  and  he  seemed  to  think 
that  that  was  sufficient,  and  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  display  the  courtesy 
of  putting  his  proposals  upon  the  Paper 
so  that  they  could  be  understood.  It 
was  almost  a  farce  in  regard  to  business 
of  this  kind  if  long  and  complicated 
Amendments  were  put  before  the  House 
without  notice. 

♦Mr.  CHURCHILL  said  he  was  sorry 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  G^tle- 

Mr»  ChurchilU 


man  did  not  understand  the  Amendment, 
because  it  was  couched  in  the  legal 
rigmarole  of  which  he  was  so  great  a 
master.  It  was  not  his  desire  to  show 
any  discourtesy  to  the  Committee  and 
least  of  all  to  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
who  had  just  addressed  it.  The  Amend- 
ment was  of  a  purely  formal  and  technical 
character  and  did  not  alter  the  original 
sense  or  intention  of  the  measure.  He 
regretted  that  it  had  drawn  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  such  very  severe 
and  wounding  comments  as  i  e  had 
thought  it  his  duty  to  make. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  :  I  do  not  imderstand 
a  word  of  it. 

♦Mr.  CHURCHILL  was  sorry  that  his 
right  hon.  friend  did  not  understand  the 
Amendment,  because  it  was,  as  he  had 
said,  drawn  in  that  legal  rigmarole  of 
which  he  was  such  a  master.  The  only 
object  of  it  was  to  provide  that  the 
provisions  of  the  BiU  should  not  be 
retrospective. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  inquired  if  the  Lords 
would  be  able  to  make  an  Amendment 
on  the  matter  now  before  the  Committee. 

*Mr.  CHURCHILL  said  that  was  a 
matter  of  procedure  upon  which  he  coold 
not  be  expected  to  give  any  opinion. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  clause," 
put  and  negatived. 

New  proviso  inserted. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  he  con- 
sidered To-moirow,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  339.] 

\ 
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STREET    BETTING    BlV 

[Lords]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1 : — 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  moved  an  A  1 
ment  providing  that  any  person  freS 
mg   *•  or    loitermg  in  streets  or  p  k 
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places"  for  the  purpose  of  betting  shall 
be  liable  to  the  specified  penalties. 

*Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  wished  to  know 
whether  they  could  have  some  clear 
definition  of  the  word  "  loiter,"  and  he 
reminded  the  Secretary  of  State  that  he 
h\d  already  this  year  appointed  a  Royal 
Commission  to  ascertain  the  meaning 
of  the  word  "loitering"  &6  understood 
and  used  by  the  police  in  London. 

*Mr.  GLADSTONE:  It  is  a  well- 
known  word  in  the  English  language. 

Lord  BALCARRES  asked  if  a  tele- 
graph office  was  a  public  place.  Would 
this  Act  prevent  a  man  standing  about  a 
telegraph  office  and  making  bets  by 
telegram  ? 

*Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  he  had  a  great 
deal  of  sympathy  with  the  noble  EarPs 
object  and  he  believed  that  as  a  matter  of 
law  a  Post  Office  was  a  public  place. 
The  difficulty  of  deciding  whether  a  man 
who  was  sent  to  bet  by  telegram  really 
came  within  the  scope  of  the  Act  was  so 
great  that  it  was  impossible  to  draft  an 
Amendment  to  cover  it. 

Sir  E.   CARSON  said  he  was  sorry 
that   the    Home    Secretary    had    come 
to    that    conclusion.    The    Government 
had  not  given  much  time  for  Members  to 
put  down  Amendments,  because  it  was 
past  2  o'clock,  after  midnight,  when  the 
Bill  was  passed.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man last  night  made  a  very  able  and  power- 
ful and  useful  speech  upon  this  question  of 
betting  in  streets  and  public  places,  but 
would  the  public  believe  he  was  in  earnest 
if  a  man  was  permitted  to  be  arrested 
outside   a   telegraph   office    for   betting 
whilst  the   Government  were  receiving 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  pounds  inside 
the   telegraph  office  for  the  purpose  of 
.  g|;  transmitting  bets  to  bookmakers  ?   He  did 
\  not  see  what  the  practical  difficulties  were. 
If  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  issued    an 
e.        wtruction    that    no    telegraph    clerks 
^uld  receive  a  bet,  that  might  meet 
tee.)        ^  case.     If    it   was    enacted    that   it 
<  punishable  by  fine  to  send  a  bet 
^legraph,  there  would  not  be  much 
Uty    in    the    matter.    The    great 
(veJ  Afl  Amei^ljy    ^^^    ^j^^    ^^le  Government, 

person  freqttci   ^Yiey   pretended   to   wish-  to   do 

treets  or  publ* 


something  to  put  down  an  admitted 
evil  of  a  very  great  character,  desired 
themselves  to  countenance  this  system 
of  betting  for  the  sake  of  revenue.  )t 
was  purely  and  solely  a  question  of 
revenue  which  prevented  the  Government 
dealing  with  it.  If  in  this  Act  they 
had  a  section  really  preventing  and 
legislating  against  the  transmission  of 
bets  by  telegraph,  it  would  smash  up 
the  whole  bookmaking  system  throughout 
this  country.  There  was  nothing  more 
pitiable  than  to  go  into  a  country  post 
office,  close  to  some  small  local  races, 
and  see  the  men  there  who  were  hardly 
able  to  buy  their  own  dinners  waiting 
to  telegraph  5s.  or  2s.  6d.  to  have  a 
bet  on  some  of  those  races.  So  long 
as  that  practice  exbted  the  public  would 
consider  the  Government  particeps 
criminis  in  this  matter ;  if  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  had  given  them  a  little 
more  time  to  put  down  Amendments 
to  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  determined  to  alleviate  the 
evils,  they  would  have  done  much  to  put 
an  end  to  this  disastrous  system  which 
went  on  throughout  the  whole  country. 

*Mr.  GLADSTONE  reminded  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  there  was  still  a 
Report  stage  upon  which  he  could  exercise 
his  legal  ingenuity  to  draft  an  Amendment 
which  it  would  be  possible  to  accept. 
If  he  would  do  that  the  Grovernment 
would  be  extremely  glad  to  consider  it.  He 
did  not  know  whether  this  Amendment 
would  cover  that.  He  did  not  know  whether 
a  telegraph  office  was  a  public  place. 
He  was  not  a  lawyer,  butlhejshould  have 
thought  it  was  outside  the  scope  of  this 
Bill,  which  was  one  for  "  the  suppression 
of  betting  in  streets  and  other  public 
places."  He  would  remind  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  who  was  a 
distinguished  Member  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment, that  this  Bill  was  sent  down  from 
the  Lords  in  the  past  two  sessions,  and 
that  it  never  advanced  to  the  present 
stage  in  this  House  [An  Hon.  Member  : 
It  was  blocked.].  He  did  not  know 
who  blocked  it,  but  what  the  Govern- 
ment were  doing  now  the  late  Govern- 
ment could  easily  have  done.  It  was  a 
Bill  which  at  any  rate  provided  a  partial 
solution.  He  did  not  claim  anything 
more  for  it.  If  they  could  pass  this 
Bill,  however,  he  would  suggest  to  the 
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Postmaster-General  and  his  colleagues 
that  perhaps  a  Bill  might  be  brought  in 
next  year  aimed  at  betting  by  telegraph. 

Mr.  PAUL  (Northampton)  said  this 
was  not  a  question  of  legal  ingenuity. 
It  was  a  very  serious  matter.  Betting 
by  telegraph  was  more  injurious  than 
betting  at  street  comers.  He  did  not 
understand  why  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  could  not  accept  the  Amendment. 
If  a  telegraph  office  was  not  a  public 
place  it  was  not  a  private  place.  The 
Government  did  not  allow  messages  of  an 
improper  or  immoral  character  to  be  sent 
by  telegraph,  and  he  wished  they  did 
not  allow  messages  to  be  sent  in  regard 
to  betting  transactions.  He  hoped 
words  would  be  introduced  at  this 
stage,  or  on  the  Report  stage,  to  stop 
this  system  of  betting,  which  caused 
untold  misery  to  the  public. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  said  that  if  betting  by 
telegraph  were  not  within  the  scope  of 
the  Bill  the  Bill  was  not  worth  anything. 
He  did  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  find  the  least  difficulty  in 
legislating  to  prevent  the  transmission 
of  betting  messages  by  telegraph.  He 
admitted  that  the  law  might  sometimes 
be  evaded,  but  let  them  put  on  the  face 
of  the  Bill  that  this  House  disapproved 
of  the  system. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  (Antrim,  S.) 
said  it  seemed  to  him  that  this  Bill  was 
framed  for  a  certain  specific  object,  and 
that  was  to  put  a  stop  to  the  system  of 
street  betting  which  enabled  the  poorer 
classes  to  put  small  bets  on  horse  races. 
What  was  now  proposed  was  that  they 
should  graft  an  entirely  different 
principle  on  the  Bill  at  the  last 
moment.  Were  they  to  understand, 
for  instance,  that  if  Lord  Rosebery, 
who  was  an  excellent  t3rpe  of  sportsman, 
went  to  a  post  office  and  put  on  a  bet 
he  was  to  be  liable  to  a  fine?  [An  Hon. 
Member  :  Why  not  ?]  He  would 
tell  the  hon.  Member.  He  was  en- 
deavouring to  explain  that  this  Bill  was 
not  framed  to  deal  with  a  case  of  that 
kind.  The  Bill  was  intended  to  deal 
with  the  case  of  the  poor  man. 
r  An      Hon.        Member  :  Why  ?  ] 

He  thought  that  the  acceptance  of  the 
Amendment  would  do  what  the  framers  of 

Mr,  Gladstone. 


the  Bill  did  not  really  intend,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  Home  Secretary  would 
make  the  point  perfectly  clear. 

*Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  that  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  that  there 
were  great  difficulties  which  had  not  been 
met  by  the  Bill.  Besides  betting  by 
telegraph,  there  was  the  difficult  case  of 
betting  by  telephone. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  said  that  most  people 
now  bet  by  telephone  because  there  was 
no  record  of  it. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  that  they  had 
also  to  consider  the  legitimate  secrecy  of 
the  telegraph.  The  Government  would 
put  this  Bill  when  passed  on  trial,  and 
would  consider  whether  afterwards  any 
Amendment  could  be  made  upon  it. 

Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  (Hackney,  S.)  said 
that  this  was  a  very  important  question. 
A  post  office  had  been  held  by  com- 
petent Courts  of  Law  to  be  a  public  place. 
Was  it  to  be  distinctly  understood  that 
the  Gk)vernment  in  passing  this  measure 
would  render  liable  to  arrest  Lord  Rose- 
bery or  the  Duke  of  Devonshire  who 
entered  a  post  office  in  order  to  put  a  bet 
by  telegraph  on  a  horse  they  fancied,  or 
even  to  make  a  bet  on  the  life  of  the 
present  Government  1 

Amendment  agreed  to: 

Amendment  proposed — 

**In  pa^e  Inline  7,  toleive  oat  tke  words 
' or  wagenog.' " — (Mr. (Hadgtone.) 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  asked  why  these 
words  "  or  wagering  "  should  be  left  out  t 
Was  it  designed  to  cover  any  transaction 
now  conducted  in  the  streets  which  was 
connected  with  matters  of  business  in 
different  parts  in  the  United  Kingdom  t 
He  understood  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
and  Lord  Davey  had  thought  it  necessary 
to  put  these  two  words  into  the  Bill. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  said  he  was  very 
sorry  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
posed to  leave  these  words  out  of  the 
Bill. 

*Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  he  would  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  said  that  the  first 
amendment  standing  in  his  name  was  to 
reduce  the  fine  from  £10  to  £5,  which  he 
submitted  was  quite  sufficient. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  1,  line  11,  to  leave  out  the  word 
•ten*  and  insert  the  word  *  five.* "— (Afr. 
BoUamley.) 

Question,  **  That  the  word  *  ten '  stand 
part  of  the  Clause,''  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  BOTTOMLEY  said  that  after 
the  decision  just  arrived  at  he  would 
not  proceed  with  his  other  Amendments. 

Mr.  LUPTON  moved  an  Amend- 
ment with  a  view  to  omitting  the 
provision  that  in  the  case  of  a 
third  or  subsequent  ofience  or  in  the 
case  of  a  person  committing  the  ofEence 
of  having  a  betting  transaction  with  a 
person  under  the  age  of  sixteen  years 
he  should  be  liable  to  imprisonment,  with 
or  without  hard  labour,  for  six  months, 
without  the  option  of  a  fine.  He  thought 
the  punishment  was  monstrous. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  1,  line  20,  to  leave  out  from  the 
word  *  pounds  *  to  the  word  *  fine '  in  line  22. 
—  {Mr,  Lupton,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  supported 
the  Amendment,  and  said  the  penalty 
was  an  extremely  heavy  one  for  a 
person  who  perhaps  only  bet  half-a- 
crown  three  times.  Such  a  provision 
was  unworthy  of  any  assembly  which 
caUed  itself  an  assembly  of  reasonable 
men. 

Mr.  J.  W.  WILSON  (Worcestershire, 
N.),  thought  this  was  a  very  serious 
question,  and  pointed  out  that  book- 
makers employed  men  and  paid  them 
well  to  bet  with  youths,  women,  and 
children.  If  the  penalty  was  made 
severe  they  would  not  be  able  to  get 
men  to  do  this  <lirty  work. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  said  his  hon.  friend 
who  moved  the  Amendment  seemed  to 
have  overlooked  the  fact  that  the  im- 


prisonment only  followed  upon  a  third 
offence  having  been  committed.  There- 
fore a  person  convicted  must  have 
determineii  to  defy  the  laW.  The 
penalty  for  a  person  willing  to  enter  into 
such  transactions  with  a  boy  of  sixteen 
was  not  one  whit  too  large. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  accept  the  Amendment, 
because  if  they  did  so  the  Bill  would 
become  useless. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  moved  the  omission 
of  Sub-section  2,  which  provided  that  any 
constable  might  take  into  custody  with- 
out warrant  any  person  found  committing 
an  offence  under  the  Act,  and  might  seize 
and  detain  any  article  liable  to  be  for- 
feited under  the  Act.  He  submitted 
that  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  telegraph 
and  telephone  offices  might  be  places 
witiiiin  the  meaning  of  the  Act,  to  give  a 
policeman  liberty  to  loiter  round  those 
places  in  the  hope  of  making  an  arrest 
was  not  desirable.  He  asked  the  Govern- 
ment if  they  would  not  accept  his  Amend- 
ment or  find  words  to  limit  the  power  of 
arrest  to  cases  where  there  was  a  com- 
plaint.  He  moved  to  omit  the  sub  -section. 

Amendment  proposed — 


"  To    leave 
Bottomley,) 


out     Sub-section     2  **. — {Mr. 


♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  he  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment.  The  custom  at 
present  was  to  arrest  without  warrant, 
and  in  this  case  it  seemed  to  be  necessary. 

Mr.  LUPTON  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. It  was,  he  said,  a  monstrous  thing 
that  if  two  men  happened  to  meet  in  the 
street  and  had  a  bet  a  constable  should 
come  up  and  run  them  in.  There  was 
Bometiung  more  important  even  than  put* 
ting  betting  down,  and  that  was  upholding 
justice.  This  was  a  prostitution  of  law 
and  justice.  Under  this  Bill  it  would 
be  legal  for  a  lord  or  a  rich  man  to 
make  a  bet  on  the  racecourse,  but  if  a 
poor  man  made  a  bet  in  the  street  he  was 
to  be  run  in.  Was  this  great  Liberal 
Government  going  to  begin  its  work  by 
filling  the  gaols  of  this  country  with 
innocent  men  ^ 
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Mr.  J.  W.  WILSON  said  he  merely 
wished  to  confirm  what  he  had  said  on 
the  previous  evening,  that  powers  of  this 
kind  had  abready  been  conferred  on  three 
towns. 

Mr.  SHACKLETON  (Lancashire,  CU- 
theroe)  said  this  Bill  was  aimed  at  the 
professional  bookmaker,  who  was  far 
better  engaged  serving  his  time  in  prison 
than  in  demoralising  working  men.  In 
this  case  these  people  were  well  known, 
and  to  give  a  man  a  chance  of  running 
away  every  time  a  policeman  saw  him 
was  absurd. 

Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  said  it  was  not  only 
the  wicked  bookmaker  but  the  poor 
innocent  working-man  who  put  his  6d. 
on  who  was  liable  to  arrest. 

Mr.  CULLINAN  asked  whether  the  Bill 
was  designed  to  punish  the  bookmaker  ? 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  the  BiU  was 
designed  against  the  men  who  made  a 
profession  of  betting,  and  frequenting 
places  for  that  purpose.  They  were  the 
bookmakers. 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  (Lan- 
arkshire, N.W.)  asked  for  an  interpre- 
tation of  the  words  "  articles  relating  to 
betting."  He  pointed  out  that  those 
words  were  sufficiently  wide  to  com- 
prehend money  passed  to  the  bookmaker, 
which  he  was  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  intend.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  agreed  with  him  he  hoped 
he  would  consider  the  matter  and  make 
it  clear  before  the  Report  stage. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  agresd  that  there 
was  something  in  the  point  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  said  he  would  look  into 
it  very  carefully.  If  it  was  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  he  would  take  care  to 
alter  it  on  Report. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  asked  whether  the 
Bill  was  designed  to  punish  bookmakers 
plying  their  trade,  and  not  those  who 
made  occasional  bets. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  a  man  must 
be  frequenting  a  place  for  J  the  purpose 
of^  betting. 


Mr.  LUPTON  said  that  Clause  2 
provided  that  if  a  man  made  a  bet  he 
was  to  be  run  in. 

Sm  E.  CARSON  said  he  did  not 
think  the  observations  of  the  Home 
Secretary  ought  to  go  unchallenged.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  meant  that 
this  Act  was  only  to  apply  to  those  who 
were  known  as*  bookmakers,  taking 
bets  in  the  street,  he  thought  he  was 
mistaken;  any  person  found  in  the 
street  making  a  bet  could  be  punished 
under  this  Bill. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  all  he  did 
was  to  answer  a  specific  question  put  to 
him  as  to  whether  if  a  man  made  a  bet 
in  the  street  for  the  first  time  he  would 
be  sent  to  prison.  He  did  not  think 
any  magistrate  would  find  a  person  in^a 
case  like  that  guilty  of  loitering  or 
frequenting  public  places  for  the  pur- 
poses of  betting. 

Amendment  negatived. 

♦VIr.  watt  (Glasgow  College),  said 
that  he  was  under  the  impression  that 
a  recent  deputation  to  the  Under- 
Secretary  had  converted  him  to  their 
views  upon  this  point,  but  the  Gov- 
ernment had  not  adopted  their 
suggestion.  The  Bill  gave  power  to 
"  seize  and  detain,"  but  not  the  right 
of  search.  It  stood  to  sense  that  such 
articles  as  books,  cards  and  papers 
relating  to  betting  would  be  secreted 
about  the  person.  By  the  law  of  Scot- 
land the  police  officer  in  charge  of  the 
station  had  not  the  right  to  search,  and 
the  object  of  this  Amendment  was  to  give 
the  power  under  this  Bill.  He  begged 
to  move. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  5,  after  *  and,*  to  insert '  the 
oilicer  in  charge  of  the  police  sttition  to 
which  such  person  is  taken  may  cause  such 
person  to  be  searched  and.* "— (ilfr.  Watt.) 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  accept  this  Amendment 
because  any  constable  at  the  present  time 
had  the  right  of  search,  and  why  should 
that  right  be  limited  to  the  officer  in 
charge  at  the  station?  His  hon.  and 
learned   friend   informed    him  that  the 
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law  in  Scotland  with  regard  to  search 
was  the  same  as  in  England. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  BOTTOMLBY  moved  to  leave 
oat  Sub-section  (3)  of  Clause  1.  A  person 
mi^t  be  sent  to  prison  for  six  months 
if,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Court,  he  had 
made  a  bet  and  was  under  the  age  limit 
allowed  by  this  Bill.  This  sub-section 
threw  the  onus  upon  the  prisoner  of 
proving  his  own  innocence.  The  pro- 
ceedings under  this  Bill  might  be  either 
in  a  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction  or  by 
indictment.  What  was  the  position  of 
a  bookmaker  who  was  charged  with 
betting  with  someone  under  the  age  of 
sixteen  and  who  honestly  believed  that 
the  person  he  was  betting  with  was  over 
that  age  f  Probably  some  short-sighted 
stipendiary  magistrate  would  take  a 
casual  glance  at  the  prisoner  and  say  that 
he  looked  under  the  age  of  sixteen. 
Probably  the  boy  would  be  sent  down 
to  the  Criminal  Court  and  possibly  they 
would  have  in  the  end  to  search  the 
register  at  Somerset  House.  [Cries  of 
**  Oh."]  Hon.  Members  should  remem- 
ber that  they  were  dealing  with  a  Bill 
which  immediately  it  became  law  would 
be  construed  literally  according  to  the 
laws  of  evidenc  e.  If  they  gave  a  prisoned 
the  benefit  of  such  a  safeguard  as  that 
which  he  was  suggesting  no  man  could 
be  deprived  of  this  plea — that  he  had 
reason  to  believe  the  prisoner  was  above 
the  statutory  age.  He  hoped  they 
would  not  violate  every  fundamental 
principle  of  justice  in  the  Law  Courts 
by  passing  this  sub-section. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  7,  to  leave  out  Sab-section 
(3)."— (-Wr.  Bottomiey.) 

*Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  this  sub-section 
referred  to  the  lads  under  the  age  of 
sixteen,  with  whom  a  bookmaker  made 
bets.  There  were  precedents  for  this 
proposal.  Surely  if  there  was  any  doubt 
in  the  mind  of  the  Court  about  the  lad's 
age,  they  would  take  precautions  to  call 
for  his  birth  certificate. 

Mr.  LUPTON  said  this  was  another 
case  of  making  a  prisoner  prove  his 
innocence  when  it  was  the  duty  of  the 


prosecution  to  prove  him  guilty.  A  more 
monstrous  proposition  he  had  seldom 
heard  placed  before  this  House. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  moved  to  leave 
out  Sub-section  (4 )  because  it  professed 
to  be  an  interpretation  clause,  and  this 
was  the  opportunity  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  to 
introduce  his  proposal  to  amend  the  Act 
so  as  to  apply  to  telegraph  offices  and 
make  it  quite  clear  that  the  Act  was 
intended  to  apply  in  such  cases. 

Amendment  proposed — 

« In  page  2,  line  10,  leave  out  Sub-section 
(4)." 

>Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  this  sub- 
section was  intended  to  remove  any  doubt 
about  certain  places  which  it  might  be 
held  would  not  come  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Act. 

*Mr.  HICKS  BEACH  said  that  some 
race  meetings  were  conducted  upon  open 
ground  to  which  the  public  had  free 
access.  What  the  Home  Secretary  said 
was  that  it  was  the  intention  of  this 
Bill  simply  to  prohibit  bookmakers 
frequenting  the  street  in  order  to  induce 
people  to  bet  on  things  which  they  did 
not  see.  If  there  was  any  doubt  about 
this  question  it  was  desirable  that  the 
Government  should  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  including  some  proviso  to  ex- 
empt coursing  meetings. 

Amendment  negatived. 

)  Drafting  Amendment  agreed  to. 

*Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  moved  the  omis- 
sion of  the  word  "  unenclosed."  If 
betting  was  an  evil  it  should  be  dealt  with 
as  a  whole  and  not  piece-meal,  and  if 
persons  who  possessed  much  of  this  world's 
goods  were  to  be  allowed  to  bet  because 
they  went  to  an  enclosed  ground  for 
access  to  which  they  paid  an  entrance  fee, 
then  they  were  tolerating  within  a  ringed 
fence  that  which  they  considered  an 
offence  if  it  was  done  in  a  club  or  in  a 
street.  They  must  deal  with  the  rich 
man  as  well  as  the  poor  man. 
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Amendment  proposed — 


"  In  page  2,  line  14,  to  leave  out  the  word 
*  unenclosed.' " 


Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
.proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

*Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  this 
word  was  extremely  necessary.  jThe 
definition  clause  was  subjected  to  the 
closest  scrutiny  by  eminent  legal  mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  he  was 
very  much  afraid  that  if  any  alteration 
were  made  it  might  endanger  the  passage 
of  the  BiU. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  said  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  had  already  thrown  over  the 
House  of  Lords  by  accepting  an  Amend- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Grentleman  had 
given  him  no  answer.  If  betting  was 
an  evil  it  was  the  same  whether  carried 
on  by  rich  or  by  poor. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  said  he  did  not  see 
any  reason  why  the  word  '*  unenclosed  " 
was  there.  In  the  case  of  a  football 
match  or  a  cricket  match  he  thought  the 
sport  was  often  spoiled  by  the  betting 
which  went  on.  What  difference  did  it 
make  whether  the  place  was  enclosed  or 
unenclosed  if  the  public  had  unrestricted 
access  ?  They  could  not  apply  this  Bill 
to  private  grounds,  because,  of  course, 
the  police  could  not  go  in. 

*Mr.  G  L  a  D  S  T  one  said  he 
would  consider  the  matter,  and  if  neces- 
sary propose  an  Amendment  at  a  later 
stage. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, and  then  tell  the  House  of  Lords 
that  it  came  from  the  Tory  Party  in  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  said  that  in  view 
of  the  promise  made  by  the  Home  Secre- 
tary he  would  ask  leave  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  FORSTER  (Kent,  Sevenoaks) 
moved    an    Amendment    to    make    the 


Clause  apply  to  any  enclosed  ground 
used  for  the  holding  of  any  athellic 
sports  or  cycle  racing.  He  wished  to 
faiow  the  views  of  the  Home  Secretary 
on  this  matter.  He  believed  that  the 
National  Cyclists  Union  was  anxious 
that  an  Amendment  of  this  kind  should 
be  inserted.  It  was  in  the  interest  of 
clean  and  healthy  sport  that  the  Amend- 
ment should  be  made. 

V 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  question  proposed, 
"  That  Clause  1,  as  amended,  stand  part  of 
the  BiU." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Govern- 
ment to  consider  whether  in  Ireland 
the  right  of  appeal  should  not  be  given 
in  the  case  of  sentences  of  under  one 
month's  imprisonment.  It  was  a  real 
hardship  that  a  police  magistrate  should 
be  able  to  pass  such  a  sentence  and  that 
the  accused  should  not  have  the  right  of 
appeal.  He  was  quite  with  the  Grovern- 
ment  in  regard  to  this  Bill.  He  thought 
they  were  taking  a  proper  step,  but  he 
held  a  man  should  not  be  liable  to 
lose  his  liberty  for  a  month  without  having 
the  right  of  appeal.  There  was  the 
right  of  appeal  in  England  and  Scotland, 
and  he  thought  it  was  time  that  the 
whole  question  of  public  liberty  should 
be  put  on  the  same  footing  in  Ireland. 

The  attorney-general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Cherry,  Liverpool, 
Exchange)  said  the  matter  was  one 
worthy  of  consideration.  He  could  say 
for  himself,  and  he  thought  he  could 
say  also  for  the  Home  Secretary,  that 
it  was  a  very  desirable  thing  that  there 
should  be  the  right  of  appeal. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  2 : — 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.)  said  he  was  not  quite 
sure  of  the  meaning  of  the  words  '*  pro- 
cedure before  provided  for."  He  hoped 
that  Some  exception  would  be  made,  and 
he  proposed  to  insert  words  so  that  the 
clause  should  read  :  *'  Nothing  contained 
in  this  Act  shall,  save  as  hereinbefore 
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provided,  apply  to  any  racecourse."    He 
begged  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  2,  line  16,  after  the  word  *  shall,' 
to  insert  the  words  'save  as  hereinbefore 
provided.' "—(Jlfr.  Mitchell'Thonison.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted," 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  that  the  point 
would  be  considered  before  the  Keport 
stage. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  said  he 
wished  to  move  an  Amendment  to 
add  to  Clause  2  the  words  "or  other 
quantity."  He  admitted  that  the  words 
were  somewhat  curious  in  their  present 
form,  but  if  they  were  going  to  exempt 
racecourses,  it  should  be  remembered 
that  there  were  racecourses  in  large 
numbers,  especially  in  the  north  of 
£ngland  ana  in  Scotland,  where  there 
were  other  than  horse  races.  He  referred 
to  dog  races.  He  maintained  that  a  dog 
race  was  as  clean  as  any  horse  race,  and 
if  exemption  was  desirable  in  one  case 
it  was  atso  desirable  in  other  cases.  There 
was  also  the  question  of  foot  racing  as 
well  as  cycling  racing. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  that  there  was 
no  exact  analogy  between  coursing  and 
horse  racing.  The  people  who  attended 
the  former  meetings  did  not  go  there  for 
the  purpose  of  betting  professionally,  and 
those  who  went  to  enjoy  legitimate  sport 
should  not  come  under  the  operation  of 
the  Act.  He  undertook,  however,  to  look 
into  the  question. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  said  he  pre- 
sumed  that  most  people  regarded  the 
coursing  match  for  the  Waterloo  Cup  as 
an  ordinary  race  meeting,  but  the  question 
of  extending  this  Bill  to  all  coursing  meet- 
ings as  well  as  to  horse  race  meetings 
should  be  very  carefully  considered. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  moved  to  amend 
Clause  2  by  leaving  out  the  provision 
that  nothing  contained  in  the  Act 
should  apply  to  ground  "  adjacent 
to"  a  racecourse  on  days  upon  which 


races  took  place.    He  did  not  see  the 
necessity  for  the  words. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  clause  2,  lines  17  and  18,  to 
leave  out  the  words  *  or  adjacent  thereto.'  " — 
{Sir  E,  Carson), 

'  Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  clause." 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  that  there  were 
certain  parts  adjacent  to  a  racecourse 
which  might  not  come  within  the  legal 
definition  of  a  racecoiirse.  Therefore  it 
was  necessary,  he  thought,  to  have  these 
words  in.  It  was  the  first  time  that  his 
attention  had  been  drawn  to  this  matter, 
however,  and  he  would  consider  it. 

Lord  BALCARRES  said  these  were 
rather  important  words,  and,  like  many 
other  expressions  in  the  Bill,  would  require 
legal  definition.  Did  "adjacent  thereto" 
mean  fifty  or  100  yards  or  a  quarter  of 
a  mile  ?  That  would  have  to  be  settled 
by  a  Court  of  law.  The  provision  meant 
that  on  Monday  when  races  were  being 
held  you  could  bet  at  a  particular  place 
or  upon  a  particular  road,  but  on  Tuesday 
when  races  were  not  being  held  you 
would  get  six  months  for  doing  so.  He 
thought  it  was  desirable  that  there 
should  be  some  machinery  established 
for  determining  this  question  in  advance, 
and  he  hoped  before  the  Report  stage 
the  Home  Secretary  would  consider  the 
matter. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  thought  that  the 
Liberal  Party  were  playing  into  the 
hands  of  their  opponents,  because  they 
were  endeavouring  to  put  down  betting 
in  every  part  of  the  country  except  those 
which  were  resorted  to  by  the  aristocracy. 

♦The  CHAIRMAN  said  the  hon. 
Member  was  making  remarks  which 
should  be  made  on  the  clause  rather 
than  on  the  present  Amendment. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said  in  that  case 
he  should  have  to  make  a  second  speech. 

« 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  asked  whether 
the  words  *'  adjacent  thereto  "  might  not 
be  held  to  include  the  betting  ring. 
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^Mr.  GLADSTONE :   No ;   that  is  not  I  allowed    the    protectors    of    this    vice 
a  public  place.  to  go  free.    It  was  the  Liberal  Party 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Report  made,  and  Question  proposed 
"  That    Clause  2  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said  that  the 
Government  proposed  to  put  down  the 
miserable  people  who  betted  sixpence 
while  they  allowed  peers  and  monarchs 
to  bet  in  hi:ndreds  and  thousands 
of  pounds.  And  this  was  said  to  be 
the  Party  of  the  democracy.  This  Bill 
and  this  clause,  moreover,  came  from 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  no  doubt  the 
Government  case  was  that  they  must 
take  the  most  they  could  from  that 
House.  He  thought,  however,  that 
the  best  thing  to  do  was  to  take  this 
clause  out  and  send  the  Bill  back  to  the 
House  of  Lords  and  leave  upon  them  the 
responsibility  of  restoring  it. 

*Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  he  had  abeady 
pointed  out  that  if  they  omitted  this 
clause  it  would  strike  at  the  poor  man 
and  would  not  affect  the  rich,  because 
the  betting  ring  was  protected  inasmuch 
it  was  not  a  public  place.  Therefore  the 
rich  people  could  bet  there  but  the  poor 
man  could  not  bet  even  upon  a  race- 
course when  races  were  being  run.  This 
was  the  result  of  the  Kempton  Park 
case. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  mistaken  about  the 
Kempton  Park  case,  which  only  applied 
to  a  house,  office,  or  place,  and  not  to  a 
racecourse.  The  decision  was  under  the 
Betting  House  Act,  which  dealt  with 
betting  houses.  He  was  as  anxious  as 
anybody  to  put  down  this  nefarious  sys- 
tem of  betting,  and  if  the  Government  was 
honest  in  the  matter  they  would  put  it 
down  in  the  post  offices.  They  had  now 
left  themselves  open  to  the  taunt  that  they 
put  down  Tom,  Dick,  and  Harry,  and 
allowed  to  go  fre3  the  peers  and  other 
persons  and  rich  people,  who  were  the 
tempters  in  this  matter,  who  spent 
their  tens  of  thousands  in  so-called  sport 
and  tempted  the  working  men.  They  gave 
the   little   men  six  months  while   they 


who  were  making  themselves  this  rod 
to  be  laid  on  their  own  backs  by  the 
Conservative  Party. 

*Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  he  would  no^ 
put  himself  in  competition  with  th 
hon.  and  learned  Member  on  a  question 
of  law,  but  he  was  advised  that  the  law 
was  perfectly  distinct  on  this  point, 
and  that  it  was  against  the  view  taken 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 

Sir  E.CARSON:  What  view? 

*Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  if  this  clause 
were  struck  out  the  betting  rings  on  the 
racecourse  would  be  perfectly  immune. 
The  words  of  Clause  1  were  "  unrestricted 
access."  These  people  had  not  unre- 
stricted access  to  the  betting  rings. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :    Epsom  Downs. 

*Mr.  GLADSTONE:  That  was  his 
whole  point.  People  did  not  wander 
up  Epsom  Downs  making  casual  bets. 
But  the  class  of  society  using  the 
betting  rings  did  not.  If  this  clause 
was  struck  out  the  betting  rings 
would  still  be  immune,  and  they  would 
not  strike  at  the  betting  tendency  of  the 
wealthy  by  taking  out  the  clause.  All 
the  criticism  of  this  Bill  had  been  that 
it  was  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  poor  and 
not  striking  at  the  rich,  and  it  had  been 
argued  on  that  basis.  If  the  rich  man 
frequented  a  street  for  the  purpose 
of  betting,  or  if  he  betted  with  a  book- 
maker in  the  street,  he  would  come 
within  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  But 
they  were  now  talking  of  omitting  this 
clause,  and  he  was  pointing  out  that  if  it 
was  omitted  the  omission  would  not  effect 
the  purpose  they  all  desired  to  secure. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said  that  if  this 
Bill  raised  the  whole  question  they  would 
have  no  difficulty  in  assenting  to  the 
clause,  because  they  would  rather  have 
the  Bill  with  the  clause  than  lose  it 
altogether ;  neverthelens,  many  Members 
had  had  great  difficulty  in  supporting 
this  exceptional  legislation.  If  they 
could  legislate  against  betting  at  street 
corners   why   could    they    not   legislate 
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against  betting  on  racecourses?  He 
had  a  distinct  objection  to  saying  even 
by  implication  that  a  thing  was  right 
on  a  racecourse  but  wrong  in  the  streets. 

♦Mr.     GLADSTONE    said    he  would 
leave  the  matter  to  the  House. 

Mr.  SHACKLETON  said  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  point  they  were  missing 
was  that  the  avowed  object  was  to  get 
rid  of  the  professional  bookmaker  who 
took  money  from  the  State  and  gave 
nothing  to  the  State  back  again. 
Taking  the  ight  hon.  Gentleman's 
own  version,  a  bookmaker  might  be 
in  the  street  on  Monday  taking  bets 
and  he  would  be  Uable  under  this  Act, 
but  on  Tuesday  he  might  go  on  the 
racecourse  where  he  would  be  absolute- 
ly free  to  bet.  He  did  not  see  why 
they  should  prevent  betting  in  the 
streets  and  legalise  it  on  the  racecourse. 
He  thought  the  Home  Secretary  had 
taken  a  wise  course  by  leaving  the 
question  to  the  House. 

^Mr.  H.  H.  marks  said  there  was  one 
point  in  connection  with  this  clause  to 
which  he  desired  to  allude.  The  object 
of  the  clause  was  not  so  much  a  question 
of  the  protection  of  the  rich;  it  was 
intended  to  protect  the  poor,  and  more 
particularly  the  class  of  men  who  were 
induced  to  bet  Is.  or  6d.  in  the  street  on 
a  race  which  they  did  not  go  to  see  and 
about  which  they  knew  nothing  at  all. 
If  this  clause  was  allowed  to  stand,  and 
if  an  exception  was  made  in  favour  of 
the  racecourse,  the  Committee  should 
bear  in  mind  what  that  meant.  If 
they  were  serious  in  their  desire  to  stop 
the  working  classes  being  induced  to  bet, 
surely  the  most  effective  way  was  to 
stop  betting  altogether,  and  they  could 
do  it  by  elmiinating  this  clause.  It  was 
within  the  knowledge  of  everybody  who 
knew  anything  of  the  subject  that  the 
prices  which  were  the  basis  of  the  bets 
made  by  the  working  classes  were  what 
were  known  as  starting  prices,  and  that 
meant  the  prices  which  prevailed  at  the 
time  the  horses  started.  If  there  was 
no  betting  on  the  racecourses  there 
would  be  no  starting  prices  and  then 
there  could  be  no  street  betting.    If  they 


left  out  this  subclause  they  would  stop 
betting  at  its  very  foundation. 

Mr.  CLOUGH  said  he  should  vote 
against  this  clause,  because  it  was  class 
legislation  of  the  worst  type.  The 
House  of  Lords  seek  to  take  the  mote 
out  of  the  eye  of  the  working  class,  whilst 
they  keep  the  beam  in  the  eye  of  their 
own  class  by  carefully  preserving  the 
race-courses  for  their  indulgence.  To 
reject  this  clause  at  this  stage  does  not 
necessitate  losing  the  Bill,  because  the 
House  of  Lords  frequently  reject  clauses 
which  are  sent  up  to  them  by  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  we  are  perfectly  within 
our  right  by  now  rejecting  a  clause  in  a 
Bill  which  has  come  from  them  to  us. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  said  he  did  not  think 
they  ought  to  assume  that  the  House  of 
Lords  would? at *all  insist  upon  this 
clause.  It  was  plain  that  the  Bill  was 
drawn  to  put  down  street  betting,  but  if 
there  was  a  general  expression  of  opinion 
that  the  Bill  ought  to  be  made  wider  in 
its  scope  he  did  not  think  it  was  fair  to 
assume  that  the  House  of  Lords  would 
not  adopt  the  measure  in  its  wider  form. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  said  that  any^ 
thing  more  ridiculous  for  the  House  to  do 
than  to  strike  out  this  clause  he  had 
never  heard.  The  Bill  was  intended  to 
deal  with  street  betting,  and  this  kind  of 
betting  was  as  different  from  betting 
on  the  racecourse  as  black  was 
from  white.  lH  was  now  proposed  to 
extend  the  Bill  in  a  way  that  was  never 
intended,  and  to  place  the  onus  on  the 
House  of  Lords.  The  measure  dealt 
with  an  admitted  evil,  and  to  say  that 
they  should  include  betting  of  all  sorts 
would  be  a  very  injudicious  course  to 
pursue.  He  suggested  that  the  Bill 
should  be  allowed  to  pass  as  it  was 
because  it  struck  at  a  very  serious  evil. 
Nobody  had  made  a  case  beyond  a 
sentimental  one  for  the  proposition 
which  had  been  made.  U  this  Bill 
passed  there  would  be  no  street  betting, 
and  when  street  betting  disappeared 
hon.  Members  would  have  carried  out 
what  they  intended  by  this  Act. 

Lord  BALCARRES  said  he  gathered 
that  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  was 
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The  chairman  :  I  think  a  question 
of  that  kind  should  be  brought  on  later. 

Lord  B ALCARRE8  said  that  if  they  left 
out  Clause  2  they  would  make  it  a  fresh 
Bill  altogether.  The  most  sanguine  sup- 
porter of  the  Bill  could  not  claim  any 
mandate  to  suppress  betting  altogether 
in  Great  Britain.  Therefore  they  ought 
to  pause  before  they  dropped  this  sub- 
section. If  they  stopped  betting  in  the 
street  they  should  also  stop  betting  by 
telegraph,  and  that  alone  would  cost  the 
country  £250,000  a  year.  If  they  made 
betting  illegal  it  did  not  follow  that  they 
would  stop  betting.  He  hoped  the 
Home  Secretary  would  at  least  consent, 
in  view  of  the  enormous  change  which 
would  be  made  by  this  proposal  in  the 
whole  scope  of  the  Bill,  to  postpone  this 
question  until  the  Report  stage. 

Mr.  J.  W.  WILSON  said  that  upon 
street  betting  the  opinion  of  the  country 
was  ripe  for  legislation,  but  not  one  hon. 
Member  had  advocated  at  the  election 
the  putting  down  of  race  meetings. 

Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  said  that  as  one 
who  did  go  to  race  meetings  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  there  were  two  kinds  of 
racecourses,  those  which  were  known  as 
enclosed  and  those  which  were  open. 
If  this  clause  were  omitted  it  would  still 
be  possible  for  anybody  who  went  to 
Kempton  Park  races  to  be  entirely 
outside  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  whereas  at 
Epsom,  on  Derby  Day,  the  Bill  would  not 
prevent  the  working  man  indulging  in  a 
little  betting.  He  hoped  the  operation 
of  this  Act  would  be  confined  to  street 
betting. 

Mr.  CR08SLEY  (Cheshire,  Altrincham) 
said  he  was  anxious  that  street  betting 
should  be  put  down.  All  employers  of 
labour  must  know  what  a  nuisance  this 
street  betting  was.  Not  long  ago  a  poor 
widow  told  him  that  a  bookmaker  was 
hanging  about  his  works,  inducing  boys 
to   bet.    He   would   prefer   to   carry   a 

Lord  Balcarres, 


measure  suppressing  street  betting  rather 
than  risk  the  chance  of  dealing  with  this 
question  altogether  by  accepting  the 
proposal  before  the  House. 


The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Thomas 
Shaw,  Hawick  Burghs)  said  he  was  very 
anxious  that  this  Bill  should  pass 
into  law  this  session,  and  if  possible 
this  month.  The  proposal  had  been 
made  that  this  clause  should  be  omitted. 
He  should  deplore  that  extremely. 
There  was  no  doubt  whatever  that  if  that 
course  were  taken  this  Bill  would  not  see 
the  Statute-book  until  October,  and  that 
would  be  a  great  calamity.  The  urgency 
for  this  Bill  was  great.  They  were 
legislating  not  for  the  whole  of  the  betting 
evil  in  the  country — ^he  wished  they  were 
— ^but  for  betting  in  its  most  acute  and 
urgent  form. 

-'Mr.  DICKINSON  (St.  Pancras,  N.) 
said  this  clause  placed  on  the  Statute- 
book  words  which  recognised  race- 
courses as  places  suitable  for  betting. 
That  made  him  and  some  others  hesitate 
about  giving  it  support.  He  hoped  the 
Gk)vernment  would  not  force  them  into 
the  position  of  recognising  betting  upon 
race-courses  in  that  way. 


Mr.  ARTHUR  HENDERSON  (Dur- 
ham,  Barnard  Castle)  said  that  every 
night  in  order  to  expedite  legislation  in 
these  late  discussions  they  were  asked 
to  water  down  measures  containing 
important  principles  which  some  of  them 
had  taken  an  active  part  in  advocating 
in  the  country.  He  thought  they  would 
do  better  to  delay  for  a  few  months,  or 
ill  another  session,  legislation  on  some 
of  these  great  questions,  in  order  to  get 
something  that  would  effectively  deal 
with  the  evils.  What  he  and  those 
associated  with  him  had  to  guard  against 
was  the  creation  of  a  suspicion  that  they 
were  seeking  in  this  case  to  put  down 
an  evil  by  which  the  working  classes 
were  very  much  touched,  while  permit- 
ting the  evil  to  exist  so  far  as  their  so- 
called  social  superiors  were  concerned. 
They  had  been  told  repeatedly  by  the 
Home  Secretary  that  the  object  of  the 
measure  was  to  get  at  the  professional 
bookmaker.      Did  they  only  want  to  get 
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at  the  professional  bookmaker  in  the 
public  thoroughfare  on  Monday,  and 
leave  him  absolutely  free  to  go  to  the 
raoecourse  on  Tuesday  ?  If  betting 
was  wrong  in  the  one  case,  he  did  not 
think  this  House  should  give  its  approval 
i  o  betting  in  the  other.  They  must  guard 
against  the  impression  that  they  were 
guilty  in  this  House  of  promoting  class 
legislation.  The  front  Mmisterial  Bench 
was  divided  on  this  question.  [An  Hon. 
Membee  :  No.]  He  said  "  Yes."  The 
Home  Secretary  left  this  question  open 
to  the  House,  and  the  Lord  Advocate 
solemnly  appealed  to  them  to  take  a 
particuLstr  course. 

Mb-  THOMAS  SHAW  said  he  did  not 
presume  to  interfere  with  what  was  said 
bv  his  right  hon.  friend,  but  the  interests 
of  the  Bill  were  to  him  very  sacred.  He 
had  pointed  out  what  might  happen  if 
this  Amendment  were  carried,  and  he  was 
within  his  rights  in  doing  that. 

Me.  ARTHUR  HENDERSON  said  he 
was  not  disputing  the  rights  of  the  Lord 
Advocate. 

♦Mb.  HERBERT  GLADSTONE  :  That 
is  not  in  the  least  inconsistent. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  HENDERSON  said  he 
had  not  stated  that  it  was  inconsistent. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  was 
prepared  to  leave  the  question  open, 
and  then  the  Lord  Advocate  made  an 
earnest  appeal  to  the  Committee  to  leave 
the  clause  in  the  Bill.  He  thought  he 
was  right  in  saying  that  there  was  a 
division  of  opinion  on  the  front  bench. 
He  hoped  the  Committee  would  reject 
the  clause. 


Mb.  a.  E.  W.  mason  (Coventry)  said 
that,  although  he  had  every  sympathy 
with  the  object  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barnard  Castle,  he  did  not  think  the 
leaving  out  of  the  sub-section  would  have 
the  effect  he  supposed,  for  it  would  still 
be  limited  by  the  definition  of  "  public 
place  "  as  including  **  any  public .  park, 
g  arden,  or  sea  beach,  and  any  unenclosed 
ground  to  which  the  public  for  the 
time  being  have  imrestricted  access." 
So  far  as  he  knew  there  were  only  two 


racecourses  in  England  to  which  the 
public  had  unrestricted  access.  To  his 
mind  the  question  opened  up  was  too 
wide  to  be  settled  at  that  hour  of  the 
morning. 

♦Mr.  BERTRAM  (Hertfordshire, 
Hitchin)  said  he  entirely  sympathised 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  saying  that 
the  Party  to  which  he  belonged  would  be 
made  thoroughly  unpopular  in  the  country 
by  this  kind  of  legislation.  He  recognised 
that  there  was  a  difference  between  a  man 
making  a  bet  on  an  event  which  he  saw, 
and  making  a  bet  at  a  street  comer  on 
an  event  which  he  could  not  see.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Barnard  Castle  talked 
about  watering  down  the  measure ;  but 
the  omission  of  the  Clause  would  vastly 
enlarge  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  which  was 
only  meant  to  put  down  betting  at  street 
corners ;  and  it  would  be  very  unwise  to 
risk  the  Bill  by  insisting  on  Amendments 
which  would  be  refused  in  another  place, 
and  which  would  have  a  far  greater  effect 
than  this  Bill  was  ever  intended  to  have. 
He  should  vote  for  the  retention  of  the 
Clause. 

♦Mr.  GIBBS  (Bristol,  W.)  said  that  the 
Bill  was  directed  against  bookmakers  who 
made  bets  at  street  corners  with  poor 
people ;  and  if  the  clause  under  discussion 
was  omitted  it  would  not  be  legislating 
in  the  interests  of  the  poor.  They  were 
dealing  with  the  case  where  the  book- 
maker came  to  the  people,  and  not 
where,  as  on  Epsom  Downs,  the  people 
went  to  the  bookmaker. 

Mr.  ESSEX  (Gloucestershire,  Ciren- 
cester) asked  whether  the  clause  gave 
additional  sanction  to  betting  on  race- 
courses. If  it  did  strengthen  the  right 
to  bet  on  racecourses  he  would  vote 
against  it. 

Viscount  MORPETH  said  that  an  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  Ministerial  side  was 
afraid  that  the  popularity  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  weakened  if  any  attempt 
at  legislation  were  made  without  a 
mandate  from  the  country.  If  he  thought 
this  clause  would  make  the  Government 
unpopular  it  would  be  an  inducement  to 
some  hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  to  vote  for  it.  Almost 
every  Member  who  had  supported  the 
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Bill  had  declared  again  and  again  that  this 
was  a  class  measure  and  was  intended  to 
prevent  a  poor  man  putting;  a  shilling  on 
a  horse  on  a  race,  but  would  not  prevent 
the  wealthy  man  from  betting  his  £50  or 
£100.  The  first  thing  this  democratic 
Government  did  was,  instead  of  protecting 
the  mill  hand  and  other  members,  of  the 
working  class,  to  introduce  a  piece  of 
class  le^lation. 

Mr.  RICHARDSON  (Nottingham,  8.) 
bore  testimony  to  the  mischief  which 
the  street  betting  carried  on  by  the  book- 
maker with  men,  women,  and  children 
wrought,  and  said  that  although  it  might 
make  him  unpopular  with  some  of  his 
constituents  for  a  time,  as  the  result  of  a 
choice  of  evils  he  intended  to  vote  for  this 
clause.  He  would  leave  the  question  to 
the  common  sense  of  the  working  men 
later  on. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said  it  was  an 
extraordinary  fact  that  this  Bill  was 
brought  forward  to  defend  a  child  from 


betting  an5rwhere  except  on  a  racecoirae. 
Formerly  there  was  a  right  of  sanctuary 
in  this  country,  but  it  was  confined  to 
cathedrals,  but  now  the  right  of  sanctuary 
was  only  to  be  found  upon  a  gambling 
ground.  It  was  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  unpopular  if  the  Bill  were 
passed,  but  at  all  events  it  could  not  be 
accused  of  not  having  the  courage  of  its 
convictions,  although  it  might  be  con- 
sidered hypocritical,  as  this  was  the  first 
time  that  it  had  been  laid  down  that  a 
racecourse  was  a  sacred  place. 

Mr.  J.  M.  ROBERTSON  (Northum- 
berland, Tyneside)  said  it  was  idle  to 
legislate  in  advance  of  public  opinion, 
and  if  they  tried  to  put  down  betting 
on  a  racecourse  the  Act  would  be  a  dead 
letter. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The   Committee   divided  : — Ayes,  77 
Noes  69.    (Division  list    No.  299.) 


Acland,  Francis  Dyke 
Allen,A.Acland  (Christchurch 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 
Barran.  Rowland  Hirst 
Beach,  Hn.Michae]HughHicks 
Beale,  W.  P. 

Beaumont,  W.  G.  B.  (Hexham) 
Benn,  W.(T'w'rHamlets,S.Geo. 
Bertram,  Julius 
BiUson,  Alfred 
Bottomley,  Horatio 
Bridgeman,  W.  CUve 
Bryce,  J.  A.  (InvemessBurghs) 
Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 
Cawley,  Frederick 
Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 
CJobbold,  Felix  Thomley 
Ck>rbett.CH.(8u88ex,E.Grinst'd 
Craig,CharlesCurtift(Antrim,S. 

Crossley,  William  J. 

Duckworth,  James 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Elibank,  Master  of 

Ferens,  T.  R. 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 


AYES. 

Forster,  Henry  William 
Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
Fullerton,  Hugh 
Gibbe,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 
Glad8tone,Rt.  HnHerbertJohn 
Haworth,  Arthur  A. 
Hayden,  John  Patrick 
Illingwr«rth,  Percy  H. 
JoneB.William(Camarvonshire) 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Levy,  Maurice 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lyell,  CSiarles  Henry 

MacVeigh,Cliarle8(Donegal,E. 

M'Kenna,  Rejdnald 
Marks.G.  Croydon(  Launceston 
Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 
Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 
Morse,  L.  L. 
Nicholls,  George 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nuttall,  ECarry 
0*Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
Paulton,  James  Mellor 
Pease,  J.  A.  (Saffron  Walden) 
Philipps,Col.  Ivor  (S'thampton 


Raphael,  Herbert  H. 
Kees,  J.  D. 
Rendall,  Athelstan 
Richardson,  A. 

Roberts,  Charles  H.  (lincoli) 
Rose,  Charles  Day 
Rnnciman,  Walter 
Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 
Shaw,Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick,  B. 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Simon,  John  Albiebrook 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hofi.  John 
Stanley,Hn.  A.  Lyulph  (Chesh. ) 
Siraus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Thomp8on,J.W.H.(Somertet,B. 

Ore,  Alexander 

Ward,W.  Dudley(Southampt  ti 

Watt,  H.  Anderson 

Wilkie,  Alexander 

Wilson  .Henry  J.  (York.W.R) 

Winfrey,  R. 

Tbixbbs  por  the  Ayes— Mr. 
J.  W.  Wilson  and  Mr.  John 
Robertson. 


Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Barnard,  £.  B. 
Black,ArthurW.(Bedfordahire) 

Visecmi  Morpeih. 


NOES. 

Bowles,  G.  Stewart 

Brooke,  Stopford 

Brunner,  J.F.L.(Lanos.,Leigh) 


Byles,  William  Pollard 
Channinff,  Francis  AUston 
ClancyTJohn  Joseph 
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Oloagli,  W. 

OoIliiis^Win.J.(S.Pancras,W. 

Comwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cory,  Clifford  John 

Crai^,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 

Cullman,  J. 

I>iokinson,  W.H.(Si.Pancras,N 

Dobson»  Thomas  W. 

Essex,  R.  W. 

Ereretty  R.  Lacey 

FoQwiok,  Charles 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Gill,  A.  H. 

Glover,  Thomas 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 

Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 

Hazleton,  Richard 

Healy,  Timothy  Michael 

Higfaam,  John  Sharp 

H^e,  Clarendon 

Jenkins,  J. 
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Lamont,  Norman 

Lever,  A.  Levy(  Essex, Harwich 

Lloyd-George*  Rt.  Hon.  David 

MaoVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S.) 

M'KiUop,  W. 

Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 

Moad,  A. 

Montaga,  E.  S. 

Montgomery,  H.  G. 

Morpeth,  Visoonnt 

Murphy,  John 

Nolim,  Joseph 

O'Brien,  K.  (Tipperary  Mid) 

O'BCalley,  William 

0*Mara,  James 

Paul,  Herbert 

Pearce,  Robert  (Staffo.  Leek) 

Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh,  Central) 

Kickett,  J.  Comptoo 
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Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
Scott,  A.H(Ashton-under-Lyne 
Seely,MajorJ.  B. 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Smyth,  Thomas  F.  (Leitrim,  S.) 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Sutherland,  J.  E. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Tennant,Sir  Edward(Salisbiiry) 
Thomson,  W.Mitchell-(Lanark 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 
White,  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  Patrick  (Meath,North) 
Whiteley,George  (York,W.R. ) 

Tellbbs  fob  thb  Nobs — Mr. 
Arthur  Henderson  and  Mr. 
Ramsay  Macdonald. 


Mb.  LUPTON  moved  to  report  pro- 
gress. 

The  DBPUTY-CHAJRMAN  said  the 
rule  was  suspended  in  order  to  get 
through  business. 

Clause    3: — 

Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW  said  Scotland 
was  very  much  interested  in  this  matter 
of  street  betting.  In  Scotland  there 
was  a  system  of  houses — of  flat  tene- 
ments approached  by  a  passage  or  a 
common  stair.  The  passage  and  com- 
mon stair  had  been  found  to  be  a  very 
convenient  situation  for  bookmakers 
to  take  up  a  position  in.  They  stood 
in  one  of  these  passages  during  the 
dinner  hour  when  the  working  men 
were  coming  home  to  their  meal,  and 
there  was  an  instance  where  a  book- 
maker induced  in  thirty  minutes  fifteen 
men  to  make  bets  with  him.  In  1903 
there  was  a  decision  in  Scotland  which 
held  that  a  passage  or  common  stair 
was  not  a  place  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Act.  He  begged  to  move  an 
Amendment  to  deal  with  this  point. 

• 

Amendment   proposed — 

*<  In  page  2;  line  20,  at  end,  to  add  the  words 
'and  '^ passage'*  includes  common  close  or 
common  stair  or  passase  leading  thereto ;  and, 
in  the  event  of  an  onender  failing  to  make 
payment  of  a  fine  imposed  under  Section  1,  (1), 
<a)  or  (6)  of  this  Act,  he  shall  be  liable  to 
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imprisonment  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  Acts.' " — {Mr, 
Th/omas  Shaw.) 


Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added.'' 


Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  entirely 
agreed  with  what  had  been  said  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  All  he  desired 
to  know  was  whether  under  the  Sum- 
mary Jurisdiction  Act  in  England  im- 
prisonment was  contemplated,  because 
if  so  he  thought  Scotland  should  be 
placed  on  an  equality  in  that  regard. 

L. 

Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW  said  he  beUeved 
that  was  so. 

Question  proposed,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW  said  he  hoped 
the  Committee  would  permit  him  to  add 
the  following  words,  which  he  thought 
were  necessary — 

'*  Any  offence  under  this  Act  may  be  tried 
before  the  Sheriff  Court.  " 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  with  Amendments;  as 
amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

2  Q 
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CENSUS  OF  PRODUCTION  BILL. 
Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Proposition  made  and  Question  pro- 
posed, "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Lord  BALCARRES  thought  that 
Parliament  ought  to  settle  generally 
within  certain  limits  how  often  this 
census  should  take  place.  What  he 
wished  to  refer  to  more  particularly 
were  the  last  words  of  Clause  3  under 
which  forms  had  to  be  prepared  to  give 
particulars  with  respect  to  production. 
The  words  of  the  clause  were  very  wide 
indeed,  and  people  did  not  like  to  give  to 
Government  Departments  the  whole  par- 
ticulars in  a  great  many  industrial 
occupations.  He  was  aware  that  it 
was  done  in  agriculture,  but  that  was  a 
very  open  industry  and  it  differed  en- 
tirely from  the  secret  processes  of 
manufacture  which  came  under  this 
Bill.  There  was  the  Wireless  Telegraphy 
Act  which  he  would  give  as  an  instance. 

Under  that  Act  nobody  might  practice 
wireless  telegraphy  without  a  licence 
from  the  Postmaster-General.  The  re- 
sult of  that  was  that  people  preferred  to 
run  the  risk  of  the  penalities  in  some 
instances  rather  than  allow  the  officials 
of  a  Public  Department  to  know  the 
secrets  of  their  business.  In  this  case 
there  were  certain  applications  of  what 
were  known  as  chemical  physics  which 
were  extremely  precious  and  which  it 
was  quite  unnecessary  that  a  Govern- 
ment Department  should  investigate.  If 
the  compiling  of  these  returns  was  carried 
out  in  any  hostile  or  inquisitorial  spirit 
the  value  of  them  would  be  absolutely 
nil.  As  the  objeet  of  this  Bill  was  purely 
statistical  the  measure  ought  not  to  be 
put  in  this  general  form.  It  was  like 
the  ordinary  Board  of  Trade  Return,  but 
it  was  placed  in  a  more  extended  form  and 
in  carrying  it  out  he  trusted  the  President 


of  the  Board  of  Trade  would  not  keep  it 
m  such  a  vague  and  extended  form 
because  that  might  defeat  the  object  he 
had  in  view.  There  was  a  great  deal  of 
anxiety  about  this  Bill  in  industries  which 
were  now  in  their  infancy.  Th6te  was  one 
particular  company  which  was  doing  much 
useful  work  in  the  development  of  wireless 
telegraphy,  and  he  was  sure  they  would 
suffer  all  the  penalites  rather  than  make 
returns  about  their  business.  He  would 
suggest  that  the  Bill  should  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee.    . 

Mr.  STUART  said  he  hardly  needed 
to  say  anything  but  ditto  to  what  the 
noble  Lord  had  said.  The  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  obtain  statistical  information 
as  to  the  course  of  trade  apart  from 
exports  and  imports.  There  were  many 
details  that  did  not  come  under  the 
statistics  required.  He  desired  to  second 
the  appeal  which  had  been  made  by  the 

noble  Lord  that  this  Bill  before  it  became 

law  should  go  before  a  Select  Committee. 

He  thought  that  would  calm  the  fears 

which  some  of  them  felt  and  he  hoped 

that   course    would    be   taken    by    the 

Government. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  regarded  this 
Bill  as  a  great  invasion  of  public  liberty. 
There  was  no  necessity  for  it  and  no 
case  had  been  made  out  for  it,  and  it 
was  a  deplorable  thing  that  such'  a  Bill 
should  come  on  during  the  dying  houra 
of  the  session.  He  regretted  that  thi» 
Bill  should  have  been  moved  without  a 
word  of  explanation  from  the  Board  of 
Trade  or  any  indication  of  the  nature 
of  its  provisions  showed  the  extia- 
ordinary  st|§e  of  things  which  the  House 
of  Commons  could  come  to  during  the 
hot  weather  of  the  month  of  August 
Supposing  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
had   been   President   of   the   Board  of 
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Trade  and  by  a  measure  of  this  sort  he 
had  got  into  his  hands  the  possibility 
of  prying  into  the  secrets  of  the  trade 
and  commerce  of  the  men  of  Birmingham. 
What  would  have  been  said  about  it  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ?    Where  was 
the  necessity  for  this  and  where  was  the 
demand    for    it  ?    They    were    simply 
sacrificing   their  liberty   to   a   gang   of 
clerks  in  Downing  Street.     Every  plum- 
ber or  every  man  who  was  employed 
upon  a  building  job  would  be  expected, 
under  this  Bill,  to  spend  hours  making 
a  public  return  or  run  the  risk  of  being 
fined   £10.    Who   wanted   this   return  ? 
They  were  told  that  manufacturers  were 
flourishing    and    that    free    trade    was 
triumphant  all  over  the  land.    This  was 
an  extraordinary  illustration  of  the  use 
the  Grovemment  were  making  of  their 
power  to  compel  every  man  to  make 
a  return  of  his  business.     This  Bill  lent 
itself  to  oppression  of  every  kind.    The 
(Government  if  they  could  save  a  single 
farthing  on  any  orders  would  send  their 
orders  to  Germany  instead  of  to  Ireland . 
would  the  Government  send  an  inspector 
to  Ireland  to  ascertain    why  Irish    in- 
dustries were  languishing  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Mr.  Lloyd-Georoe,  Carnarvon 
Boroughs)  assured  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  it  was  not  the  case  that 
he  did  not  wish  to  defend  the  measure. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Grentleman  was 
not  correct  in  saying  that  there  was  no 
demand  for  the  Bill.  The  Chambers  of 
Commerce  had  passed  a  unanimous 
resolution  in  favour  of  an  incjuiry  of  this 
character.  When  the  Bill  was  first 
introduced  there  was  no  voice  raised 
against  it,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  got  up 
and  supported  it,  expressing  the  hope  that 


it  would  be  passed    this   session.     His 
hon.  and  learned  friend  had  rather  exag- 
gerated the  dangers  of  the  Bill ;   he  said 
this  was  an  experiment  which  had  not 
been  tried  anjnvhere  before.  As  a  matter  of 
fact  this  was  a  system  which  had  been  in 
operation  in  the  United  States  for  fifty 
years.    It  had  been  exceedingly  succes- 
ful  there.    In  Australia  a  similar  Bill 
had  been  passed.    He  thought  it  would 
be  desirable  before  the  Bill   passed   the 
Souse  of  Commons  that  the  rules  to  be 
prescribed  should  be  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  so  that  anyone  would  have 
the  opportunity  of  scrutinising  them  and 
moving  the  excision  of  any  particular  part 
of  them.    He  had  received  a  deputation 
of  traders  who  expressed  the  wish  that  the 
clause  should  be  modified,  and  he  was 
able    to    remove    their    apprehensions. 
What  he  proposed  to  do  was,  under  the 
general    powers    taken    in    the  Bill,   to 
set  up  a  Committee  representing  trades 
and  industries  for  the  purpose  of  settling 
these  forms.    He  thought  that  would  be 
much  better  than  the  appointment  of 
a   Select   Committee    of   the   House   of 
Commons.    The  Committee  would  take 
into  account  all  the  points    raised    by 
the    hon.     Members    who    had   taken 
part    in    this  discussion.       The    noble 
Lord  had  expressed  anxiety  lest   secret 
processes  should  be  divulged.    He  could 
not  imagine  that  any  Committee  of  that 
character    would    frame    regulations    in 
such  a  way  as  to  invite  traders  to  divulge 
their    secret    processes  to  any  Govern- 
ment Department.     What  they  wanted 
to  know  was  the  aggregate  of  the  home 
trade.    They  knew  the  export  trade  in  the 
details   divulged   to   the   Customs.    At 
present  their  information  with  regard  to 
bome  trade  Was  more  ot  less  a  matter  of 
conjecture.    While  one  man  would  say 
that  it  was  £800,000,000,  another  would 
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say   that   it    was   £1,500,000,000  what  \      Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

they    wanted    was    to    ascertain     the 

aotual  facts  in  regard  to  our  industries 

from  decade  to  decade.    Hon.  Members 

might  rest  assured  that  there   was    no 

desire  to  have  an  inquisition  of  any  sort 

into  the  trade  of  any  man. 
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Bill  read  a  second  time  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 


PUBUC  WORKS  LOANS  (REPAYMENT) 
Resolution  reported : 

*'  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
extension  of  time  for  the  repajrment 
of  a  loan  made  by  the  Public  Works  Loan 
Commissioners  to  the  South  Staffordshire 
Mines  Drainage  Commissioners  in  pur. 
suance  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session, 
to  grant  money  for  the  purpose  of  certain 
Local  Loans  out  of  the  Local  Loans  Fund 
Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Klildare,  N.)   and  for  other  purposes  relating  to  Local 

Said  he  had  heard  some  objections  stated  !  Loans." 

by  an  hon.    Member    to  the    proposal 


Lord  BALCARRE8  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  would  consider  the 
propriety  of  making  the  Committee  statu- 
tory. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said  he  was 
prepared  to  consider  that  suggestion. 


Resolution  agreed  to. 


^n  the  Bill  to  obtain  returns  in  regard 
to  the  various  trades  of  the  country. 
The  right  hon.   Gentleman    boasted  of 

his  ignorance  of  figures  j  but  that  was  one  ^  ^  «,^TT«x,«r,  .^^^^  *  ^t^.  «,»  » 

,    ?  ,  ,  .  ,     ,     I  LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

of  the  exaggerated  statements  which  the  \ 

right    hon.   Gentleman  made  when    he '      ^'"°°«    *«'    disagreeing    to    Lords* 
wanted  to  score  a  point.    He  himself  was  i  Amendments  reported  and  agreed  to. 
rather  fond  of  figures  both  for  breakfast, 
lunch,  and  dinner,  and  he  hoped  that  the       '^^  ^  communicated  to  the  Lords. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  would 

get  all  the  statistics  possible,  and  have 

them  arranged  in  an  admirable  manner. 

A  short  time  ago  he  had  received  a  most ,  MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

interesting  return  on  all  the  industries  in  j      That  they  have  agreed  to  :    Marriage 

the  State  of  Massachusetts  which  he  would  I  with    Foreigners    Bill ;     Statute    Law 

be  glad  to  put  into  the  hands  of  the  right !  Revision  (Scotland)  Bill,  with  Amend- 

hon.   Gentleman.      Complaint  had  been  |  ments. 

made  about  the  want  of  statistics  of  the 


trade  of  Ireland.  It  was  true  that  the !  Whereupon  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  ad- 
journed the  House  without  Question  put, 
pursuant  to  the  Order  of  the  House  of  the 
13th  July  last. 


trade  of  Ireland  had  beenipractically  wiped 
out  more  than  a  century  ago,  and  that 
they  did  not  know  much  about  it.  They 
were  short  of  official  statistics  both  under 
the  old  Irish  Parliament  and  since  the 
Union. 

Mr,  Lloyd-George, 


Adjourned    at    a   quarter   after    Two 
o'clock  a.m. 
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EARLDOM  OF  NORFOLK. 

The  evidence  taken  and  the  speeches 
delivered  by  counsel  before  the  Com- 
mittee for  Privileges  to  be  printed. 
(No.  200.) 


Beparis^  dx. 
PETITIONS. 
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PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


I 


l|  The  Lord  Chancellor  aqoainted  the 
I  House,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
2k  had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificate 
*  from  the  Examiners  that  the  further 
S  Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  follow- 
^  ing  Bill  have  been  complied  with : 
Metropolitan  Electric  Supply. 

The  same  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

5  Buckhaven,  Methil,  and  Innerleven 
I  Burgh  Extension  Bill  .[H.rJ:  London 
S  Squares  and  Enclosures  Bill  [h.u]. 
*  Returned  from  the  Commons  agreed  to, 
"S  with  Amendments.  The  said  Amend- 
I  ments  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

Q  Open  Spaces  BUI;  Sutton  District 
v^  Water  Bill.  Returned  from  the  Commons 
^  with  the  Amendment  made  to  each  Bill 
\  agreed  to. 

Oround  Came  BUI ;  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (Ghis)  Bill ;  Ruther- 
^en  Burgh  Order  Confirmation  Bill; 
Kingston-upon-HuU  Corporation  Bill ; 
Pontefract  Corporation  Bill.  Returned 
from  the  Commons  with  the  Amendments 
agreed  to. 

Metropolitan  Electric  Supply  BiU. 
Ordered,  That  SUnding  Order  No.  93 
be  suspended ;  and  that  the  time  for 
depositmg  petitions  praying  to  be  heard 
against  the  Metropolitan  Electric  Supply 
Bill  be  extended  to  the  first  day  on 
which  the  House  shall  sit  after  the 
Recess. 

Hackney  Electricity  BUI ;  Hampstead 
Garden  Suburb  Bill;  London  County 
Council  (Money)  BiU;  North  West 
London  KaUway  BiU;  St.  Pancras 
Electricity  BUI;  South  Lincolnshire 
Water  BiU;  South  Wales  Electrical 
Power  Distribution  Company  BUI ;  Wat- 
ford and  Edgware  Railway  Bill;  Lan- 
cashire Electric  Power  Bill;  Returned 
from  the  Commons,  with  the  Amend- 
ments agreed  to. 

VOL.  CLXIL    [Fourth  Series.] 


i 


EDUCATION  (ENGLAND   AND  WALES) 

BILL. 

Petitions  against;  of  Inhabitants  of 
Carshalton  ;  Whejpstead ;  Llandegfau  ; 
Mendham;  Runweu;  Evthome;  Hems-' 
well ;  Harpswell ;  Stoke  Newington 
(Parish  of  St.  Faith's);  Northwood; 
Urambe ;  Everley ;  Sowton ;  Brighton  ; 
Elton;  Stambermill;  Staunton-on-Wye ; 
Public  Elementary  Schools  in  Diocese  of 
Ely ;  Bolton  (Parish  of  St.  George  the 
Martyr) ;  Granby ;  WorminghaU ;  Kilk- 
hampton  ;  Basildon ;  Little  Malvern ; 
Bylcnau  ;  Llangranog  ;  Laindon  ;  Hin- 
ton  ;  Blewett ;  Brighton ;  Ebwthom ; 
Monewden  ;  Helindon ;  Paulerspury  ; 
Parish  of  St.  Peter*s,  Hindley ;  Parish  of 
All  Saints,  Wigan ;  and  Colwyn  Bay ; 
Read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

EDUCATION. 

Petitions  in  favour  of  mainteniaoice  of 
existing  religious  teaching  in  Church  of 
England  schools ;  of  parents  and  guardians 
of  children  attending  school  at  St.  John's 
National  School ;  and  Brindle ;  Read, 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


LAND    REGISTRY    (LAND   TRANSFER 
ACTS,  1875  AND  1897). 

Report  of  the  Registrar  of  the  Land 
Registry  for  the  years  1902,  1903,  1904, 
and  1905,  as  to  the  work  of  constructing 
a  general  register  of  title  for  the  county 
of  London. 

MARRIAGES,    BIRTHS,    AND    DEATHS 

(IRELAND). 

Annual  Report  of  the  Registrar- 
Greneral  for  Ireland,  for  the  year  1905. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND). 

Return  of  Evictions  in  Ireland  for  the 
quarter  ended  30th  June  19C6. 

LUNACY  (IRELAND). 

Supplement  of  the  Fifty-fourth  Annual 
Report  of  the  Inspectors  of  Lunatics  in 
Ireland,  being  a  special  report  on  the 
alleged  increase  of  lunacy  in  Ireland. 

QUEEN'S  COLLEGE,  BELFAST. 

Annual  Report  of  the  President  for 
the  year  1905-6. 

2  R 
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WAR  STORES  IN   SOUTH  AFRICA 
( ROYAL  COMMISSION). 

Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  on 
War  Stores  in  South  Africa,  together 
with  appendices  and  minutes  of  evidence 
(four  volumes). 

Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

ARMY  (PENSIONS). 

Return  for  the  year  ended  3l8t  March 
1906  of  pensions  specially,  granted  under 
Articles  730,  1173a,  and  1207  of  the  Pay 
Warrant. 

RAILWAY  SERVANTS  (HOURS   OF 

LABOUR). 

Report  by  the  Board  of  Trade  respect- 
ing their  proceedings  under  the  Railway 
Regulation  Act,  1893,  during  the  year 
ended  27th  July  1906. 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to 
Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

CRIMINAL  APPEAL  BILLS. 

Return  respecting ;  kid  before  the 
House  (pursuant  to  Address  of  the  3rd  of 
May  last),  and  to  be  printed.     (No.  201.) 

PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1* ; 
to  be  printed;  and  to  be  read  2*  To- 
morrow. (The  Lord  Privy  Seal  \M. 
Ripon]).     (No.  202.) 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  ACT 
(1898)  AMENDMENT  BILL 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1* ; 
to  be  printed;  and  to  be  read  2*  To- 
morrow; (The  Lord  Ribblesdale).  (No. 
203.) 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
SUnding    Order    No.    XXXIX.    con- 
sidered (according  to  Order),  and  sus- 
pended for  this  day's  sitting. 


Commons'  Amendments  to  the  Lords' 
Amendments,  and  the  reason  for  dis- 
agreeing to  pertain  of  the  Lords*  Amend* 
ments.  I  '  have  had  some  private 
conversation  with  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  on  this  subject.  The  matter 
raised  is  one  of  very  gteat  imi>ortance 
to  your  Lordships,  and  I  think  it  would 
be  clearly  advisable  that  we  should 
have  a  Uttle  more  time  to  consider  the 
issue  in  all  its  bearings.  I  understand 
that  with  the  concurrence  of  the  noUe 
Marquess  the  matter  may  be  taken 
either  later  this  evening  or  to-morrow. 

The  LORD  PRm!  SEAL  (The  Mar- 
quess of  Ripon)  :  M>  Lords,  this  is  a  very 
serious  matter  indeed,  or  might  become 
a  very  serious  matter,  and  I  entirely 
agree  with  my  noble  friend  that  we 
should  give  as  much  time  as  possible 
consistent  with  the  approaching  ad- 
journment, for  the  consideration  of  the 
matter.  Therefore  the  Commons'  Amend- 
ments will  be  considered  either  later 
this  evening  or  to-morrow. 


LOCAL  AUT«ORITIES  (TRANSFER  OF 
TREASURY  POWERS)  BILL 

Read  2*  (according  to  Order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 


LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

*Thb  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE: 
My  Lords,  I  see  by  the  Order  Paper  that 
we  are  to  be  invited  to  consider  the 


EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 

BILL. 

[Second  Readinq.] 

Order  of  the  Day  read  for  the  adjourned 
debate  on  the  Motion  for  the  Second 
Reading. 

♦The  Duke  oi*  DEVONSHIRB  :  My 
Lords,  there  appeared  on  the  Paper 
yesterday  notices  of  two  Amendments 
either  of  which,  if  passed,  would  bave 
been  fatal  to  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  BilL  I  am  glad,  however,  to  think 
that  both  these  notices  have  been  with- 
drawn, and  I  gather,  from  the  speeches 
which  were  made  from  this  side  of  the 
House  yesterday,  that  there  is  no  Inten- 
tion in  any  quarter  of  the  House  to  oppose 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill.  I  think 
that  the  decision  thus  arrived  at  on  the 
part  of  the  Opposition  is  a  wise  one. 
Whatever  we  may  think  of  tiiis  Bill, 
however  we  may  object  to  some  of  its 
provisions,  however  we  may  regret  the 
spirit  in  which  it  appears  to  have  been 
framed,  whatever  we  may  think  of  the 
injustice  and  the  hardships,  the  un- 
necessary hardships,  as  some  of  us  believe, 
which  will  be  inflicted  by  this  Bill  on  the 
owners  and  trustees  of  voluntary  schools 
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and  on  large  classes  of  parents,  whatever 
infringement  we  may  hold  that  it  con- 
tains of  the  principles  of  religious  freedom 
and  toleration,  still  the  Bill  comes  to  ns 
sanctioned  by  so  great  a  majority  of  the 
other  Honse  that,  even  if  we  thought  it 
was  incapable  of  Amendment  such  as 
would  make  it  a  fair  and  final  settlement 
of  the  education  question,  it  would  be  our 
duty  to  give  the  fullest  consideration  to 
its  principles. 

It  will  be  our  duty,  I  think,  to  reserve 
our  final  judgment  on  the  measure  until 
we  see  what  is  its  shape  after  the  Com- 
mittee stage  ;  until  we  know  what  con- 
cessions, if  any,  his  Majesty's  (Govern- 
ment are  prepared  to  make,  and,  if 
no  concessions  are  made,  by  what  reasons 
their  refusal  can  be  justified.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  Gk>vemment  will  deny 
that  the  Bill  does  require  very  full 
consideration  on  the  part  of  this  JBEouse. 
Although  it  comes  to  us  backed  by 
a  very  large  majority  of  the  other  House, 
still  the  discussions  in  the  other  House 
have  revealed  differences  of  opinion  on 
the  part  of  considerable  sections  of  that 
majority  which  deprive  its  verdict  of  the 
weight  which  it  might  otherwise  have 
possessed.  Party  allegiance,  no  doubt, 
has  enabled  the  Grovemment  to  carry 
the  whole  of  their  proposals  by  very 
large  majorities,  and  has  enabled  them 
to  defeat  Amendments  which  they 
considered  inconsistent  with  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Bill.  But  it  has  not  been 
accepted  as  a  final  settlement  with 
anything  approaching  unanimity. 

The  concessions  to  the  voluntary 
schook  which  the  Bill  contains  have 
called  forth  loud  protests  from  a  section 
of  the  Nonconformist  supporters  of  the 
Government,  and  in  the  course  of  the 
discussions  a  large  and  increasing  body 
of  opinion  has  manifested  itself  in  some 
sections  of  the  House,  especially  among 
the  members  of  the  Labour  Party,  in 
favour  of  a  system  of  education  based 
upon  secular  principles  as  opposed  to 
a  denominational  or  an  undenominational 
system  of  religious  teaching.  Therefore 
we  are  entitlui  to  satisfy  ourselves  as 
far  as  we  can  that  in  passing  this  measure , 
in  its  present  form  or  in  an  amended  ^ 
shape  that  we  should  be  giving  effect 
to  the  clear  opinions  of  even  the  majority 
in  another  place. 


We  shall  all  desire  in  this  debate  to 
confine  ourselves  to  a  discussion  of  the 
principles  of  the  Bill,  but  I  confess  that 
I  find  it  rather  difficult  to  discover 
what  are  the  principles  that  this  Bill 
contains.  Mr.  Birrell,  in  introducing  the 
measure  stated  two  principles,  or  rather 
one  principle  and  an  opinion.  He  stated 
that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  that, 
where  public  mcmey  was  taken,  complete 
public  control  must  of  necessity  follow, 
and  in  a  later  passage  in  his  speeeh  he 
said  the  Bill  was  based  upon  the  happy 
experience  of  thirty-six  years  of  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching.  I,  and  I  think  most 
of  your  Lord^ips,  fully  accept  the 
principle  of  public  control,  but  I  do  not 
think  it  carries  us  very  far.  I  do  not 
think  that  Parliament  has  ever  acted 
upon  any  other  principle.  That  prin- 
ciple only  asserts  what  nobody  would 
dream  of  denying,  that  whrai  Parlia- 
ment takes  the  money  of  the  public 
either  in  the  form  of  taxes  or  of  rates 
it  is  bound  to  control  the  appUcation 
of  those  funds. 

But  as  I  had  to  argue  over  and  over 
again  in  1902,  chiefly,  I  think,  with  my 
noble  friend  Lord  Rosebery,  whom  I  am 
happy  to  see  in  his  place,  that  control  may 
be  exercised  in  two  ways.  It  may  either 
be  exercised  by  direct  instruction  given 
by  Parliament  as  representing  the  whole 
body  of  taxpayers,  and  that  control  may 
be  exercised  through  a  State  Depart* 
ment  presided  over  by  a  Minister  respon- 
sible to  Parliament;  or,  on  the  other 
hand.  Parliament  may  delegate  all  oi 
some  of  its  powers  more  or  less  com- 
pletely to  local  authorities  as  repre- 
senting the  ratepayers.  As  a  matter 
of  fact  Parliament,  in  educational  legis- 
lation, has  always  so  divided  the  control 
which  it  has  exercised  over  funds  applied 
to  public  elementary  education. 

Under  the  Act  of  1870  schools  were 
for  the  first  time  built  and  wholly  main- 
tained at  the  public  expense.  Parlia- 
ment then  decided  to  leave  the  manage- 
ment of  these  schools,  the  appointment 
of  the  managers  and  teachers,  and  the 
direction  of  secular  education  given  in 
them  entirely  to  the  local  authorities, 
subject  only  to  the  inspection  of  the 
Education  Department  to  secure  the 
efficiency  of  the  education  given.  An 
to  religious  education.  Parliament  per- 
mitted one  form   only,   that  which  is 
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known  &8  the  Cowpei-Temple  fonn  of 
teaching.  But  it  left  the  local  authori- 
ties to  decide  whether  religious  instruction 
sliould  be  given  at  all,  and  it  left  them 
also  largely  to  decide  what  character 
that  undenominational  teaching  should 
assume.  In  1870  largely  increased  grants 
were  given  to  the  voluntary  schools,  and 
Parliament  at  the  same  time  decided 
what  sort  of  additional  control  should 
be  exercised  over  these  schools.  The 
decision  to  which  Parliament  came  was 
to  give  the  school  boards  no  control 
whatever  over  these  schools.  It  re- 
quired a  certain  standard  of  efficiency 
tested  by  strict  inspection,  but  it  left 
the  management  and  the  appointment 
of  the  managers  and  teachers  wholly 
to  the  owners  or  trustees  of  these  schools. 

As  to  religious  instruction.  Parliament 
did  not  int^ere  at  all  with  the  previous 
arrangements,  except  to  insist  upon  the 
conscience  clause  being  observed  in  every 
case.  Parliament  in  1870  deliberately,  and 
*  as  I  think  rightlv,  decided  to  adopt  dif- 
ferent forms  of  control  for  different 
schools,  di£Eerently  provided  and  differ- 
ently maintained. 

Under  the  Act  of  1902  almost  the  whole 
cost  of  the  maintenance  of  the  voluntary 
schools  was,  for  the  first  time,  thrown 
upon  the  rates.  That  rendered  a  further 
measure  of  public  control  necessary 
for  them.  Parliament  thought  fit  in  1902 
to  enact  that  the  local  authorities  should, 
for  the  first  time,  have  complete  control 
over  the  secular  education  given  in  those 
schools,  and  gave  them  a  share,  if  not  a 
preponderating  share,  in  the  management 
of  those  schools  and  the  appointment  of 
the  teachers.  At  the  same  time  Parlia- 
ment thought  fit  to  take  securities  for 
preserving  the  denominational  charact:er 
of  those  schools.  That  may  have  been  a 
wise  or  an  unwise  arrangement.  It  was 
not  an  arrangement,  in  my  opinion,  in 
contravention  of  the  principle  of  public 
control,  which,  under  the  Act  of  1902, 
was  exercised,  as  it  always  had  been, 
partly  by  Parliament  and  partly  left  to 
the  discretion  of  the  local  authorities. 

The  Bill,  in  my  opinion,  makes  no 
advance  whatever  in  regard  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  public  control.  It  proceeds  on 
the  old  lines.  The  control  exercised  by 
the  State  over  all  the  schools  is  still  one 
which    is    divided    between    regulations 
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framed  by  Parliament  and  the  delegation 
of  the  jpowen  ot  Parliament  to  the  local 
authorities.  It  you  mdant  by  public 
control  complete  local  control  over  all 
the  schools,  you  would  have  to  allow  thd 
local  audiorities  to  decide  what  religk)ll 
should  be  taught.  But  you  do  nothing 
of  the  sort;  you  maintain,  you  even 
extend)  thtd  j^tohibition  in  the  Act  of  1870 
against  any  but  tmd^nominational  in* 
struction  in  council  schools.  Vou  extend 
it,  for  you  will  not  even  allow  Oowpeif- 
Temple  teaehing  in  school  hours.  Tott 
extend  it,  because  this  Bill  gives  tio  dls* 
cretion  to  local  authorities ;  it  extends 
the  prohibitions  of  the  Cowper-Temple 
Clause  of  the  Act  Of  1870  to  transferred 
schoob,  and  the  limitation  of  lodal  cont^ 
is  maintained  and  extended  Ufider  the 
present  Bill.  Th^  prohibitory  character 
of  the  former  is  always  extended  in  the 
direction  of  discouragmg  religious  teach* 
ing,  denominational  or  undenominational. 

The  settlement  of  1902  w&s  alwftys 
opposed  by  a  considerabfe  minority'^ 
by  a  large  minority  in  the  other  HousCi 
by  a  small  minority  here.  That  minority 
in  the  present  Pa^rliament  has  become 
a  large  majority  in  the  other  House,  and 
of  course  it  is  open  to  that  majority  if 
they  think  fit  to  revise  or  even  to  reverse 
that  settlement.  But  I  take  it  that  a 
reversal  is  not  the  inevitable  or  logical 
consequence  of  acceptance  of  the  j^* 
ciple  of  control  by  a  local  authority, 
but  of  the  altered  opinion  of  the  other 
House.  I  am  afraid  that  so  long  as 
wide  differences  of  opinion  exist  between 
us  on  religious  mattcors  it  is  idle  to  expect 
that  we  can  arrive  at  any  finality  upon 
the  religious  question  in  elementary 
schools.  We  cannot  arrive  at  that 
unless  we  can  find  a  compromise  in  prin- 
ciple universally  or  generally  accepted. 

True,  the  settlement  of  1902  was 
founded  on  a  principle  not  universally 
accepted,  and  it  is  also  true  that  the 
principle  upon  which  your  Bill  is  founded 
is  either  not  understood,  or  certainly 
not  accept^  by  very  large  numbers 
in  the  community  ;  and  unless  you  can 
find  some  compromise  founded  on  a 
principle  we  can  all  accept,  the  cr.use 
of  education  must  continue  during  the 

Present,  the  next,  and  perhaps  many 
^rliaments  to  be  disturbed  and  weakened 
by  a  perpetual  recurrence  of  the  religious 
difficulty.    I  find,  therefore,  very  little 
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or  no  assistanoe  in  the  principle  invoked 
by  Mr.  Birrell  as  the  principle  of  the 
present  Bill. 

I  think  we  must  regard  the  proposals 
we  find  in  these  clauses  as  separate  un- 
connected— perhaps  I  might  call  them 
empirical — ^proposals  that  must  be  dis- 
cussed on  their  own  merits,  not  as  bearing 
upon  a  general  and  accepted  principle, 
and  such  a  discussion  is  more  appropriate 
to  Committee.  Some  of  the  proposals 
in  the  Bill  are  of  an  extremely  intricate 
and  complicated  character  difficult  to 
understand,  but  the  first  clause  has, 
I  admit,  an  engaging  appearance  of 
simplicity,  and  I  believe  there  is  a 
general  disposition,  even  on  the  part  of 
many  who  think  that  large  Amendments 
will  be  necessary,  to  accept  the  principle 
of  the  first  clause.  I  imagine  many 
of  your  Lordships  have  seen  the  *'  Lay  " 
memorial  addressed  to  the  most  rev. 
Primate  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury 
by  a  number  of  eminent  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  not  being  Members 
of  either  House  of  Parliament,  a  memorial 
which  has,  I  beUeve,  received  the  bene- 
diction of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  the 
Bishop  of  Ripon,  whose  speech  last 
night  I  regret  I  did  not  hear.  The  first 
statement  in  that  memorial  declares, 
as  in  accordance  with  the  plain  will  of 
the  people  acceptance  of  the  funda- 
mental principle  contained  in  Clause  1. 

Now.  I  am  not  quite  sure,  as  I  think 
I  have  indicated,  that  I  know  exactly 
what  is  the  fundamental  principle  em- 
bodied in  Clause  1,  and  perhaps  it  is 
more  important  to  try  to  ascertain  what 
will  be  the  effect  of  the  clause.  Having 
discovered  that  we  shall  be  in  a  better 
position  to  ascertain  how  far  that  effect 
will  be  qualified  or  mitigated  by  subse- 
quent clauses.  The  clause  enacts  that 
transferred  schools  are  to  become  provided 
schools  and  subject  therefore  to  all  the 
in-idents  of  provided  schools,  including 
the  Cowper-Ten»ple  clause.  What  is 
the  Ccwper-Temple  clause  ?  It  is  very 
often  spoken  of  as  if  it  were  a  clause 
establishing  some  sort  of  reUgious 
teaching,  but  it  does  nothing  of  the 
kind.  The  Cowper-Temple  clause  is 
simply  prohibitory,  and  merely  enacts 
that  no  catechism  or  religious  formulary 
shall  be  taught.  This  teaching,  then, 
is  prohibited  in  transferred  schools. 


But  then  Clauses  3  and  4  go  on  to 
enact  that  in  certain  transferred  schools 
religious  formularies  may  in  different 
degrees  be  taught — ^a  curious  method  of 
drafting.  I  trust  the  Nonconformist 
supporters  of  His  Majesty's  Government 
will  take  note  that  the  present  (Govern- 
ment is  responsible  for  the  partial  repeal, 
at  all  events,  of  the  Cowper-Temple 
clause  in  certain  classes  of  provided 
schools.  Though  the  clause  is  prohibitory 
only,  a  certain  form  of  religious  teaching 
has  grown  out  of  it;  and  I  conceive 
that  the  real  effect  will  be  to  give  a 
preference,  a  strong  and  decided  pre- 
ference, to  that  form  of  undenominational 
teaching  over  any  other  form  of  religious 
teaching  the  schools  may  have  been 
established  and  subscribed  for  to  provide. 
Undenominational  teaching  may  be  given 
by  teachers  at  the  expense  of  the  State, 
but  other  forms  of  teaching  are  to  be 
treated  as  extras,  to  be  given  not  by 
expert  teachers  and  to  be  paid  for,  not  by 
the  State,  but  by  the  trustees.  I  confess 
it  seems  to  me  to  be  a  singular  arrange- 
ment, and,  whether  it  be  good  or  bad,  I 
deny  that  it  is  in  accordance  with  the 
clearly  expressed  will  of  the  people. 

I  deny  that  the  Oovernment  has 
received  among  its  numerous  mandates 
any  mandate  for  the  creation  of  a  set 
of  schools  in  which  denominational 
teaching  shall  be  permitted  but  disoour* 
aged  and  placed  under  disabilities. 
I  am  not  qualified  to  discuss  from  a 
theological  point  of  view  simple  Bible 
teaching,  the  teaching  of  the  great  truths 
of  Christianity,  or  any  form  of  religious 
teaching  which  supporters  or  opponents 
of  the  Cowper-Temple  clause  may  prefer 
to  call  it,  but  certainly  I  entertain 
for  the  Cowper-Temple  clause  no  such 
aversion  as  has  been  expressed  by  many 
on  both  sides  of  political  opinion  in  the 
other  House.  I  recognise  that  it  is 
accepted  as  a  satisfactory  form  of  re- 
ligious teaching  for  children,  as  opposed 
to  adults,  by  a  great  many  sincere  and 
earnest  Christians,  and  by  a  very  large 
body  of  parents  of  children.  I  recognise 
also  that  it  is  regarded  by  others  as 
insufficient,  and  by  some  as  actually 
mischievous,  and  among  these  are  ic- 
eluded  a  number  of  parents  of  children 
attending  elementary  schools. 

But  I  confess  I  cannot  imderstand  the 
view  of  those  who  dogmatically  assert 
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that  while  Roman  Catholics  or  Jews 
cannot  be  expected  to  accept  this  form 
of  teaching  it  is  good  enough,  or  ought 
to  be  good  enough,  for  all  Protestants. 
I  do  not  claim  to  decide  whether  it  is 
good  enough,  or  ought  to  be  good  enough, 
for  Protestants.  It  is  quite  enough  for 
me  to  know  that  there  are  a  great  many 
whose  opinions  are  entitled  to  respect 
who  do  not  think  that  it  is.  good  enough  ; 
and  I  regard  it  as  unreasonable  and, 
what  is  worse  than  unreasonable,  as 
intolerant,  to  attempt  to  force  it  upon 
those  who  hold  that  opinion,  to  the 
exclusion  of  any  more  definite  form 
of  religious  teaching.  And,  therefore, 
my  Lords,  although  I  think  that  this 
Bill  goes  much  further  than  is  necessary 
in  establishing  the  Cowper-Templa  form 
of  teaching  in  every  one  of  our  elementary 
schools,  I  am  glad  that  His  Majesty's 
Government  have  refused  to  yield  to 
the  pressure  which  has  been  placed  upon 
them  by  those  who  would  impose  it 
indiscriminately  and  without  exception 
upon  every  school.    But  that  is  not  alL 

Besides  the  Cowper-Temple  clause 
there  is  another  incident  attaching  to 
transferred  schools  in  their  new  char- 
acter of  provided  schools.  The  managers 
will  be  appointed  in  future  by  the  local 
authority,  and  the  teachers  will  be 
appointed  by  the  same  body.  The 
effect  of  that  is,  that  every  security 
that  has  been  provided  by  the  deeds  of 
Church  schools  for  having  Church 
teaching  by  Church  people  in  Church 
schools  will  be  absolutely  swept  away. 
The  trustees  of  those  schools  may  not 
inconceivably  see  instruction  given  under 
the  name  of  simple  Bible  teaching  which 
it  will  be  their  duty  to  their  very  utmost 
to  counteract  as  far  as  they  can  in  the 
two  da3n3  of  the  week  in  which  they  or 
the  teachers  appointed  by  them  have 
liberty  to  enter  the  school.  And  this, 
my  Lords,  is  the  plan  of  the  Government 
for  establishing  religious  peace  and 
solving  the  religious  difficulty.  This 
is  a  consequence  graver  and  &tr  more 
injurious  to  the  religious  character  of 
the  voluntary  schools  and  to  their 
objects  than  the  mere  introduction  into 
them  of  Cowper-Temple  teaching.  This 
consequence  the  Bill  makes  no  effort 
whatever  to  avert. 

There  are  other  clauses  in  the  Bill 
which  extend  the  effect,  which  I  have 
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endeavoured  to  describe,  of  Clause  1. 
They  appear  to  be  designed  to  discourage, 
if  not  actually  to  forbid,  all  teaching  of 
religion,  whether  denominational  or  un- 
denominational. Both  these  forms  are 
now  to  be  excluded  in  school  hours,  and,  as 
to  denominational  instruction,  teacher», 
even  if  willing  and  anxious  to  give 
that  instruction,  are  prohibited  by  the 
Bill  so  to  do.  I  should  like  to  ask  what 
is  the  necessity  for  such  sweeping  and 
drastic  changes.  I  think  I  have  shown 
that  they  are  not  the  necessary  and 
inevitable  consequence  of  the  accepted 
principle  of  public  control.  They  are 
not  necessary  to  the  efficiency  of  secular 
teaching  in  our  schools. 

In  my  opinion,  the  only  justification 
for  the  revision  of  the  Acts  of  1870  and 
1902  lies  in  the  existence  of  a  grievance 
of  certain  parents  which,  I  believe,  all 
of  us  are  ready  to  admit.  That  grievance 
has  existed  since  1870 ;  it  is  not  removed, 
I  admit,  by  the  Act  of  1902.  That 
grievance  consists  in  this.  A  parent, 
perhaps  a  Nonconformist  parent,  while 
he  has  in  some,  not  by  any  means  in  all, 
districts  to  pay  rates  and  taxes  in 
support  of  denominational  schools,  has 
no  access  for  his  own  children  to  the 
religious  instruction  which  he  himself 
wotdd  accept  for  them.  That  is  a 
grievance  which  I  think  we  all  admit, 
and  would  all  be  ready  to  the  utmost 
of  our  power  to  attempt  to  remedy. 
But  we  muBl  remember  that  Roman 
Catholics  and  members  of  the  Church 
of  England  in  other  districts  when  there 
is  no  school  accommodation  except  in 
board  or  coimcil  schools  have  precisely 
the  same  grievance  of  being  forced  to 
support  those  schools  although  they  can- 
not get  in  them,  or  anjrwhere,  the  religioufi 
instruction  which  they  desire.  If  justice 
requires  us  to  redress  one  of  thofe 
grievances,  surely  justice  also  requires 
that  we  should  attempt  to  redress  the 
other. 

I  have  no  doubt  Amendments  will  be 
moved  in  this  House  for  obtaining 
facilities  for  denominational  teaching  in 
council  schools.  For  m3n3elf,  I  desire  to 
see  as  little  disturbance  as  possible 
of  our  existing  sjrstem,  and  I  do  not 
desire  to  commit  myself  to  support 
such  Amendments,  until  I  see  what,  if 
any,  concessions  the  Government  are 
prepared  to  make  in  regard  to  giving 
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zeal  facilities  for  denominational  teaching 
in  the  transferred  schools.  But  if  no 
concessions  in  that  direction  are  to  be 
made,  then  I  am  of  opinion  that  there 
is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  for  a  provbion 
which  wiU  place  all  provided  schools 
on  the  same  footing  in  regard  to  religious, 
as  well  as  to  secular,  instruction. 

But  while  I  do  not  desire  to  commit 
myself  to  any  proposals  for  altering  the 
8iatu8  of  the  present  council  schools — ^I 
am  dealing  only  for  a  moment  with  the 
Nonconformist  grievance,  which  I  think 
is  the  sole  justification  for  amending  the 
provision  of  the  Act  of  1902 — ^I  may  say 
that  it  appears  to  me  that  the  problem 
which  has  to  be  solved  is  that,  when 
parents  in  any  appreciable  number  desire 
thai  they  should  have  access  to  Cowper- 
Temple  or  undenominational  teaching, 
means  should  be  found  for  providing  them 
with  such  access.  But  that  does  not 
seem  to  me  to  be  a  problem  which  ought 
to  be  insoluble  by  means  less  violent  and 
drastic  than  those  provided  in  the  BilL 
I  cannot  think  that  this  not  very  heroic 
task  makes  it  necessary  to  disturb  the 
religious  character  of  every  voluntary 
school  and  to  remove  every  security  that 
remains  in  respect  to  it  whether  these 
schools  be  Church  schools.  Catholic 
schools,  or  Jewish  schools.  There  are,  not 
in  towns  alone  but  in  the  rural  districts 
also,  hundreds,  and  I  think  thousands, 
of  them  against  which  no  voico  of  com- 
plaint has  ever  been  raised,  which  ofiend 
no  conscience,  and  which  are  doing 
good  work  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
parents  of  the  children  who  attend  them, 
to  whatever  religious  persuasion  they 
belong. 

With  regard  to  such  schools  as  these, 
under  such  circumstances  as  I  have 
described,  I  am  tempted  to  ask — Why 
cannot  you  leave  them  alone  ?  Why 
are  you,  without  inquiry,  without  exami- 
nation, without  inviting  any  friendly 
discussion  between  local  authorities  and 
trustees  of  voluntary  schools,  going  to 
impose  upon  those  schools  a  uniform  and 

cast-iron    rule  which  will  offend  the ' 
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of  that  GU>veminent  who  are  going,  to 
take  part  in  this  debate  whether  the 
description  I  have  given  of  a  large  num- 
ber of  existing  schools  in  the  county 
is  not  a  true  one,  and  I  will  ask  them 
to  say  for  what  reason  the  good  work 
which  they  are  doing  is  to  be  disturbed. 


The  most  rev.  Primate,  in  the  great 
speech  which  he  addressed  to  the  House 
yesterday,  indicated  Amendments  which 
he  thought  might  be  moved  on  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill  with  the  objecti  i4  some  degree, 
of  making  them  more  effectual  for  the 
purpose  which  they  profess  to  Have  in 
view.  The  most  rev.  Primate  suggest^ 
Amendments  which  might  maife  the 
facilities  so  grudgingly  given  in  the  Bill 
real ;  and,  as  I  understood  hun,  he 
proposed  to  expunge  some  of  those 
clauses  which  appear  to  bie  directly  aimed 
at  the  destruction  of  the  security  for  the 
efficiency  of  religious  instruction,  either 
denominational  or  undenominational, 
hereafter  to  be  taught  in  our  schools.  I 
believe  I  am  entirely  in  sympathy  with 
the  suggestions  of  the  most  rev.  Primate  ; 
but  there  is  one  point  on  which  I  cannot 
altogether  agree  with  him. 

.  The  most  rev.  Primate  said  tiiat  in  his 
opinion  a  great  opportunity  for  a  great 
measure  had  been  lost.  My  Lords,  in 
the  present  divided  state  of  opinion  on 
religious  matters  to  which  I  have  referred, 
I  doubt  whether  any  measure,  however 
wisely  framed,  however  moderate,  or 
however  tolerant  it  might  be — ^I  doubt 
whether  any  great  measure  dealing  with 
this  difficidt  problem  could  be  made 
acceptable.  I  hold,  on  the  contrary^ 
that  the  Government  have  immensely 
exaggerated  the  magnittsde  of  the  ^ques- 
tion with  whidi  it  is  necessary  for  tiiem 
to  deal.  I  believe  that  but  for  political 
exigencies  thi)  .question  might  have  been 
dealt  with  on  Jar  less  ambitious  liaes^  I 
think  the  Goyemment  themselves  have 
shown  some  perception  of  this  fact ;  f or 
they  have  introduced  clauses  the  object 
and  intention  of  which  appear  to-  be  to 
mitigate  the  rigour  of  the  treatment 
consciences  of  as  many  as,  if  not  a  larger    which  the  first  clause  and  other  clauses 


a 


number  of  parents-  than  those  whom 
you  are  going  to  please  ?  I  know  that 
this  suggestion  noil  be  considered  an 
audacious  one,  and  will  be  absolutely 
scouted  by  members  of  his  Majesty's 
Government,   but  I  ask  any  members 


will  impose  on  voluntary  schools.  I 
fear  that  the  scope  and  effect  of  those 
clauses  arct  too  wide  and  far  reaching  to 
make  ^  them  susceptible  to  substantial 
mitigation.  At  all  events,  in  their  pre- 
sent  form,  as   amended   in   the    other 
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Rottae,  they  are  extremely  complicated, 
.  intricate,  and»  I  think  I  may  say  of  some 
of  them,  almost  unintelligible.  I  shall 
not  attempt  on  this  occasion  to  discuss 
them.  I  will  only  say  that  these  clauses 
appear  to  me  to  fall  short  to  an  un- 
necessary degree  of  what  I  may  call  a  just 
and  tolciiht  arrangement.  I  am,  there- 
fore, co^iK^^nt  that  no  Amendment  that 
can  be  aevised  to  the  framework  of  this 
Bill  can  make  of  it  a  final  settlement  or 
one  which  Can  be  acceptable  to  those 
who  care  tot  4nd  value  definite  religious 
teaching.  Btffl  less  can  I  expect  the 
OovemmdhV  fettered  as  they  are  by 
one  of  thw  supposed  mandates  and 
exposed  to  tiie  pressure  which  has  been 
constantly  applied  to  them  throughout 
the  discissions  in  the  other  House  by 
some  of  their  extreme  supporters,  will  be 
permitted  to  agree  to  many  of  the 
Amendments  wUch  may  be  proposed, 
however  reasonable  they  may  appear 
to  be. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  this  House 
should  decline  to  undertake  a  task  which 
appears  to  be  almost  an  impossible  one, 
dnd  should  leave  to  the  Government 
the  tesponubility^  of  passing  an  un- 
amended Bill  which  will  probably  prove 
unworkable  and  will  certainly  produce 
widespread  and  strong  reaction.  I  think 
that  this  House,  if  it  adopted  any  such 
suggestion,  would  be  failing  .in  its  duty. 
I  think  it  is  o|ir  duty,  however  little  hope 
we  may  have  of  success,  to  approach 
the  consideration  of  this  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee with  a  firm  and  strong  desire  to 
mitigate  every  grievance  which  can  be 
proved,  and  at  the  same  time  to  obtain 
sc»ne  securities  for  religious  instruction 
in  our  schools,  which  I  believe  the  country 
is  determined  to  have  in  some  form  or 
another.  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  this 
House  to  endeavour  to  show  the  country 
that  there  are  alternatives  to  the  violent 
and  unnecessary  disturbance  of  our 
educational  system  which,  with  all  its 
faults  and  imperfections,  has  for  thirty- 
six  years  done  a  work  of  which  we  have  no 
cause  to  be  ashamed ;  and  until  we  have 
done  this,  until  we  know  how  our  efforts 
in  these  directions  will  be  regarded  by 
His  Majesty's  Government  and  by  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  we  shall  not 
be  called  upon  to  make  the  final  and 
momontous  decision  which  at  son  e  later 
period  we  may  have  to  take  and  which 
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may  involve  consequences  far  wider  even 
than  any  that  are  involved  in  connection 
with  the  present  measure. 

♦The  lord  BISHOP  of  80UTH- 
WARK :  My  Lords,  the  keynote  of  the 
second  night  of  this  debate,  if  I  may 
venture  respectfully  to  say  so,  could 
hardly  have  been  struck  more  suitably 
than  by  the  speech  to  which  we  have 
just  listened  ;  and  what  has  fallen  from 
the  noble  Duke  is  a  great  encourage- 
ment to  one  who  holds  such  opinions  on 
this  matter  as  I  do  myself.  We  on  this 
Bench  share  to  the  fall  what  must  have 
been  the  feeling  of  the  House  during  the 
first  stage  of  this  debate — ^namely,  that 
this  is  not  only  a  matter  which  raises 
very  real  and  very  grave  issues,  but  one 
with  regard  to  which  the  House  must 
so  far  as  that  is  possible,  adopt  a  judicial 
attitude.  There  ought  to  be  no  question 
here  of  Party  victory,  because  there  is 
indeed  no  Party  bond  that  unites  the 
critics  of  this  BilL 

The  issue  which  we  would  desire  to 
put  is  an  issue  of  fairness,  a  simple  issue, 
one  which  we  can  make  clear  to  our  own 
consciences,  and  one  with  regard  to  which 
we  may  deserve  respect,  we  hope,  from 
public  opinion  outside.  I  could  wish 
we  had  here,  as  well  might  be  if  this 
House  should  ever  be  amended,  represen- 
tatives of  the  great  Nonconformist  bodies, 
because  then  I  think  we  should  have  this 
case  better  set  out,  and,  I  must  bo 
allowed  to  add,  because  I  should  like  the 
House  to  have  an  opportunity  of  forming 
an  opinion  on  a  good  deal  of  Nonconfor- 
mist argument  and  Nonconformist  atti- 
tude at  first  hand.  In  the  speech  of  the 
most  rev.  Primate  last  night  there  was 
a  good  deal  of  reference  to  the  past  his- 
tory of  the  matter,  and  it  has  been 
touched  upon  briefly  to-night  by  the 
noble  Duke.  The  merest  tyro,  looking 
on  at  our  debate  or  reading  it,  would 
find  that  there  have  been  now  for  a 
century  behind  us  two  great  bodies  of 
opinion  in  this  country,  to  which  our 
controversial  jargon  has  fixed  the  titles 
denominational  and  undenominationaL 

In  1870,  though  that  is  by  no  means 
the  beginning  of  the  matter,  we  find  a 
great  settlement  in  which  both  those 
bodies  of  opinion  were  recognised,  one 
having  the  advantage  of  position  because 
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the  supporters  of  denominational  schools 
had  been  earlier  in  the  field  and  had  made 
great  sacrifices,  and  the  other  having  the 
advantage  of  the  prestige  which  emanates 
from  public  administration  and  the  great 
help  which  comes  from  a  double  hold  on 
the  public  purse.  We  remember  how  in 
1870  it  was  prophesied  that  that  two- 
fold condition  was  merely  transitory,  that 
it  was  quite  plain  that  voluntary  schools 
could  never  hold  their  own,  and  that  a 
few  y^rs  would  suffice  to  see  them  pass 
away.  That  feeling  prevailed  among 
many  members  of  our  own  body,  and  a 
number  of  schools  were  sacrificed  which 
might  have  been  saved  to  us. 

But  when  we  come  to  the  beginning  of 
the  new  century  we  find  that,  so  far  from 
having  been   nearly   extinguished,    the 
voluntaiy  schools  have,  roughly  speaking, 
doubled  m  number,  the  number  of  children 
using  them  has  doubled  as  well  as  the 
amount  of  their  support.     I  venture  to 
hope  we  shall  not  hear  any  more  in  this 
debate  of  what  I  may  call  the  ungenerous 
belittling    of     that     great     body     of 
denominational  effort   on    the    ground 
that  it  was  assisted  in  certain  places 
by  railway  companies,  or  because  in  other 
places  the  desire  to  be  relieved  of  the 
rate  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  the 
matter.    Is    there    anv    movement    in 
politics  or  in  history  which,  as  it  proceeds, 
does  not  gather  round  it  a  good  deal 
which  is  not    congenial    to    its    main 
principle  ?    We    should    ask    ourselves 
upon  what  principle  does  this  movement 
depend,  what  set  it  going,  and  what  put  it 
in  a  position  to  receive  these  tributary 
streams  ?    I   do   not   doubt   that   any 
fair  -  minded    person    will   answer  that 
it  was  the  strength  of  denominational 
conviction.    You  had,  on  the  one  hand, 
great  numbers  of  people  up  and  down 
the  country  putting  their  strength  into 
the  working  of  denominational  schools 
and  making  great  sacrifices  for  them ; 
and  you  had  also  a  new  body  of  people 
representing  the  other  principle,  and  I 
think  we  may  be  proud  to  have  amongst 
us  perhaps   the   ablest,   the   most   dis- 
tinguished,  and   the   most   untiring   of 
the  public  servants  who  have  given  their 
work  to  the  support  of  the  undenomina- 
tional sjTstem — I  refer  to  the  noble  Lord 
who    sits  near  me.    Lord    Stanley    of 
Alderley.  I 


The  position  was  still  the  same  in  1902. 
I  am  not  going  to  worry  the  House 
by  dwelling  on  the  weak  side  of  the 
double  arrangement  of  that  date.  It 
was  quite  plain  that  while  the  two 
bodies  were  at  least  equal  in  conviction 
and  in  earnestness  one  had  got  a  grip 
of  public  money  which  the  other  had 
not ;  and  the  Act  of  1902  was,  as  it  ap- 
peared to  me,  a  reasonable  effort  in  that 
sense  to  maintain  in  its  main  feature  the 
settlement  of  1870.  I  quite  admit  that 
in  order  to  maintain  its  main  feature 
it  had  to  depart  from  that  settlement 
in  other  respects,  but  the  settlement 
had  been  already  departed  from  in  favour 
of  undenominational  schools.  Mr. 
Gladstone's  maximum  rate  of  3d.  in  the 
£  had  gone  up  to  the  Is.,  the  2s.,  and, 
I  believe,  even  the  2s.  fid.  in  some  places. 
No  settlement  could  remain  a  real  per- 
manent settlement  which  had  been 
already  so  largely  overset. 

Meanwhile,  I  believe  that  in  the  region 
of  opinion  there  had  taken  place  a  good 
deal  of  change  which,  unless  I  greatly 
misread  things,  has  been  accelerated  since. 
I  believe  that  the  opinion,  strong  in  the 
first  flush  of  its  growth  in  1870,  in  favour 
of  an  undenominational  system  which 
should,  it  was  hoped,  remove  all  diffi- 
culties, has  grown  a  good  deal  more 
diffident  and  doubtful  of  itself  since ; 
and  I  believe,  on  the  other  hand>  that  the 
sense  of  the  essential  truth  of  the 
denominationalist  argument,  of  the  argu* 
ment  that  if  religion  is  to  be  real 
it  must  be  the  religion  that  people  do 
themselves  believe,  has  gained  very 
much  strength.  And  if  you  ask  me 
for  any  proof  that  I  am  right  in  that 
respect  I  should  be  willing  to  take 
"  facilities  "  as  a  test.  A  little  while  ago  it 
was  regarded  as  the  fad  of  a  few  theorists ; 
it  is  now  accepted  by  persons  of  all  kinds  as 
one  of  the  most  obviously  just  expedients 
towards  a  solution  of  the  question. 

We  have  then  the  two-fold  condition 
existing,  not  merely  as  a  relic  of  the  past, 
but  in  a  state  of  the  fullest  vitality  on 
both  sides,  and  with  the  arguments  both 
ways  tenaciously  held  and  vigorously 
set  out ;  and  it  is  under  the  circumstances 
that  a  Crovemment  called  to  mend  that 
settlement  in  some  way,  called  to  deal  with 
certain  grievances  to  which  it  was  liable, 
have  offered  us  what  the  Prime  Minister 
has  described  as  an  undenominational 
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Bill.  What  I  am  asking  your  Lordships' 
House  to  oonsider  is  whether  thip  looks 
like,  or  is  likely  to  be,  a  reasonable  and 
fair  solution.  The  Bill  says  that  having 
got  your  two-fold  B3rstem  you  shall,  in 
order  to  remedy  the  grievance,  pull 
down  one  half  of  your  system ;  that 
you  shall  destroy  all  that  satisfies  the 
denominationalist  body  of  people  of  all 
kinds  who  care  so  much,  and  work  so  hard, 
and  who^into  the  bargain,  help  so  loyally 
in  the  work  of  the  undenominational 
system,  for  the  men  who  have  done  most 
for  voluntary  schools  have  often  been  pro- 
minent on  tiie  school  boards  throughout 
the  country.  You  destroy  all  that  satisfied 
that  body  of  your  citizens  and  you  take  the 
principle  which  is  identified  with  the 
other  side.  You  take  the  very  formula 
which  represents  that  principle  in  the 
old  controversial  form.  You  push  these 
in  upon  the  schools  of  the  opposite  sort. 
You  change  the  whole  character  of  the 
denominational  schools  without  asking 
whether  they  desire  it  or  whether  it  is 
needed ;  on  the  contrary,  you  are  pleased 
with  yourselves  for  the  sweeping  compre- 
hensiveness of  the  first  clause.  I  ask,  does 
that  look  like  a  fair  arrangement  ?  If  we 
could  get  a  dispassionate  judge  this 
seems  to  me  tiiie  case  which  we  could 
put  to  him  with  a  very  confident  hope 
of  success. 

Then,  with  regard  to  the  teachers. 
You  have  a  large  body  of  teachers, 
many  of  them  very  religious  people,  and 
you  are  going  to  silence  them  as  regards 
a  great  deal  of  what  they  have  been 
accustomed  to  teach,  and  you  are  going 
to  allow  them  to  teach  under  a  sense  of 
restraint,  which  I  do  not  think  has  been 
fully  realised  as  the  effect  of  the  working 
of  the  Cowper-Temple  Clause.  When  a 
teacher  is  not  quite  sure  how  much  the 
Cowper-Temple  Clause  means,  and  what 
those  in  authority  will  interpret  it  to  mean, 
he  vnXi  be  timid,  not  only  about  how  far 
he  dare  express,  but  (what  is  much  more 
serious)  how  far  conscientiously  he  ought 
to  express  his  real  convictions.  I  wish  we 
could  adjourn  this  debate  and  go  round  the 
country  and  have  a  series  of  object  lessons 
of  what  this  means  in  the  concrete.  If 
your  Lordships  would  visit  these  schools 
in  various  parts  of  the  country  between 
now  and  the  autumn,  you  would  find 
some,  no  doubt,  which  you  would  have 
good  reason  to  criticise,  but  I  am  sure 
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you  would  find  cases  which,  to  use  a 
simple  phrase,  would  go  to  your  hearts ; 
and  when  you  had  learnt  the  story  of 
what  the  schools  had  cost  and  the  w<»k 
that  had  been  acccnnplished,  yon  would 
say  that  to  satisfy  political  theo^  or  to 
remove  some  fragment  of  conscientious 
grievance,  surely  it  required  a  less 
drastic  remedy  than  tiliis. 

But  it  may  be  said  to  me — *'  You  ar« 
putting  the  case  all  your  own  wav,  and  you 
are  not  observing  that  this  Bill  is  a  com- 
promise.'' Indeed,  I  think  one  speaker  last 
night  went  so  far  as  to  make  the  extraordi- 
nary statement  that  the  Act  of  1902 
was  not  a  compromise  and  this  Bill  was. 
We  must  be  raNher  careful  about  what 
a  compromise  means.  It  is  not  a  com- 
promise to  make  an  arrangement  on  the 
"  va  vidis  "  principle,  and  claim  credit  for 
not  having  pushed  your  power  to  the  last 
extremity.  You  could  not  call  it  a  com- 
promise when  the  Germans  in  1870,  taking 
the  provinces  of  Alsace  Lorraine,  did  not 
take  the  single  unsurrendered  fortress  of 
Belfort. 

With  regard  to  what  the  Church  did 
in  1902, 1  venture  to  say  that  the  Church 
did  undoubtedly  attempt  some  sort  of 
compromise.  Was  it  not  the  case  that, 
at  the  time  when  we  on  our  part  asked 
that  the  State  should  give  us  an  addi- 
tional measure  of  public  help  from  the 
rates,  we  felt  at  once  that  it  was  only 
just  that  on  our  side  there  should  be 
some  considerable  concession  t  I  have 
in  my  hand  the  conclusions  arrived  at 
by  the  Convocations  of  Canterbury  and 
York  sitting  together  in  1901.  It  was 
agreed  that,  for  the  first  time,  into  the 
government  of  every  school  there  should 
be  admitted  two  persons  who,  if  the 
authorities  were  to  appoint  them,  might 
be  as  aUen  as  possible  from  the  principles 
of  the  school,  but  who  would  seciire  to 
everyone  connected  with  the  school 
that  there  was  some  independent  person 
in  the  governing  body  privy  to  all  the 
secrets  and  able  to  see  that  there  was  no 
unfair  play  or  unreasonable  dealings  with 
any  children. 

Along  with  that  we  passed  another 
Besolution  to  which  I  do  not  think 
attention  has  been  sufficiently  directed, 
because  it  was  not,  unfortimately  as  we 
think,  taken  up  by  the  Grovemment  in 
1902.  It  was  this,  that  **  whenever  a 
reasonable  number  of  parents  desired 
that  religious  instruction  in  accordance 


1197        £ducaiion  (England         {2  August  1906}         wnd  H^ates)  BiU.  1198 


with   their   belief   should   be   given   to 
their    children,    opportunity    for    such 
instruction  should  be  secured  to  them 
by  statute    in  all  elementary  schools, 
provided  this   could  be   done   without 
expense   to  the  managers."    If  it  had 
been  possible  to  insert  that  in  the  Bill  of 
19Q2  I  think  it  would  have  gone  a  good 
way  towards  removing  the  necessity  for 
thu  Bill.    I  think  that  was  an  instance 
of  a  fair  and  reasonable  attempt  at  a 
compromise.   But  the  present  Bill  cannot 
in  any  way  be  described  as  a  compromise. 
Is  there  under  this  Bill  any  single  point  at 
which  the  denominatiomd  side  of  the 
community  stands  to   sain  ?    If  there 
is  no-two-sided  account  it  is  difficult  to 
call  it  a  compromise.    That  has  been 
perceived  by  some  controversialists  on 
the  other  side,  and  we  have  seen  resolu- 
tions lately  which  have  attempted  to  show 
that  the  advantage,  was  partly  on  our  side. 
At  a  conference  held  in  London  last 
week  a  resolution  was  adopted  declaring 
that  this  Bill  is  not  a  settlement  of  the 
question,  and  that  it  is  *'the  profound 
conviction  of  large  numbers  of  Liberals 
and    Nonconformists    that     it    leaves 
several  of  the  gravest  wrongs  unredressed ; 
that    while    still     further     subsidising 
all  the  old  denominational  schools,    in 
many  cases,"  continues  the  resolution, "  it 
strengthens  their  sectarian  character ;  and 
that  it  fails  to  secure  the  teachers  of  such 
schools  in  three-fourtiis  of  the  popula- 
tion against  the  imposition  of  sectarian 
tests.    I    venture    to    think    that    at 
the    rate    we     have     been     educating 
ourselves    by  this  debate  everyone   in 
this  House  will  feel  that  the  statement 
about   further   subsidising   all    the  old 
denominational  schools  and  in  many  cases 
strengthening  their  sectarian  character, 
is    really    hardly    worth    criticism.    I 
think  the  same  remark  may  be  applied 
to   the    other   statement   contained   in 
the  resolution  passed  at  this  conference. 
The  remark    about  three-fourths  of  the 
population  is  an  instance  of  what  goes  en- 
tirely beyond  the  limits  of  legitimate 
comtrv»ver8y.    What  we  are  now  offered  is 
not  a  compromise,  and  it  cannot  be  sup- 
posed that  you  are  going  to  advance  a 
stage  towards  a  settlement  of  this  matter 
unless  you  do  something  to  meet  the 
calims  from  both  sides.  Unless  this  is  done 
you  will  not  get  nearer  a  solution,  but  will 
be  plunged  deeper  into  the  difficulty.  | 
This  is  one  reason  why  this  Bill  has  met 


with  such  opposition  in  the  country.    It 
offends  the  instinct  of  justice. 

Noble  Lords  who  come  from  all  parts 
of  England  must  have  had  opportunities 
of  judging  for  themselves,  and  unless 
their  experience  differs  greatly  from  my 
own,  both  first-hand  and  second-hand, 
they  will  know  that  the  Bill  has  created 
an  amoimt  of  opposition  among  people 
who  are  not  at  all  inclined  to  excite  them- 
selves or  take  part  in  political  matters 
for  which  there  is  no  parallel  in  this 
generation.  It  is  not  merely  that  a 
large  number  of  people  have  come  to- 
gether on  this  subject.  It  is  by  no 
means  merely  a  matter  of  excitement; 
it  is  one  of  very  deep  feeling.  Further  still, 
if  you  go  be3'ond  those  who  have  joined  in 
opposition  to  the  Bill  I  think  you  will 
find  that  many  who  started  by  saving, 
"Do  not  oppose  the  Bill,*'  have 
been  obliged  to  make  such  criticisms 
upon  it  as  constitute  a  most  formidable 
condemnation  of  it  in  the  eyes  of  anyone 
who  looks  at  the  matter  from  the  point 
of  view  of  common  fairness. 

We  shall  hear,  for  examplo,my  right  rev. 
brother  the  Bishop  of  Hereford,  whom  I 
am  glad  to  see  in  his  place,  present  from 
this  Bench  the  most  favourable  estimate 
that  can  be  made  of  this  Bill ;  but  unless 
he  has  altered  his  opinion,  which  is  not 
very  likely,  he  will  tell  you  that  the  action 
of  this  Bill  in  silencing  the  teachers  in 
the  matter  of  denominational  teaching  is 
•*  harsh."  He  will  tell  you  that  it  is  "  quite 
unreasonable  "  not  to  give  facilities,and  he 
will  tell  you  that  by  leaving  out  religion 
in  school  hoars  you  are  doing  great 
damage  to  the  cause  of  religious  education. 
I  know  the  Bishop  of  Hereford  so  well 
that  I  am  sure  he  will  not  take  exception 
to  my  quoting  him  in  that  way.  But  it 
is  not  a  single  person.  The  same  thing 
may  be  said  of  persons  who  do  not  gener- 
ally agree  with  those  who  are  taking  a 
strong  line  on  this  matter.  The  noble 
Duke  quoted  a  declaration  made  by 
certain  moderate  Church  people  who 
held  a  meeting  the  other  day.  If 
the  modifications  which  those  people 
suggest  were  introduced  in  the  Bill  it 
might  fall  very  short  of  what  many  of  us 
ardently  desire,  but  it  could  not  be  said 
that  the  (Government's  Bill  had  not 
been  altered  to  a  degree  which  would 
amount  almost  to  a  transformation  of  it. 
I  ventured  to  ask  just  now  that  one 
statement  which  I  thought  ungenerous 
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might  not  be  repeated.    There  is  another 
statement,  constantly  made  in  the  news- 
papers, that  the  Opposition  to  this  Bill 
comes  only  from  Roman  Catholics  and  a 
very  small  section  of  persons,  chiefly 
clergy,  ^-ithin  the  Church  of  England, 
who  are  so  misguided  as  to  have  some 
affinities  with  Roman  Catholic  opinion. 
That  really  is  so  grotesque  a  perversion  of 
the  state  of  things  within  the  Church  of 
England  that  I  hope  we  shall  not  hear 
any  more  of  it.    In  my  own  diocese  a 
conmiittee  of  400  laymen  has  been  formed 
to  carry  on    a^tation  against  the  BiU, 
and  their  elected  chairman, the  only  clergy- 
man who  has  been  admitted  to  their  body, 
is  a  leading  evangelical  incumbent.    It  is 
not  one  party  in  the  Church  of  England 
which  is  malang  this  resistance.    The  re- 
sistance comes  from  all  those — and  they 
have  been  greatly  increased  in  number 
under  the  power  of  this  controversy — ^who 
feel  the  necessity, if  we  are  to  keep  religion, 
that  that  religion  should  be  real  and  vital. 
I  am  glad  that  this  debate  is  not  to 
terminate    with    any    division    or    any 
attempt  to  reject  the  Bill  on  Second 
Reading.    X  think  that  would  have  been 
scant  courtesy,  not  only  to  the  other 
House  but  to  those  outside.    But  I  am 
glad  also  on  our  own  account.    I  believe 
that    the    efiect    of    the    threshing-out 
of  these  arguments  in  your  Lordships' 
House,  not  only  in  this  debate  on  the 
Second  Reading  but  in  the  Committee 
Stage    will    be    very    great    indeed.    I 
believe  that,  as  we  go  on,  under  unfettered 
conditions  of  criticism  both  as  to  the 
justice  of  the  Bill  and  its  details,  it  will 
more  and  more  come  out  that  it  is  not 
such  a  settlement  as  the  country  can 
accept,   and  that  it  cannot  be  passed 
into  law  without  a  far  greater  grievance 
existing   than   that   which   it   professes 
to  remedy.     I  hope  that  at  some  future 
time  in  some  way  or  other  we  shall  all 
unite  to  find  the   means  of  so  framing 
our    educational    system    as    that    the 
denominational  principle  and  the  rival 
method   shall   find   full   and    final   and 
peiteanent  expression. 

♦Lord  STANLEl^  op  ALDERLEY  : 
My  Lords,  there  is  a  certain  element  of 
artificiality  about  this  debate  because 
it  is  agreed  that  the  Second  Reading  is 
to  be  conceded,  and  that  the  struggle 
is  to  take  place  on  the  Committee  stage. 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Southwark. 


But  the  speeches  which  have  ended 
by  accepting  the  Second  Reading  have 
been  characterised  throughout  by  such 
hostility  to  the  essence  of  the  Bill  diai 
the  arguments  would  have  been  more 
naturaUy  translated  into  a  rejection  of  the 
measure.  Although  for  various  political 
reasons  it  was  thought  impolitic  to  enter 
into  a  conflict  with  the  other  House  at 
this  stage,  I  would  say  that  if,  as  the 
result  of  the  Autumn  discussions,  such 
demands  should  be  finally  insisted  upon 
by  this  House  as  would  be  incapable  of 
acceptance  in  the  other  House,  the  very 
grave  consequences  indicated  in  the  most 
weighty  and  serious  language  by  the  noble 
Duke  would  follow 

The  Duke  of  DEVONSHIRE  :  Might 
follow. 

♦Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLBY  : 
Consequences  which  might  be  more  serious 
even  than  the  passing  of  this  Bill  in  an 
unamended  form.  "When  the  noble  Duke 
gives  that  warning  we  know  that  it 
indicates  deep  conviction.  We  have  had 
addresses  in  this  House,  and  I  think  too 
much  in  the  country,  in  which  this  Bill 
has  been  talked  of  as  remedying  a  Non- 
conformist grievance,  and  as,  in  the 
course  of  doing  so,  inflicting  greater 
grievances  on  Anglicans  and  Roman 
Catholics.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  who 
has  just  spoken  expressed  regret  that  the 
representatives  of  Nonconformists  were 
not  here,  partly  that  they  might  have 
their  say,  but  still  more,  I  think,  that  he 
might  have  the  pleasure  of  refuting  them. 

I  do  not  approach,  and  never  have 
approached,  this  question  of  education 
from  either  the  merely  Anglican  or  Non- 
conformist point  of  view.  To  my  mind, 
the  question  of  a  little  more  or  a  little  less 
in  the  exact  measure  of  religious  instruc- 
tion or  even  of  theological  dogma  that  you 
can  impart  to  children  between  the  ages 
of  three  and  fourteen  is  a  very  trifling 
matter.  In  nine-tenths  of  the  Anglican 
schools  the  teachers  do  in  fact  teach  the 
Bible  very  much  in  the  same  way  as  they 
teach  it  in  the  board  schools ;  and  the 
professional  instinct  of  the  teacher  makes 
him,  when  he  comes  to  the  Catechism, 
teach  it  also  in  such  a  broad  and  moderate 
way  that  he  only  draws  the  same  kind  of 
lessons  from  the  Catechism  as  the  board 
school  master  would  draw  from  the 
Bible.    I  approach  this  question  much 
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more  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
citiaen ;  and  I  think  the  debates  in 
^onr  Lordships'  House  have  too  much 
ignoT^  the  fact  that  the  grievance  in 
regard  to  the  management  of  schools 
receiving  a  large  measure  of  public  aid 
is  that  the  admmistration  offends  against 
the  principle  of  municipal  self-govem- 
tuent.  The  essential  thingi  in  my  opinion, 
and  I  believe  in  the  opinion  of  the  great 
mass  of  popular  forces  which  have  re- 
ttifned  this  overwhelming  Liberal  majo- 
rity to  the  House  of  Commons,  is  that 
the  feeling  behind  the  demand  for  this 
Bill  is  that  the  schools  should  become  a 
municipal  and  not  an  ecclesiastical  insti- 
tution, and  that  they  should  benefit  by 
that  broad  ourreitt  of  public  life  that 
flows  from  popular  election  and  popular 
self-government. 

mien  I  saw  that  the  noble  Duke  was 
going  to  resume  the  debate  this  after- 
noon I  had  hoped,  having  regard  to  his 
past  career  and  to  the  fact  that  we 
are  within  one  day  of  the  SOth  anniver- 
sary of  the  occasion  when  the  noble 
Duke  as  Leader  of  the  Liberal  Party  in 
the  House  of  Ck>mmons  moved  a  hostile 
Resolution  on  the  report  of  the  Bill  of 
1876,  that  the  old  spirit  would  have 
revived  in  him,  and  that  we  should  have 
heard  from  him  some  words  worthy  to 
be  put  side  by  side  with  those  which  he 
spoke  in  the  debate  on  Lord  Sandon's 
BiU  of  that  year.  But  as  I  listened  to 
him  I  thought,  to  slightly  parody  Tenny- 
son, that  Men  may  pass  on  stepping- 
stones  of  their  dead  selves  to  other 
things.'' 

We  have  had  summaries  of  the  history 
of  this  education  question  which  are 
remarkable  by  their  omissions  and  by 
their  misrepresentations  of  the  fact. 
It  was  a  singular  thing  to  my  mind  that 
the  noble  Duke,  in  giving  the  history  of 
this  education  question  during  the  period 
when  he  was  responsible  largely  for  it, 
should  have  entirely  skipped  over  the 
year  1876.  The  noble  Duke  spoke  even  of 
the  Cowpcr-Temple  clause  with  an  air  of 
detachment  and  indifference  which  seemed 
to  imply  that  he  had  quite  forgotten  that 
he  was  one  of  the  parents  responsible  for 
it.  I  see  also  on  the  opposite  Benches 
the  noble  Viscount  who  began  his  dis- 
tinguished political  career  by  being  the 
champion  of  religious  liberty  and  equality 
in  the  University  of  Oxford.    He  took  an 


active  part  in  the  invasion  of  ancient 
trusts  and  the  abolition  of  ecclesiastical 
restrictions  which  made  the  Universities 
and  their  colleges  available  to  the  country. 
He,  too,  is  one  of  the  veterans  who 
denounce  the  breaking  up  of  the  com- 
promise of  1870,  and  he  took  the  ex- 
treme step  of  dividing  against  the  Third 
Reading  of  Lord  Sandoa's  Act  of  1876. 
But  what  I  wish  to  call  attention  to 
are  the  remarks  which  the  noble  Duke 
made  as  Leader  of  the  Liberal  Party  in 
the  House  of  Commons  on  August  3rd, 
1876.  After  pointing  out,  with  great 
truth,  that  the  Act  of  1870  was  a  com- 
promise, that  there  were  many  things  in 
it  to  which  Nonconformists  and  Liberals 
objected,  yet  he  said  there  were  ele- 
ments in  the  compromise  which  made  it 
accepted.  At  any  rate,  the  presumption 
for  the  future  was  in  favour  of  the 
public  management  of  the  schools,  and 
voluntary  schools  were  permitted  to 
exist  on  the  strict  obligation  that  they 
should  be  responsible  for  one  half  of  the 
annual  cost.  In  reply  to  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  who  has  just  sat  down,  I  would 
remind  the  House  that  every  invasion 
of  the  principles  of  1870  has  been  in 
favour  of  propping  up  voluntary  schools 
which  found  they  were  unable  to  keep 
pace  with  the  competition. 

Tra  LORD  BISHOP  op  SOUTH- 
WARK:  There  were  invasions  on  both 
sides. 

**LoRD  STANLEY  op  ALDBRLBY: 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  complained  that 
the  public  spirit  of  the  ratepayers  and 
their  determination  to  do  the  work 
properly  had  caused  the  education  rate 
to  go  up  considerably  higher  than  Mr. 
Forster  anticipated.  But  that  was  an 
act  of  sacrifice  on  the  part  of  the  rate- 
payers. The  ratepayers  had  it  in  their 
power  to  do  the  work  in  a  niggardly 
and  cheeseparing  way,  but  I  have  never 
heard  before  that  any  section  of  the 
citizens  had  a  right  to  complain  of  the 
public  spirit  of  the  community  as  a 
whole.  But  what  was  it  that  the  noble 
Duke  said  in  moving  his  motion  on«the 
Bill  of  1876  ?    He  said— 

"There  are  niatiy  of  us,  and  I  do  not 
scruple  to  lay  I  am  one  of  them,  who  believe 
that  the  prioeiple  of  tehool  boards  b  the  right 
and  true  principle  in  this  matter.  We  believe 
that,  being  the  risht  and  true  principle,  it  will 
in  the  end  prevail.    We  believe  that  once  the 
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time  has  arrived  that  Parliament  has  declared 
the  edacation  of  the  eoantij  is  the  hasine»8, 
not,  as  formerly,  of  iodividnals,  hut  is  the 
business  of  the  State  itself,  it  becomes  in- 
evitable that  sooner  or  later  State  education 
mast  be  in  the  hands,  not  of  individuals,  but  of 
the  representatives  of  the  people." 

That  was  admiiably  put  thirty  years  ago, 
and  1  had  hoped  to  hear  that  principle 
again  enunciated  to*night ;  but,  instead 
of  that,  the  noble  Duke  declared  his 
inability  to  understand  what  the  first 
clause  means  when  it  says  that  all  schools 
shall  be  under  the  control  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people.  As  we  cannpt 
have  the  services  oi  our  lost  leader  we  must 
march  on  without  him,  and  we  can  only 
hope  that  some  day  or  other  he  may 
receive  the  lost  knowledge.  Where  he 
will  meet  us  I  do  not  know. 

I  should  tike  to  pass  for  a  moment 
to  the  historical  recapitulation  given 
by  the  most  rev;  Primate.  The  most 
rev.  Primate,  curiously  enough,  omitted 
to  bring  out  the  signification  of  the 
ceptury-old  conflict  in  this  fight  for  the  edu- 
cation of  the  people.  He  quoted  for  1847 
from  a  very  unall  controversy  between 
Kr.  Bright  and  Mr.  Macaulay.  But  if 
anyone  will  take  the  trouble  to  read  the 
speeches  he  will  see  that  the  essence 
of  Mr.  Bright*s  opposition  was  that  the 
rules  of  the  Privy  Council  put  the  whole 
money  expended  into  the  hands  of  the 
Church.  The  most  rev.  Primate  did  not 
remind  us  of  the  persistent  and  obstinate 
resittance  of  the  clergy  and  dignitaries  of 
the  Church  of  England  at  that  time  to  what 
were  known  as  the  management  clauses. 
He  also  entirely  passed  over  the  Act  of 
1876.  Time  is  short,  and  I  onlywish  to  note 
in  passing  the  hardly  complete  narrative 
of  the  history  of  the  education  question 
sketched  by  the  most  rev.  Primate, 
which  left  a  great  many  chasms  not  se^i. 

The  most  rev.  Primate  put  forward 
certain  definite  Amendments  which  he 
considered  essential,  and  failing  to  get 
which,  apparently,  he  would  wreck  tiie 
Bill.  I  do  not  Imow  how  far  he  is  pre- 
pared to  stand  to  his  guns  or  how  far 
your  Lordships  are  prepared  to  stand  by 
him;  but  I  should  like  briefly  to  run 
throijgh  the  suggested  Amendments 
because,  though  this  is  a  Second  Reading 
debate,  I  think  we  may  fairly  indicate 
the  points  beyond  which  it  is  idle  to  sup- 
pose the  great  Liberal  majority  in  the 
country  and  the  great  body  of  parents 

Lord  Stanley  of  AlderUy. 


will  go  in  the  settlement  of  this  question. 
The  first  proposal  was  that  there  <ihould 
be  religious  teaching  within  school  hours, 
subject  to  the  eonsdenoe  clause.    The  im- 
pression I  get  from  looking  at  the  report 
of  the  most  rev.  Primate^s  speech  is  that 
he  wants  the  imposition  of  a  Parliamen- 
tary obligation  on  the  managers  of  all 
pubUc  elementary  schools  to  give  rehgioas 
teaching.    But  if  he  merely  means  that 
t3ie  religious  teaching,  subject  to  a  con- 
science clause,  when  given  shall  be  within 
dchool  hours,  that,  it  seems  to  me,  having 
regard  to  tiie  attitude  of  tiie  Government 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  is  an  Amend- 
ment which,  if  your  Lordships  passed  it, 
would  hardly  be  resisted.    But  it  is  a 
veay  difEerent  proposition  to  say  that 
the  State  should  take  the  responsibiUty 
of  laying   down   a   new   parliamentary 
religion  to  be  imposed  on  every  local 
authority.    The  most  rev.  Primate  shakes 
his  head,  and  therefore  I  suppose  his 
policy  is  the  more  moderate  of  the  two. 
The    next    proposition    is    that    this 
teaching  must  be  given  by  men  who 
feel  what  they  say.    Does  that  mean 
a  test  for  teachers,  or  does  it  not  %    I 
had  to  do  for  many  years  with  a  body 
which    employed    a  larger    number    of 
teachers  than  any  other  body  in  ^e 
country.    The  School  Board  for  London 
had  in  their  service  some  12,000  certifi- 
cated teachers,  and  that  Board,  as  the 
result   of   tiie   heated   controversies   of 
twelve  years  ago,   passed  a  resolution 
giving  a  far  wider  charter  of  immunity 
^om  tests  for  teachers  than  anything 
which  has  been  put  into  the  Govern- 
ment's Bill.    That  resolution  prohibited 
not   only    inquiry   as   to   wheAer    the 
teacher  belonged  to  any  Church,  but  as 
to  what  his  religious  opinions  were ;    it 
forbade  any  inquiry,  direct  or   indirect, 
as  to  whether  he  possessed  certificates 
which  would  suggest  that  he  belonged 
to  any  particular  Church,  audit  forbade 
managers  from  trying  to  pry  into  the 
teacher's  reUgious  opinions.    Of  course, 
in  the  case  of  any  great  body  of  men  you 
will  have  people  who  volunteer  to  teach 
anything  regardless  of  whether  they  care 
for  it  or  not.    Yet  I  think  the  most  rev. 
Primate  will  admit  that  the  teachers  of 
London  have  beenanhonoui^ble,  earnest, 
and  thoughtful  body,  who  have  given 
this  teaching  in  a  proper  spirit  and  with 
reverence  and  smousness. 
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The  lord  ARCHBISHOP  of  CAN- 
TERBURY :    They  were  all  trained. 

♦Lord   STANLEY   op  ALDERLEY  : 
Yes,  but  I  have  seen  a  resentment  of 
theology    coming     from     schoolmasters 
trainea  in  Church  colleges.    They  have 
resented  theover-ecclesiastical  atmosphere 
in  which  they  had  been  brought  up.    I 
think  that,  in  the  long  run,  you  cannot 
expect  that  a  large  force  of  70,000  or 
80,000  teachers  should  all  be  men  or 
women  of  fervent  piety,  any  more  than 
the  whole  of  the  curates  of  the  Established 
Church.    Whenever   you   take   a   large 
body  you  must  take  the  mass  of  them, 
who   are   very   average   people.    It   is 
sufficient,  so  long  as  it  b  understood, 
that  one  who  is  not  desirous  of  giving 
this  teaching  has  only  to  say  he  does 
not  wish  to  give  it  and  can  be  excused. 
In  the  case  of  a  teacher  who  has  declined 
to  give  reUgious  teaching  as  an  assistant, 
the  authority  would  think  twice  before 
they  appointed  that  teacher  as  head* 
master,  in  which  position  he  would  have 
to  supervise  all  the  teaching  ;  and  I  am 
afraid  that  that  indirect  test  would  apply. 
The  third  proposition  is  that  definite 
religiouB   teaching    must   be    accessible 
tp  those  childrrai  whose  parents  desire 
them  to  have  it.    I  take  it  that  that 
means  tiiat  in  every  council  school  here- 
after, whether  formerly  a  voluntary  school 
or  not,  there  shall  be  opportunities  for  the 
children  of  parents  who  desire  it  to  obtain 
definite  reUgious   teaching.    When  you 
are  establishing  a  great  national  system, 
if   the   parties   honourably   and   fredy 
recognise  that  there  shall  be  the  one 
pubhc  system  under  public  maivagement, 
I  think  it  is  not  an  unreasonable  thing 
to  adc  that  those  parents  who   desire 
anjrthing  special  shall  not  depend  for 
the  chance  of  getting  it  upon  the  mere 
fact    whether  in   the   town    or  village 
in  which  they  five  there  happens  to  be 
a   board   school   or   a   Church   school. 
I  diould  not  feel  myself  that  that  claim 
was  an  unreasonable  one. 

The  next  suggestion  is  that  the  teachers 
who  have  spent  some  of  the  best  years  of 
their  lives  in  acquiring  religious  know- 
ledge shall  not  be  silenced  from  giving 
that  instruction.  The  noble  Marquess 
the  late  President  of  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion asked  yesterday  what  he  was  to  do 
in  connection  with  Seaham  School,  which 
)ias    1,100    children    and    thirty-three 


trained  teachers.  I  was  very  glad  to 
hear  that  the  noble  Marquess  had  such 
a  fine  staff  in  his  school  and  I  congratulate 
him  on  his  public  spirit.  I  feel  that  it  is 
essential  that  in  the  future  the  teachers 
shall  be  the  servants  of  the  municipality 
and  not  the  servants  of  any  ecclesiastical 
organisation,  and  that  whatever  is  neces- 
sary to  protect  them  from  that  in  the 
future  must  be  done.  In  the  existing 
denominational  schools  which  are  being 
transferred  the  teachers  are  taken  over 
with  the  schools.  They  are  not  subject 
to  any  test  on  being  taken  over  ;  they 
have  been  appointed  by  reason  of  that 
test ;  and  I  cannot  see  any  injustice  in 
allowing  the  existing  teachers  in  the 
voluntary  schools  to  place  their  services 
at  the  disposal  of  those  who  wish  to  give 
definite  religious  teaching  so  long  as  they 
remain  in  these  schools.  At  the  begin- 
ning there  would  be  practically  no  break  at 
aU,  and  I  think  it  is  our  business,  in 
bringing  in  a  new  scheme  of  national 
education,  to  make  the  transition  as 
easy  as  possible.  I  think  these  conces- 
sions in  the  towns  would  be  valued  very 
highly  by  those  who  now  manage  those 
schools. 

The  next  suggestion  was  that  the 
managers  should  have  some  voice  in 
the  appointment  of  the  teacher.  I  was 
glad  to  hear  the  most  rev.  Primate  pay 
a  tribute,  which  was  absolutely  well 
deserved,  to  the  old  managers  who 
worked  so  well  under  the  London  School 
Board.  He  was  quite  correct  in  saying 
that  those  managers  were  gathered 
together  regardless  of  the  denominaticm 
to  which  they  belonged  and  regardless 
of  their  profession.  But  they  deve- 
loped a  keen  interest  in  their  work  and 
were  a  valuable  element  in  education 
in  London.  I  agree  with  the  most  rev. 
Primate  that  unfortunately  too  much 
officialism  has  now  grown  up.  I  think 
that  large  bodies  dealing  with  education 
do  want  the  assistance  of  local  know- 
ledge and  local  interest  in  helping  them 
to  find  teachers  for  the  schools. 

May  I  sav  one  word  as  to  what  I  think 
about  the  mterests  of  special  minorities 
in  the  staffing  of  their  schools  ?  I  do  not 
think  the  local  authority  can  be  asked  to 
violate  the  law  bv  imposing  a  test  as  to 
the  religious  opmions  of  the  teacher, 
but  so  mr  as  tnere  are  teachers  of  the 
special  religious  association  of  the  school. 
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those  teachers,  if  otherwise  fit,  will 
inevitably  drift  into  those  schools. 
There  are  not  so  many  Jewish  teachers 
as  there  are  places  for  them  in  schools 
frequented  by  Jews.  Any  Jewish 
teacher  would  undoubtedly  try  to  get 
into  one  of  those  schools,  and  certainly 
the  local  authority  would  endeavour 
to  place  him  there,  because  there  is  a 
very  practical  difficulty  in  this  matter 
in  regard  to  school  holidays  and  the 
various  Jewish  feasts  and  fasts.  As  a 
matter  of  practical  administration, 
everyone  would  desire  to  put  Jewish 
teachers  into  Jewish  schools. 

I  come  next  to  Roman  Catholics.  I 
think  a  Roman  Catholic  teacher  would 
naturally  apply  for  a  school  where  he  or 
she  would  be  among  people  of  the  same 
religion  and  where  the  associations  were 
pleasant.  The  local  authorities  will,  as 
far  as  possible,  fill  up  the  posts  in  those 
schools  by  teachers  of  that  type.  It  is 
one  thing  to  say  that  this  will  be  done 
in  the  ordinary  way,  but  it  is  another 
thing  to  ask  a  public  body  to  set  aside 
a  better  teacher  for  an  inferior  teacher 
because  the  latter  holds  those  opinions. 
The  teachers  will  gravitate  to  the  schools 
with  which  they  have  sjrmpathy.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  referred  to  St.  John's 
school,  Eennington.  I  am  sure  that  in 
connection  with  that  school  no  difficulty 
whatever  would  be  experienced  in  getting 
applications  from  qualified  teachers. 
These  things  will  work  automatically. 

I  now  turn  to  the  appeals  which  were 
made  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  the 
Bishop  of  Southwark.  Let  me  say  that, 
grateful  as  I  am  to  him  for  the  kind  way 
in  which  he  spoke  of  me,  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  allow  him  to  make  my  speeches 
for  me.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  spoke 
most  strongly,  and  I  am  sure  from  the 
bottom  of  his  heart,  of  the  possibility 
of  finding  some  common  line  of  union. 
He  spoke  too  much  of  the  common  line 
between  Nonconformists  and  Churchmen. 
He  ought  to  have  spoken  of  the  common 
line  of  action  between  all  who  care 
for  the  children  and  the  work.  I  am 
not  new  to  this  work.  Long  before 
the  Act  of  1902  was  passed,  and  all 
the  time  that  these  storms  were  in 
the  air,  I  have  been  earnestly  seeking 
whether  some  of  the  leading  people  of  the 
Church  Party  codd  not,  while  there  was 
time,  come  forward  and  find  some  basis 

Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley. 


of  agieement.  Ulay  I  refer  to  a  great 
friend  of  mine  and  a  great  friend  of  the 
Bishop  of  Southwark;  I  mean  the  late 
Principal  of  St.  Mark's  College.  He  was 
a  man  of  fine  character,  of  great  public 
spirit  and  a  great  straightforwardness, 
and  if  any  man  ^ould  have  influenced  the 
leaders  of  the  Church  to  frame  some 
settlement,  I  think  he  might  have  done  it, 
if  his  life  had  been  spared.  But,  my 
Lords,  was  not  the  time  for  compromise 
befoie  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1902  f 

We  hear  a  great  deal  about  the  parents 
now.  The  noble  Marquess  who  spoke  last 
i)ight  from  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
devoted  the  greater  portion  of  hb  speech 
to  talking  about  the  parent,  and  he  laid 
great  stress  upon  the  paramount  claim  of 
the  parent.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
noble  Marquess  why  he  and  his  Party 
showed  no  regard  for  the  rights  of  parents 
when  they  were  legislating  on  this  matter. 
It  was  urged  in  the  House  of  Commons 
that  of  the  four  foundation  managers  the 
parents  might  have  been  allowed  to  elect 
two  ;  that  would  have  left  the  old  school 
managers  two  and  the  public  authority 
two.  But  not  at  all.  That  proposal  was 
rejected.  There  has  been  a  great  deal  of 
lip  service  done  to  the  cause  of  the  parents, 
but  when  it  came  to  a  question  of  doing 
something  effective  in  their  interests  the 
Amendment  was  rejected  and  the  Bill  was 
forced  through,  giving  control  to  the  old 
managers.  In  the  Pnncipality  of  Wales, 
in  parish  after  parish  throughout  the 
rural  parts  of  the  country,  the  popu* 
lation  is  two -thirds,  three  -  fourths, 
or  four-fifths,  and  in  some  cases  on- 
animottsly,  Nonconformist.  And  yet, 
because  in  former  days  the  squire  chose 
to  give  the  school  with  strict  trust  deeds 
to  the  National  Society,  the  one  man 
who  was  incapable  of  being  headmaster 
of  the  school  was  the  man  who  taught 
all  the  children  in  the  Sunday  school 
and  worshipped  Mith  them  in  the  same 
chapel.  No  effort  was  ever  made  to 
remedy  that.  1  venture  to  think  that 
it  is  a  little  too  late  now  for  noble  Lords 
opposite  to  talk  of  the  parents.  If  they 
had  thought  of  the  parents  in  the  time 
of  their  triumph  they  would  not  have 
had  to  appeal  to  them  now  in  the  days 
of  their  adver.-<ity. 

For  forty  yearh  and  more  of  political 
life  I  have  been  closely  associated  with 
Nonconformists,  at\d  I  have  made  it  my 
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business  to  know  the  point  of  view  of  the 
various  Churches  and  their  leaders,  and 
I  wish  to  say  that  Nonconformists 
utterly  disclaim  and  repudiate  the  idea 
that  they  are  asking  for  any  advantage 
as  Nonconformists  and  for  Noncoi  - 
formity.  They  claim  that  there  shall 
be  no  partiality  and  no  favour  for  any 
Church,  and  they  claim  that  the  schools 
shall  be  municipal  institutions.  You 
may  say  that  it  is  inconsistent  with  that 
to  advocate  the  general  Christian  teaching 
which  is  popularly  described  ps  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching.  All  NoncoDfcrmists 
have  been  brought  up  by  means  of  the 
Bible.  The  Bible  has  been  an  im- 
portant part  of  their  moral,  spiritual, 
and  intellectual  means  of  sustenance 
and  they,  especially  Wesleyans  and 
Presbyterians,  find  it  very  diffi- 
cult to  say  that  that  book,  which  is  to 
them  so  precious,  shall  not  be  included 
in  the  school  curriculum.  But  many  of 
them  feel  that  the  Bible  can  speak  for 
itself.  In  Wales  especially  the  Bible 
is  read,  but  these  same  people  who  will 
not  have  the  Bible  taught  in  the  day 
school  are  not  content  with  the  Simday 
school,  but  large  numbers  of  these 
children  go  not  only  once  but  twice  on  the 
week-days  for  definite  religious  instruction 
in  their  chapel.  It  is  not  that  they  are 
opposed  in  any  way  to  religious  instruc- 
tion, but  they  do  not  wish  to  mix  it  up 
with  the  day  school. 

The  most  rev.  Primate  made  an  im- 
passioned appeal  on  the  ground  of  the 
past,  quoting  from  Mr.  Gladstone  as  to 
the  effect  religious  zeal  had  had  in  the 
fashioning  of  the  education  of  this  nation. 
I  think  that  what  the  most  rev.  Primate 
said  with  regard  to  religious  zeal  was 
perfectly  true.  But  will  the  most  rev. 
Primate  allow  me  to  quote,  as  an  estima- 
tion of  the  value  of  this  factor  in  pro- 
moting national  education,  the  opinion 
of  his  predecessor  in  St.  Augustine's 
Chair — the  Rev.  Frederick  Temple  ?  Giv- 
ing evidence  in  1860  before  the  Duke  of 
Newcastle's  Commission,  the  Rev.  Freder- 
ick Temple,  who  was  advocating  the 
establishment  of  a  rate-supported  system 
of  schools  under  public  management, 
was  asked  whether  this  substitution  of 
the  the  rates  would  not  greatly  diminish 

effect  of  religious  zeal ;  and  he  replied — 
"  Yen,  hut  I  do  not  think  a  diminuition  of 
rrligions  zeal  an  evil.     I   think  much  of  it  in 
very  unhealthy.'* 
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I  Then  he  was  asked  by  Sir  John  Coler- 
idge whether  he  would  define  what  he 
meant  by  religious  zeal,  and  he  replied 
that  religious  zeal  meant — 

"Activity  of  religions  leaders  to  get  the 
mf^nagement  and  control  of  the  edaoation  ot 
children,  in  order  to  educate  them  in  their 
own  opinions." 

That  was  not  an  occasional  opinion 
of  the  Rev.  Frederick  Temple,  because 
anyone  who  will  take  the  trouble  to 
read  a  most  important  essay  of  his 
published  in  the  Oxford  Essays  in  1856 
will  see  an  elaborately-written  essay  in 
which  he  recurs  to  this  question  of 
religious  zeal  and  to  his  desire  to  see 
something  else  substituted  for  it.  He 
said  that  what  he  would  prefer  as  a 
moving  force  for  the  education  of  the 
people,  instead  of  religious  zeal,  was  a 
quiet  sense  of  duty.  The  religious  zeal 
on  which  the  most  rev.  Primate  relies 
is  a  fluctuating  and  uncertain  foundation 
upon  which  to  build  a  system  of 
education. 

May  I  sum  up  what  I  think  cannot  be 
accepted,  and,  if  pressed  by  your  Lord- 
ships, will  certainly  lead  to  that  lament- 
able conflict  which  the  noble  Duke 
who  opened  the  debate  foreshadowed  1 
Firstly,  any  diminution  of  the  absolute 
management  by  the  local  authority  of  all 
schools  supported  out  of  the  rates.  I 
think  that  Clause  1,  the  absolute  manage- 
ment by  the  local  authorities  of 
all  schools  is  essential.  Secoadly,  any 
attempt  to  impose  tests  on  teachers  or 
to  interfere  with  their  liberty  to  give 
or  not  to  give  Scripture  teaching. 
Thirdly,  any  attempt  to  set  up  a  Parlia- 
mentary religion  and  to  enforce  it  on  the 
local  authorities.  This  measure  cannot 
be  described  as  confiscatory  or  a  spoliat- 
ing Bill,  any  more  than  the  Education 
(Scotland)  Act,  1872,  for  which  the 
noble  Duke  who  resumed  this  debate 
to-day  was  responsible  as  one  of  the 
Cabinet.  That  Bill  confiscated,  without 
one  penny  of  compensation,  all  the 
parochial  schools  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land and  transferred  them  to  the  newly, 
created  school  boards. 

*LoRD  BALFOXJR  op  BURLEIGH :  I 

think  that  is  a  statement  which  the 
noble  Lord  will  have  some  difficulty  in 
supporting. 

2  S 
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♦Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLE Y  :  I 
have  in  my  hand  the  extract  from 
Hansard  of  that  year.  An  Amendment 
was  moved  in  the  House  of  Commons 
against  the  taking  of  these  schools, 
and 

'Lord  BALFOUR  op  BURLEIGH  : 
Which  schools  do  you  mean  ? 

♦Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY  : 
The  parish  schools. 

•Lord  BALFOUR  op  BURLEIGH : 
They  were  not  the  property  of  the 
Church 

♦Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY : 
Far  be  it  from  me  to  dispute  with  my 
noble  friend  in  an  interlocutory  manner 
with  regard  to  this  point ;    but  these 

Earochial  schools,  which  were  under 
eritors,  and  almost  entirely  managed 
locally  by  the  minister,  were  taken  away 
from  the  people  who  then  owned  them, 
and  transferred  to  a  new  body  which  was 
the  result  of  popular  election,  and  which 
was  under  no  obligation  whatever  to 
continue  any  form  of  Presbyterian  teach- 
ing in  those  schools.  That  is  quite 
enough  for  my  purpose.  That  shows 
an  absolute  diversion  of  trust  property 
from  one  set  of  owners  to  a  new  body, 
who  were  under  no  obligation  in  the 
way  I  have  suggested. 

♦Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH: 
There  were  no  trusts  in  connection  with 
the  heritor's  or  parochial  schools. 

♦Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY  : 
I  am  not  going  to  prolong  my  speech  by 
discussing  side  issues  relating  to  Scottish 
education  with  the  noble  Lord.  The 
House  of  Commons  will  never  again  in 
another  year  deal  with  a  measure  of  such 
complexity,  and  therefore  I  warn  the 
House  of  the  danger  of  drifting  into  that 
secular  system  which  I  agree  that  the 
majority  of  the  people  of  this  country 
do  not  at  present  desire,  but  which,  if 
the  various  Churches  cannot  settle  their 
disputes,  they  may  welcome  as  a  counsel 
of  despair  in  their  desire  to  have  done 
with  confusion. 
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♦The  lord  BISHOP  of  LONDON : 
My  Lords,  I  think  I  should  be  most 
ungrateful  if  I  did  not  recognise  on  the 
whole  the  conciliatory  spirit  displayed 
by  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down, 
and  as  I  hope  to  set  the  example  of  rather 
shorter  speeches  I  propose  not  to  follow 
Lord  Stanley  point  by  point,  and  certainly 
not  to  defend  the  noble  Duke.  I  had 
not  the  pleasure  of  hearing  his  speeches 
thirty  years  ago,  but  he  made  a  noble 
speech  to-night.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  whole  hllacy  in  regard  to  tests 
for  teachers  lies  in  confusing  tests  for  a  pro- 
fession with  qualifications  for  the  work.  If 
the  noble  Lonl  is  ready  to  allow  those  who 
teach  to  be  tested  as  the  curates  of  the 
Established  Church  are  tested,  we  shall 
be  quite  satisfied.  With  regard  to 
public  bodies,  I  am  quite  prepared  to  say 
that  most  public  bodies  will  act  fairly, 
but  what  about  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire  and  the  Councils  of  Wales  ? 
I  know  that  Nonconformists  honour 
the  Bible,  but  the  Church  brought  the 
Bible  to  England  and  taught  it  here 
centuries  before  there  were  any  Non- 
conformist bodies  at  all.  What  we 
want  is  a  free  teaching  of  the  Bible,  and 
not  the  Bible  edited  by  the  County 
Council.  As  to  religious  zeal,  if  there 
ever  was  a  man  fixed  with  religious  zeal 
it  was  Dr.  Temple,  our  late  Archbishop. 

Having  answered  in  these  few  sentences 
some  of  the  points  raised  by  the  noble 
Lord  I  wish  very  temperately  to  explain 
what  our  grievance  is  in  this   matter. 

What  is  a  Christian  school  ?  In  speak- 
ing of  these  matters  T  feel  the  difficulty 
which  the  most  rev.  Primate  expressed 
yesterday.  These  things  are  so  sacred 
with  us  that  I  hesitate  to  speak  of  them 
even  in  so  sympathetic  an  Assembly  as 
this.  But  I  answer  the  question,  "  What 
is  a  Christian  school  ? '  not  in  the  woi-ds  of 
some  extreme  High  Churchman,  but  in 
the  words  of  the  Dean  of  Canterbury, 
who  may  be  said  to  be  the  leader  of  the 
Evangelical  Pai  ty  in  many  respects.  He 
says — 

"  The  name  of  God  and  of  Christ  are  in  the 
forefront.  Everyone  knows  that  the  school 
was  established  by  the  Church  of  Christ,  in  the 
Name  of  Christ,  for  the  purpose  of  teaching  the 
larobs  of  Christ's  flock  ;  and  thus  all  the 
children  who  are  taught  in  it,  and  all  who 
work  in  it,  live,  as  it  were,  under  the  shadow 
of  the  great  Name,  nnder  the  vault  of  that 
spiritual  heaven  which  it  constitutes  ;  and, 
notwithstanding  their  imperfect  apprehension 
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and  realisation  of  all  that  it  involves,  it  is  in 
the  main  hallowed  and  held  supreme.  I'hat 
is  the  purpoee  lor  whieh  the  Church  establishes 
a  sohool,  just  as  it  is  the  purpose  for  which  she 
bailds  churches." 

I  have  read  that  because  I  want  to  make 
as  my  next  point  that  the  Evangelicals 
are  v^  keen  about  these  Church  Christian 
schools  as  anyone  else.  In  ou  r  dioceses  we 
are  always  dealing  with  various  clergy  of 
different  schools  of  thought,  and  during 
these  months  of  controversy  it  has  been 
one  of  the  few  redeeming  features  to  me 
that  Evangelical  and  High  Churchmen 
have  been  at  our  back  in  this  matter  side 
by  side. 

An  attempt  has  been  made  to  prove 
that  the  atmosphere  for  which  we  ask  is 
some  intolerant  sectarian  atmosphere.  I 
venture  to  say  that  that  attempt  has 
wholly  failed.  We  heard  some  years  ago 
a  great  deal  about  Oace's  Catechism,  but 
we  have  heard  nothing  of  it  for  the  last 
few  years.  We  cannot  discover  a  place 
where  Gace's  Catechism  is  ever  used,  and 
we  firmly  believe  that  the  sale  of  it  was 
largely  due  to  the  efforts  of  the  Libera- 
tion Society.  Again,  the  denominational 
aspect  of  the  school  has  this  meaning. 
We  believe,  in  starting  these  schools, 
that  you  should  not,  at  the  end  of  a 
child's  school  career,  leave  that  child  in 
the  air,  so  to  speak,  but  should  hand  it 
on  to  a  religious  society  which  shall 
carry  on  its  religious  education.  In 
sajdng  that  any  education  which  leaves 
the  child  in  the  air  on  leaving  school  is 
a  bad  one,  I  have  the  support  of  Dr. 
Dale,  the  great  Nonconformist  of  Birming- 
ham. Dr.  Dale  asserted  that  any  ex- 
planation of  the  Bible  which  could  be 
described  as  "undogmatic"  he  always 
regarded  with  distrust.  He  argued  that 
religious  teaching  which  would  not  be 
likely  "to  attach  the  children  to  any 
particular  denomination"  would  end  in 
detaching  them  from  all.  Undenomina- 
tional teaching,  if  genuine,  he  believed 
would  ultimately  leave  men  without  a 
religion  at  all.  That  gives  us  the  answer 
to  the  question.  What  is  a  Christian 
schooH 

I  will  not  dwell  on  this,  because  I 
want  to  leave  out  all  the  points  which 
have  been  pressed  upon  your  Ijordships 
already,  with  far  more  eloquence  than  I 
can  command.  For  years  this  system 
has  been  carried  on  by  voluntary  effort 
in  England.  I  have  gone  into  the 
statistics  as  far  as  I  can,  and  I  find  that 


the  amount  spent  has  been  about  j£l 0,000 
a  week  for  ninety  years.     People  do  not 
spend  £10,000  a  week  for  ninety  years 
unless  it  is  for  something  which  is  very 
dear  indeed  to  them,  and  it  has  been 
proved  that  this  ideal  is  just  as  keenly 
attractive  in  the  slums  as  in  other  places. 
I  think  we  misunderstood  the  noble  Earl 
the  Lord  President.     At  first  I  thought 
that  in  his  speech  he  was  going  to  call  the 
Church   of  England  the  Church  of  the 
rich,    but  I   believe  we    misunderstood 
what  he  said,  because  I  am  certain  that 
in  his  fair-minded  way  he  would  be  the 
first  to   recognise   that  the  Church    of 
England  has  taken  the  lead  in  the  slums, 
and  may  more  fairly  be  described  as  the 
Church  of  the  slums.     There  are  tracts 
of  these  slums  where  there  is  no  one  else 
working  except  the  representatives  of  the 
Church  of  England.     Therefore,  when  I 
find  that  this  ideal  of  Christian  schools  is 
so  dear  to  the  poor  as  well  as  to  the  rich, 
it  gives  me  an  added  grievance  that  these 
school!  are  to  be  done  away  with. 

Perhaps  your  Lordships  will  permit  me 
to  give  a  concrete  instance.  I  went  down 
to  a  very  poor  district  in  London  not  long 
ago,  and  heard  the  vicar  just  saying  to 
his  people — 

"  We  are  going  to  have  a  great  pleasure  this 
week.  We  have  been  collecting  for  twenty 
yeais  for  anew  wing  to  our  sohool.  This  wing 
will  be  opened  in  the  course  of  the  next  week 
or  fortnight." 

I  want  your  Lordships  to  picture  these 
people  in  that  poor  district  for  twenty 
years  giving  their  pennies  and  their  six- 
pences and  their  shillings  because  thoy 
loved  this  Christian  school  in  their  midst. 
We  opened,  only  a  few  years  ago,  a  school 
to  which  we  had  given  out  of  our  own 
pockets  £8,000.  Before  the  school  was 
opened,  it  was  full  in  anticipation,  because 
in  the  slums  of  East  London  they  love  to 
have  a  Christian  school.  This  ideal  still 
survives  in  14,000  cases  throughout  the 
country. 

1  am  perfectly  ready  to  admit  that  the 
ideal  breaks  down  in  two  points.  There 
are  two  grievances,  one  in  the  country 
and  one  in  the  towns.  The  noble  Duke 
has  dwelt  upon  both  of  them,  therefore  I 
will  only  spend  a  few  moments  in  dealing 
with  them.  It  is  a  grievance  that  the 
Nonconformists  in  the  country  should  not 
have  some  special  teacher  to  come  in  and 
teach  their  children  in  the  country  schools. 
Then  it  is  a  grievance  with  us    with 
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regard  to  the  1,000,000  town  children  in 
what  are  called  board  schools  that  we 
have  not  access  to  them.  No  one  recog- 
nises that  more  than  Mr.  Birrell  himself. 
In  an  excellent  article  in  the  "  IndependevU 
Review^'  in  1903,  he  says — 

"There are  more  than  1,000,000  children  of 
Church  of  England  parentage  under  the 
operation  of  the  Cowper-Temple  Claase,  and 
BO  prevented  from  being  instructed  in  Church 
principles  in  their  day  school.  It  cannot  be 
denied  that  1,000,000  children  are  worth 
considering." 

Now  if  the  Government  had  come  in 
with  some  scheme  to  redress  those  two 
grievances,  I  would  have  supported  it 
with  all  my  heart.  We  have  done  our 
best  in  a  voluntary  way  to  redress  those 
grievances  ourselves.  In  SpitalGelds  it 
was  found  that  there  were  100  Jewish 
children  in  a  Church  school.  Without 
asking  me  whether  he  might  or  not, 
because  he  knew  that  I  should  agree  with 
it,  the  rector  sent  over  to  the  Jewish 
Babbi  and  asked  for  a  Jewish  teacher  to  be 
sent  to  teach  the  Jewish  children.  When 
we  hear  of  the  three  days  of  what  is 
called  "  simple  Bible  teaching,"  and  the 
two  days  of  denominational  teaching, 
it  should  be  remembered  that  that 
represents  an  effort  on  the  part  of  the 
country  clergyman  to  be  fair  to  his  Non- 
conformist children.  If  he  teaches  the 
Catechism  chiefly  on  only  two  days,  it  is 
because  he  is  making  an  effort  to  be  fair 
to  the  Nonconformists,  so  that  they  shall 
withdraw  their  children  only  for  those 
two  days,  and  he  gives  on  the  other  three 
some  teaching  to  which  the  Nonconformist 
parents  cannot  object.  Therefore  I  feel 
with  the  noble  Duke  that  a  Bill  of  far 
less  magnitude  than  the  present  would 
have  redressed  the  grievances  which  I 
admit  in  those  two  respects.  If  the  Bill 
had  dealt  with  the  country  grievance 
and  with  the  grievance  of  the  to^^ns,  I 
believe  it  would  have  been  a  most  useful 
and  blessed  measure. 

My  Lords,  what  has  happened  ?  This 
Bill — and  this  is  why  I  say  that  the  whole 
Church  of  England  turns  against  it  in  its 
present  shape  with  tremendous  indigna- 
tion and  a  deep  sense  of  wrong — by  a 
htroke  of  the  pen  alters  the  whole  character 
of  those  14,000  Christian  schools.  The 
Member  for  Cambridge  University  in 
another  place  said— and  he  was  not  con- 
tradicted—  that  if  the  Bill  passed,  in  no 
single  school  in  England  and  Wales 
would  any  parent  be  able  to  claim  his 
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legal  right  to  have  religious  teaching 
given  to  his  children.  When  I  read  that» 
I  thought  for  a  moment  it  was  an  ex- 
aggerated statement,  but  on  thinking  it 
over  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  Member  for  Cambridge  University 
was  perfectly  right.  In  no  single  school 
in  England  and  Wales  will  a  parent  be 
able  to  claim  the  right  to  have  religious 
teaching  given  to  his  children  at  all. 
Therefore  I  need  not  dwell  any  further 
on  that  point. 

The  noble  Duke  has  shown  how 
public  management  would  have  been 
perfectly  consistent  with  leaving  denomi- 
national schools.  It  is  not  my  business 
to  point  out  the  inconsistency  of  the 
Bill,  especially  if  the  inconsistency 
was  meant  to  help  us.  But  how  is  it 
possible  for  Clause  4  to  be  reconciled  with 
Clause  1,  if  public  management  is  to  reign 
over  all  the  schools  ?  It  is  impossible  for 
me  to  fit  Clause  4  into  Clause  1.  What 
I  desire  to  do,  in  the  few  minutes  during 
which  I  shall  further  trouble  your  Lord- 
ships, is  to  point  out  the  unsatisfactory 
nature  of  the  substitute  which  is  to  be 
allowed  when  you  have  swept  away  our 
Church  schools.  I  am  Tiot  going  to  say  a 
single  intemperate  word  about  Cowper- 
Temple  religion.  For  nine  years,  year 
after  year,  day  after  day,  I  have  stood 
with  Nonconformists  in  the  open  air  in 
East  London  fighting  for  our  common 
truths.  Therefore,  1  do  honour  to  those 
truths  which  are  common  to  us  all,  and 
before  which  Mr.  Gladstone  himself  said 
he  bowed  his  head — the  doctrine  of  the 
Incarnation,  the  Atonement,  and  the  Holy 
Trinity. 

I  should  like,  in  passing,  to  say  how 
much  we  recognise  the  spirit  of  those 
Nonconformists  who  put  out  the  manifesto 
the  other  day,  stating  that  the  teaching 
they  wished  was  not  to  be  inconsistent 
with  the  Apostles'  Creed.  My  point  is 
that  you  will  not  get  that  at  all  under 
this  Bill.  Of  course,  I  want  to  make  it 
clear  that  as  a  Church  we  have  never 
recognised  Cowper-Temple  religion  as  the 
normal  religion  as  being  satisfactory  at 
all.  p]veryone  admits  that  it  leaves  out  the 
doctrine  of  the  sacraments  and  the  hitrtory 
of  the  Church.  Tnere  has  been  an  attemp: 
to  make  out  that  we  acquiesced  in  it.  The 
fact  is,  that  when  we  could  not  cover  the 
whole  ground  we  took  what  was  given  us 
and  worked  with  it  to  the  best  of  our 
power.     But   I  should  like  to  make  it 
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perfectly  plain  that  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land has  never  acquiesced  in  Cowper- 
Temple  religion  as  being  satisfactory  as 
the  normal  religion  of  the  country.  As 
the  most  rev.  Primate  pointed  out  in  an 
interruption  which  he  addressed  just  now 
to  the  noble  Lord,  the  teachers  who  have 
given  this  exceUent  teaching  which  has 
been  spoken  of  under  the  school  boards 
were  trained  in  our  denominational 
colleges,  and  the  teaching  under  the 
school  board  has  been  kept  up  to  a  higher 
level  by  the  competition,  or  by  the  exis- 
tence side  by  side,  of  the  denominational 
schools.  I  do  not  know  whether  your 
Lordships  have  noticed  it,  but  I  have  my- 
self noticed  a  down-grade  tendency  in  the 
Cowper-Temple  teaching  ever  since  it  was 
started  years  ago.  I  believe  that  Mr. 
Cowper-Temple  himself  would  have 
been  absolutely  astonished  if  he  had 
been  told  that  Cowper-Temple  teaching 
would  ever  be  understood  to  be  either 
reading  the  Bible  without  note  or 
comment,  or  something  which  was  **  not 
to  be  inconsistent  *' — I  quote  these  words 
from  the  debate  in  another  place — *'  with 
the  religion  of  the  saintly  Martineau  or 
the  holy  Channing " ;  in  other  words, 
with  Unitarianism.  Whatever  those 
who  started  it  meant,  there  is  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  the  teachers  who 
teach  it  feel  hampered  in  their  teaching, 
and  are  prevented  from  imparting  any 
definite  dogmatic  truth,  for  fear  of  acting 
against  the  clause.  Therefore  I  cannot 
at  all  admit  that  the  substitute  which  is 
to  be  given,  by  which  Cowper  Temple 
religion  is  to  be  forced  upon  all  schools 
as  the  normal  religion,  satisfies  me  in  the 
least. 

That  being  so,  I  am  left  with  the 
facilities.  It  has  been  pointed  out  that 
the  denominational  teaching  is  not  to  be 
given  by  the  teachers.  This  Bill  is 
called  a  charter  of  freedom  for  the 
teacher.  It  is  a  charter  of  tyranny  for 
many  teachers  who  bitterly  resent  having 
their  mouths  closed.  Children  need  not 
attend  the  educational  instruction,  and 
the  whole  thing  is  at  the  mercy  of  the 
local  authority,  who  may  not  take  over  the 
school  at  all.  Therefore,  when  I  come 
to  facilities,  I  find  very  little  comfort 
in  them.  My  Christian  school  is  swept 
away  before  my  eyes.  Clause  4  may 
apply  to  a  few  of  our  schoo's,  but  the 
most  rev.  Primate  has  pointed  out  how 
small  the  number  will  be  even  at  its 


best.  If  the  Jews  are  to  save  100  per 
cent,  of  their  schools,  and  the  Roman 
Catholics  nearly  one  half  of  theirs,  while 
we  save  only  25  per  cent,  of  ours,  I 
should  like  to  ask  why  it  is  that  we,  who 
have  done  so  much  in  our  humble  way 
for  the  religion  of  the  country,  are  to  be 
singled  out  to  be  penalised  more  than 
every  other  body  under  Clause  4  1 

Then  I  come  to  my  next  point.  I  am 
glad  to  see  the  noble  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  in  his  place,  because  I  am 
going  to  appeal  to  him,  for  whose  sense 
of  justice  and  honour  I  have  the  greatest 
possible  regard.  Is  it  or  is  it  not  the 
fact  that  under  this  Bill  that  school 
which  we  opened  five  years  ago,  and  on 
which  we  spent  £S  000  out  of  our  own 
pockets,  if  we  do  not  choose  to  come 
under  this  Bill,  is  to  be  taken  away  from 
us  by  the  Commission  of  Three  ?  I  have 
read  the  Bill  over  and  over  again,  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  supposing  I,  as  a  trustee 
for  a  great  many  schools  in  London,  do 
not  see  my  way  to  hand  over  those  schools 
under  this  Bill,  holding  them  as  I  do  on 
a  trust  before  God,  I  am  to  come  before 
the  Commission  of  Throe — composed  of 
able  and  honourable  men  though  we 
know  it  is,  but  who  can  only  administer 
the  law — and  be  forced  to  hand  over 
that  new  school  in  Bethnal  Green,  which 
is  only  a  type  of  hundreds  in  the  country. 
If  that  is  so,  I  say  that  it  is  an  act  of 
intolerable  tyranny  and  injustice. 

Lastly,  my  Lords,  I  object  to  the  Bill 
because  it  throws  down  an  apple  of  d  s- 
cord  at  every  election  throughout  the 
country.  I  find  a  great  number  of  people 
not  particularly  keen  about  the  Bill  whom 
you  might  have  expected  to  support  it. 
I  find  that  a  leading  Nonconformist  in 
another  place  said  that  he  was  not  very 
sanguine  of  the  Bill  becoming  law,  and 
personally  he  would  not  break  his  heart 
if  it  did  not,  so  long  as  Clause  4  remained 
in  it.  Dr.  Clifford's  Vigilance  Committee 
makes  this  statement.  It  registered  its 
protest  against  the  acceptance  of  the 
Education  Bill  of  1906  as  a  settlement 
of  the  question,  and  expressed  the  pro- 
found conviction  of  a  large  number  of 
Liberals  and  Nonconformists  that  it  leaves 
several  of  the  gravest  wrongs  inflicted  on 
the  country  by  the  Act  of  1902  unre- 
dressed— and  so  on  through  a  long  Eesolu- 
tion.  I  know  the  mind  of  the  Church  of 
England,  and  therefore  if  all  these  bodies 
disagree  with  and  throw  over  the  Bill, 
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what  an  apple  of  discoid  you  are  throw- 
ing down  m  every  municipal  election 
throughout  the  country  by  passing  this 
measure!  The  introduction  of  this  Bill 
can  only  be  justified  if  it  is  going  to 
appease  religious  strife  and  settle  the 
religious  difficulty.  But  if,  as  I  look 
into  it,  I  find  that  it  produces  more 
religious  war,  and  does  not  settle  the 
religious  difficulty  at  all,  I  only  hesitate 
to  press  for  its  rejection  on  the  under- 
standing that  we  shall  be  perfectly  free  in 
the  autumn  to  open  up  this  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  destruction  of  our  Church 
schools,  and  that,  if  the  nation  does 
decide  that  they  are  to  be  destroyed,  we 
shall  discover  a  substitute  more  in  accord- 
ance with  justice  and  religious  equity 
than  is  provided  by   the   present  Bill. 

Viscount  HALIFAX :  My  Lords,  we 
have  been  told  several  times  in  the  course 
of  the  debate  that  this  is  a  Bill  for  placing 
elementary  education  under  popular  con- 
trol. I  venture  to  say  that  it  is  nothing 
of  the  kind.  This  Bill  cannot  be  a  Bill 
for  placing  elementary  education  under 
popular  control  if  elementary  education 
be  what  is  contemplated  by  the  Bill, 
for  the  simple  reason  that  this  has 
already  been  done  by  the  Bill  of  1902. 
The  local  authority  has  at  this  moment 
the  complete  control  of  the  secular  edu- 
cation given  in  all  the  elementary  schools 
of  the  country.  Does  the  Lord  President 
deny  that  1  No  teacher  can  be  appointed 
in  any  of  those  schools  of  whose  efficiency 
in  regard  to  the  secular  instruction  the 
local  authority  is  not  satisfied.  Every 
teacher  who  is  found  inefficient  in  regard 
to  secular  education  can  be  dismissed  by 
the  local  authority.  No  child  may  be 
refused  admission  to  the  school,  even 
though  it  does  not  belong  to  the  religious 
denomination  owning  the  school.  The 
conscience  clause  withdrawing  such  child 
from  religious  instruction  to  which  its 
parents  may  object  is  of  universal  obliga- 
tion. The  local  authority  can  order  what 
alterations  it  desires  in  the  structure  of 
the  school  building.  There  is  only  one 
thing  the  local  authority  cannot  do — it 
cannot  object  to  the  appointment  of  a 
teacher,  or  insist  on  the  dismissal  of  a 
teacher  of  whose  efficiency  in  regard  to 
secular  instruction  no  complaint  can  be 
made.  But  since  this  Bill  expressly  ex- 
cludes religious  teaching  from  school 
hours,  and  proclaims  an  absolute  indiffer- 
ence as  to  the  religious  opinions  of  the 
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teachers,  whether  they  have  any 
religious  convictions  or  none,  and  leaves 
it  free  to  the  teachers  to  decline 
to  give  reli^ous  instruction,  it  is  not 
open  to  the  Government  to  say  that  this 
exception,  or  the  control  by  the  managers 
of  the  religious  teaching  given  in  the 
school,  in  any  degree  diminishes  the  com- 
pleteness of  the  popular  control  at  present 
possessed  by  the  local  authority  over  the 
elementary  education  of  the  country  as 
contemplated  by  this  Bill.  No,  my  Lords, 
this  Bill  is  not  a  Bill  for  placing  elementary 
education  as  defined  by  the  Bill  under 
popular  control ;  it  is  a  Bill  to  deal  with 
education  in  its  relation  to  religion,  and  I 
desire  to  draw  your  Lordships'  attention 
to  the  nature  of  the  proposals  to  which 
you  are  asked  to  assent 

Now,  my  Lords,  to  judge  those  pro- 
posals, there  is  one  preliminary  question 
which    must    be   settled.      It    is    this : 
what     do     we     mean     by     education  I 
We  mean,  the  training  of  the  children's 
faisulties,  their  instruction  in  all  useful 
and  necessary  knowledge,  their  equipment 
with  the  necessarv  means  of  getting  on  in 
life ;  but  is  that  all  we  mean )  Is  that  all  we 
desire    for     our    children  ?     Surely  we 
desire  something   more  than  this.      Do 
we  not  desire  the  correction  of  what  is 
bad  in  them,  and  the  drawing  out  of  what 
is  goodt      We   desire  the  formation  of 
their    character.      We  desire  that  our 
children  should  grow  up  into  good  men 
and  women,  men  and  women  who  shall 
so  play  their  part  here  as  to  fit  them  for 
that  eternal  future  which  awaits  us  all 
hereafter.      In  other  words,  we  believe 
that    education    to    deserve  the  name 
must    be  religious.      And    the    whole 
question  resolves  itself  into  how,  in  view 
of  our  unhappy  religious  differences,  the 
religious    character    of   any    system    of 
compulsory  elementary  education  is  to  be 
preserved  consistently  with  the  rights  of 
conscience.     If  we  were  all  agreed  as  to 
what  was  essential  religious  teaching,  the 
difficulty  would  vanisn.     The  religious 
teaching  accepted   by    all    as    essential 
would  be  given    to  all     But    this    is, 
unfortunately,  not  the  case.   It  is  because 
it  is  not  the  case  the  difficulty  arises,  and 
it  is  that  fact    which    constitutes    the 
difficulty  felt  by  the  Bishop  of  Ripon  in 
his  eloquent  speech  last  night.     In  view 
of  the  actual    circumstances  is  it    not 
obvious  that  if  any  compulsory  system  of 
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education  is  to  remain  religious,  without 
doing  violence  to  the  rights  of  conscience 
it  can  only  be,  as  Lord  Salisbury  said  last 
night,  by  a  frank  reoo^tion  on  the  part 
of  the  State  of  the  nghts  and  wishes  of 
the  parents  whose  children  it  compels  to 
eo  to  its  schools,  and  by  maintaining  a 
friendly  but  impartial  attitude  as  regards 
the  religious  teaching  of  all  the  different 
churches  and  denominations  alike.  I  do 
not  see  how  this  can  be  seriously  denied. 
Yet  this  is  precisely  what  this  Bill  does 
not  do. 

Consider,  first,  how  this  Bill  deals  with 
the  religious  character  of  education  in 
general,  and  next  how  it  treats  the  rights 
of  conscience.  I  will  not  detain  your 
Lordships  by  going  through  the  details 
of  the  m\\ ;  they  have  been  dismissed 
already,  and  there  will  be  further 
opposition  for  dismissing  them  at  another 
time.  But  no  one  in  the  face  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  can  deny  that  such 
recognition  as  the  Bill  gives  to  religion 
in  its  connection  with  education  is  of 
the  most  grudging  and  unsatisfactory 
character.  Religion  by  this  Bill  is 
treated  as  the  thing  of  the  least  importance 
in  the  elementary  schools  of  the  country. 
I  do  not  think  that  can  be  denied. 

Now,  my  Lords,  I  turn  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  Bill  deals  with  the  rights 
of  conscience,  more  particularly  with  the 
rights  of  conscience  of  the  members  of 
the  Church  of  England  and  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  body.  We  hate  been  told  that 
Clause  1  Lb  the  Bill.  By  Clause  1  the 
Bill  destroys  at  one  blow  all  the  denomi- 
national schools  of  the  country,  for  the 
exceptional  and  limited  facilities  given 
by  subsequent  clauses  for  denominational 
teaching  in  some  of  the  existing  schools 
do  not  apply  to  new  schools,  and  are 
quite  illusory  and  insufficient.  And 
further,  it  establishes  in  those  schools 
— that  is  in  Anglican  and  Roman  Catholic 
schools  —  the  very  kind  of  religious 
teaching  those  schools  were  built  to 
exclude.  I  would  ask  you  to  consider 
the  injustice  of  such  proposals.  What 
has  the  Church  of  England,  what  has  the 
Roman  Catholic  body  done  to  deserve 
such  treatment  1 

Long  before  the  State  concerned  itself 
about  education,  it  was  the  Church  of 
England,  as  the  most  rev.  Primate  has 
reminded  us,  that  first  took  up  the  cause 
of  elementary  education  throughout  the 


country.  Well  mi^ht  Mr.  Mundelia  say, 
as  he  did  in  ParUament  in  1870,  and 
Mr.  Mundelia  was  a  Radical  of  the 
Radicak — 

"  that  the  Church  schools  had  done  a  noble 
work,  which  Parliament  had  neglected  to  do,*' 

Adding  that — 

*'  after  all  the  clergy  were  the  best  friends 
of  education." 

Your  Lordships  know  the  efforts  that 
have  been  made  since  1870,  the  millions 
that  have  been  raised  by  private  effort  to 
maintain  the  denominational  schools  and 
to  make  those  schools  efficient.  And  I 
ask  why,  in  the  face  of  such  a  re- 
cord, are  those  schools  to  be  des- 
troyed 1  Why  are  the  members  of 
the  Church  of  England,  why  are  the 
members  of  the  Roman  Catholic  body, 
who  have  done  so  much  for  education 
in  the  past,  to  be  deprived  of  the 
religious  teaching  in  their  schools 
which  those  schools  were  built  to  main- 
tain 1  There  is  only  one  answer  to  that 
question,  aiid  it  has  been  given  by  the 
Prime  Minister  himself.  It  is  not  because 
those  schools  are  inefficient,  it  is  not  be- 
cause persons  have  complained  of  them, 
it  is  because  it  is  the  deliberate  and 
avowed  intention  of  the  Grovemment  to 
destroy  the  denominational  schools — 
your  Lordships  will  forgive  me  for  using 
hard  words — in  order  to  please  the 
political  Nonconformists.  I  defy  any 
member  of  the  Government  to  deny 
it.  What  did  the  Prime  Minister 
say  on  June  27th  in  the  House  of 
Commons — 

**  This/'  he  said,  "  is  an  undenominational 
Bill,  setting  up  an  undenominational  system." 
...  It  would  be  a  false  Bill  if  it  were  to  the 
mind  of  the  denominationalists." 

Mr.  Birrell.  Mr.  Asquith,  Mr.  Bryce, 
Mr.  Lloyd-George  have  all  said  the  same 
thing.  My  Lords,  who  are  the  supporters 
of  denominational  religious  teaching? 
Roughly  speaking,  the  Church  of  England 
and  the  Romah  Catholics.  Who  support 
undenominational  teaching?  With  the 
exception  of  some  of  the  Wesley ans,  all 
the  Nonconformists.  There  can  be  no 
illusion  on  the  subject,  the  Bill  is  not  a 
Bill  to  remedy  any  legitimate  grievance 
the  Nonconlormist  may  possess,  unless  the 
existence  ol  any  denominational  school 
is  a  grievance  in  the  eyes  of  Noncon- 
formists. The  only  shadow  of  a  griev- 
ance they  possess  is  in  single-school 
districts,  a  grievance  which  could  easily 
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be  remedied  without  injury  and  injustice 
to  anyone.  This  is  a  Bill  which  deliber- 
ately and  of  Set  purpose  attacks  the 
schools  of  the  Church  of  England 
and  those  of  the  Roman  Catholic  body. 
Mr.  Birrell  himself  appears  so  conscious 
of  the  injustice  and  inconsistency  of  his 
proposak,  that  he  has  gone  out  of  his  way 
to  show  that  the  undenominational 
religious  teaching  set  up  by  the  Bill  is  not 
the  religion  of  Nonconformists.  I  think 
the  President  of  the  Council  and 
certainly  Lord  Burghclere  said  some- 
thing to  the  same  effect  last  night. 
It  may  not  be  the  religion  of  Non 
conformists  ;  it  certainly  is  the  religious 
instruction  of  which  they  approve. 


The  facts  of  the  case  disprove  Mr. 
Birrell's  theories.  One  example  out 
of  many  which  is  within  my  own 
knowledge  will  be  sufficient.  The 
Nonconformists  in  Leeds  had  formerly 
some  sixteen  schools  of  their  own. 
How  many  have  they  now  ?  Not 
one.  They  surrendered  their  schools  one 
after  another  to  the  local  school  boards. 
They  did  this  either  because  they  were 
too  indifferent  as  to  the  religious  educa- 
tion of  their  children  to  make  the  slightest 
sacrifice  on  its  behalf,  or  because  they 
were  satisfied  that  the  sort  of  religious 
instruction  they  desired  would  be  given 
at  the  cost  of  the  ratepayer  *.  There  is 
no  doubt  that  the  latter  reason  is  the  true 
one.  The  Nonconformists  at  Le«ds 
surrendered  their  sixteen  schools  when 
they  found  they  could  get  for  their  chil- 
dren at  the  public  expense  the  sort  of 
religious  instruction  they  wanted.  Other 
Nonconformist  bodies  have  done  the  same 
thing  all  over  the  country,  and,  having 
succeeded  in  establishing  and  endowing 
their  own  undenominational  religious 
teaching  out  of  the  rates,  they  now  refuse 
any  share  of  the  rates  and  any  recognition 
on  the  part  of  the  State  to  the  denomi- 
national teaching  to  which  they  object. 
The  plain  truth  is,  and  this  Bill  is  the 
proof  of  it,  however  much  they  may 
dislike  its  being  said,  that  the  Non- 
conformist leaders  supported  by  the 
present  Government,  want  to  deprive  all 
the  religious  bodies  with  which  they  are 
not  in  agreement  of  their  right  to  have 
definite  religious  instruction  in  the 
schools  those  religious  bodies  have  built, 
and,  utilising  the  dread  of  mere  secular 
education,  demand    that   the    religious 
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instruction  they  themselves  favour  shall 
be  given  in  all  schools  at  the  expense  of 
the  public. 


And  now,  my  Lords,  allow  me  to 
turn  t  i  what  is  the  heart  of  the  Bill,  to 
the  question  of  what  this  undenomina- 
tional religion  is,  which  henceforth  is  to 
be  endowed  by  the  State  and  which  the 
Government  propose  to  establish  in  all 
the  Church  schools  of  the  country.  My 
Lords,  I  would  ask  you  to  bear  with  me 
for  a  few  moments,  for  this  is  the  point 
on  which  the  whole  issue  turns.  Un- 
denominational religious  teaching  is,  we 
are  told  by  the  supporters  of  the  Bill, 
those  simple  truths  which  the  Protestant 
bodies  are  supposed  to  hold  in  common. 
Those  truths  do  not  include  belief  in  a 
priesthood  and  a  regard  for  the  Sacra- 
ments. Roman  Catholic?,  Mr.  Bryce 
iniorms  us,  hold  these  doctrines.  They 
believe  in  a  priesthood,  and  they  value 
the  Sacraments.  Every  consideration, 
therefore,  says  Mr.  Bryce,  ought  to 
be  shown  for  their  convictions,  but 
such  doctrines  are  not  the  doctrines 
of  the  Church  of  England.  I 
would  refer  your  Lordships  to  the 
opening  questions  of  the  Church 
Catechism  to  show  the  falsity  of  that 
statement.  The  statements  of  the 
Catechism  in  regard  to  the  Sacraments 
— I  note  in  passing,  that  the  Church  of 
England  declares  these  Sacraments  "  to 
be  generally  necessary  to  salvation," 
and  insists  that  all  her  children  before 
they  come  to  Confirmation  shall  be  in- 
structed in  the  Catechism — are  according 
to  Mr.  Bryce,  "metaphysical  and  theo- 
logical "  definitions  incomprehensible  to 
the  simple  mind  of  a  child,  and  the  only 
form  of  Christian  teaching  that  could 
properly  be  given  to  a  child  was  com- 
prised in  those  few  fundamental  truths  in 
which  all  Protestant  bodies  were  agreed  ; 
those  fundamental  truths  being  the  kind- 
ness and  goodness  of  the  Creator,  the 
duty  to  love  Him,  and  keep  His  Com- 
mandments, and  the  sacred  precepts  of 
the  Sermon  on  the  Mount.  My  Lords, 
a  Jew  or  a  Mahommedan  might  say  aa 
much  ;  yet  it  is  this  practical  Unitarianism 
masquerading  under  the  name  of  simple 
Christian  teaching  which  it  is  the  object 
of  this  Bill  to  substitute  for  the  definite 
Christian  instruction,  as  set  out  in 
the  Church  Catechism,  our  schools 
were  built  to  maintain  and  teach. 
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Let  me  emphasise  the  point,  for  it  is  all- 
important.  Undenominational  religious 
teaching,  I  say  it  deliberately,  is  to  all 
intents  and  purposes  in  its  tendency  and 
effect  Unitarian  religious  teaching.  Every- 
thing said  in  and  out  of  Parliafuent  about 
this  ^ill  proves  it  up  to  the  hilt.  It  is 
not  what  is  read  of  the  Bible  ihat  is  at 
fault,  it  is  what  is  left  out,  and  it  is  the 
effect  of  what  is  left  out  that  is  so  fatal 
to  the  character  of  the  teaching  given 
under  the  Cowper-Temple  clause.  So 
far  as  undenominational  religious  teach- 
ing in  the  past  has  preserved  any  of  the 
salt  of  Christianity,  it  is  due  to  two 
facts,  first,  tiiat  the  great  majority  of 
teachers  in  board  or  council  schools  have 
hitherto  been  trained  in  training 
colleges  belonging  to  the  Church;  secondly, 
that  the  existence  of  Church  schools  in 
which  definite  religious  instruction  was 
given,  side  by  side  with  the  board  schools, 
has  kept  up  the  standard  of  the  religious 
instruction  given  in  the  latter.  Neither 
of  these  securities  will  continue  if  this 
Bill  becomes  law.  Church  schools  will 
cease  to  exist,  undenominationalism  will 
be  taught  in  all  schools,  and  the  training 
colleger  are  directly  threatened.  Read- 
ing of  the  Bible  as  a  literary  or  an 
ethical  lesson  m^y  continue,  but  what 
will  that  be  worth  1  Mr.  Asquith  has 
recently  told  us  in  the  interests  of  such 
Bible  teaching  that  the  Bible  is  the 
greatest  masterpiece  of  English  literature. 
Yes,  my  Lords,  it  is  chat,  but  it  is  some- 
thing more,  and  it  is  just  that  in  it  which 
makes  it  more  than  a  mere  masterpiece 
of  English  literature,  that  signifies  to  us. 
Mr.  Asquith  has  also  been  good  enough 
to  tell  us  what  the  religious  teaching  is, 
as  opposed  to  "  controversial  dogma,*' 
which  he  understands  by  **  simple  Bible 
teaching,"  and  which  he  wishes  taught  to 
little  children.  It  is  •*  to  fear  God,  to 
serve  the  State,  to  hate  injustice,  to  love 
their  neighbour,  and  to  do  their  duty  with 
all  their  might.''  In  what  does  this 
differ  from  Unitarianism  1  And  it  is 
this  teaching  which  has  nothing  dis- 
tinctively Christian  about  it,  which  some 
people  support,  and  like  to  call  simple 
fundamental  Christian  teaching.  It 
would  be  better  to  try  to  be  intelligent 
and  honest,  and  say  at  once  as  Mr. 
Goldwin  Smith  has  been  saying  in  his 
new  book  :  *'  Christian  dogma  is  built  on 
belief  in  the  Incarnation  and  the  Atone- 
ment ;  that  the  inferences  of  science  are 
fatal  to  dogmatic  Christianity,"  but  that 


because  we  reject  the  Incarnation  and 
the  Atonement,  we  by  no  means,  reject 
Christianity,  since  the  **  Essence  of 
Christianity  is  belief  in  the  Fatherhood  of 
Grod,  and  the  brotherhood  of  man."  Again 
practical  Unitarianism.  Mr.  Goldwin 
Smith  is,  indeed,  profoundly  right  when 
ho  goes  on  to  say  that  the  authority  of 
conscience  is,  and  must  be,  religious.  And 
that  apart  from  religion  all  that  is  left  us 
is  '*  a  domination  of  self-interest  without 
regard  for  moral  considerations,"  but  Mr. 
Goldwin  Smith  because  he  says  that, 
though  we  may  hope  that  he  is  on  the 
way  to  Damascus,  is  not,  and  does  not 
profess  to  be  a  Christian,  and  belief  in 
the  Fatherhood  of  God  and  the  brother- 
hood of  man  does  not  constitute 
Christianity. 

But,  indeed,  my  Lords,  it  is  not  neces- 
sary to  labour  the  point.  We  have  it 
clearly  confessed  by  its  supporters  what 
this  undenominational  religious  teaching, 
what  this  simple  Bible  reading  really  is. 
What  did  Mr.  Herbert  Paul  say  in  the 
House  of  Commons  on  Monday  1  I 
apologise  to  your  Lordships  for  alluding  to 
such  a  person,  but  Mr.  Herbert  Paul, 
who  began  his  career  in  the  House  of 
Commons  by  abusing  those  of  his  country- 
men who  had  fought  for  England  in 
South  Africa  has  continued  his  career  by 
abusing  the  Church,  and  the  other  day, 
he  told  us  that  simple  undenominational 
teaching  was  "  religious  teaching  in  those 
simple  religious  principles  upon  which 
Protestants  are  agreed,  and  which  many 
Free-thinkers  have  no  objection  should  be 
taught  their  children."  Mr.  Herbert  Paul 
informed  the  House  of  Commons  on  the 
same  occasion  that  '*  the  Bishop  of 
London  was  the  most  innocent  of  Gk>d's 
creatures,  though  his  innocence  was  as 
much  mental  as  moral,"  in  other  words 
that  he  was  a  fool,  because  he  had 
asserted  his  conviction  that  the  Church 
of  England  would  never  acquiesce  in  such 
undenominational  teaching.  No  one  will 
accuse  Mr.  Herbert  Paul  of  innocence, 
either  mental  or  moral,  but  he  was 
certainly  lacking  in  the  guile  of  the 
serpent  when  he  defined  undenomi- 
national religion  as  being  the  kind 
of  teaching  "  which  Free-thinkers 
think  suitable  for  their  children."  The 
members  of  the  Unitarian  body  have 
also  recently  been  saying  that  undenomi- 
national instruction  is  a  foundation 
agreeable  to  themselves  on  which  persons 
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who  do  not  agree  with  them  may  build 
sach  other  things  as  they  like.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  it  is  a  foundation  agreeable 
to  the  Unitarian  body,  but  it  is  not  the 
foundation  on  which  Christianity  reposes, 
it  is  not  a  foundation  consistent  with  the 
Christianity  of  the  Christian  Church  ;  and 
to  accept  it,  or  to  acquiesce  in  any  com- 
promise in  regard  to  it  in  Church  schools, 
would  be  a  betrayal  of  the  faith  and 
fatal  to  the  most  sacred  rights  of  the 
children  of  the  poor.  There  is  no  book 
that  requires  so  much  explanation  as  the 
Bible.  Everybody  is  not  qualified  to 
explain  the  Bible.  "  The  Church  to  teach, 
the  Bible  to  prove."  Simple  Bible  teach- 
ing as  handed  down  by  the  Church  is 
what  has  to  be  preserved  in  our  schools. 
But  it  is  precisely  such  teaching,  hitherto 
given  in  Church  schools  by  trained 
teachers  in  school  hours,  under  adequate 
authority,  which  under  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill  is  to  be  forbidden. 

My  Lords  it  was  an  Apostle  who  said 
"No  scripture  is  of  private  interpreta- 
tion.*' It  is  the  Church  of  England  which 
declares  in  the  Articles  that  "  the  Church 
is  the  keeper  and  witness  of  Holy  Writ " ; 
but  this  Bill  leaves  the  teaching  of  the 
Bible  to  teachers  whose  fitness  for  the 
task  is  to  be  determined,  if  at  all,  bv  local 
authorities  and  county  councils,  who,  as 
a  noble  Lord  opposite.  Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley,  has  very  justly  remarked,  seem 
likely  to  be  invested  by  this  Bill  "  with 
the  authority  of  the  General  Councils  of 
the  Church.^' 

My  Lords,  it  is  impossible  to 
discuss  this  question  adequately  with- 
out entering  into  these  theological  con- 
siderations. I  beg  your  Lordships  to 
forgive  me  for  having  done  so,  but  these 
things  must  be  said  and  it  is  perhaps  as 
well  that  a  layman  should  say  them. 

Let  me  turn  for  one  moment  to  what  is 
more  a  layman's  province,  that  is  to  one 

Eracdcal  aspect  of  this  question.  Your 
lOrdships  will  have  noticed  that  in  the 
Return  of  the  religious  instruction  given  in 
board  and  council  schools  it  is  an  almost 
universal  condition  that  no  attempt  be 
made  to  attach  the  children  to  any 
religious  denomination.  I  do  not  quarrel 
with  such  a  provision  in  such  schools.  I 
refer  to  it  to  show  the  necessary  insuffici- 
ency, to  use  no  harsher  word,  of  unde- 
nominational religious  teaching  and  more 
especially  to  show  one  of  its    practical 
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results.  The  whole  efi'ect  of  that  teach- 
ing, and  the  better  such  teaching  is  the 
more  certain  its  effect,  is  to  create  "  un- 
attached Christians."  The  children,  so 
taught,  go  out  into  the  world  ;  they  come 
up,  we  will  say  to  London ;  they  are  alone 
in  this  vast  town ;  they  are  exposed  to  ail 
its  dangers  and  temptations.  What  oould 
you  most  wish  for  a  son  or  daughter  of 
your  own  under  such  circumstances  t 
Would  it  not  be  that  their  previous 
religious  training — and  remember,  my 
Lord^,  that  there  are  masses  of  children 
who,  if  they  do  not  get  religious  training 
in  school,  will  get  it  nowhere — would  it 
not  be,  I  say,  that  their  religious  training 
should,  amongst  other  things,  be  such  as 
would  throw  them  as  a  matter  of  course 
amongst  the  members  of  a  church  or  some 
religious  denomination  who  would  be 
likely  to  look  after  them,  and  be  just  the 
people  to  help  them  and  keep  them 
straight  in  the  way  they  should  gol 
Simpe  Christain  teaching,  simple  Bible 
teaching,  call  it  which  you  like,  which 
does  not  attach  children  to  some  re- 
ligious body  is  practically  of  little  use 
in  the  circumstances  I  am  describing. 
Yet  this  is  the  religious  teaching  which  is 
henceforth  to  be  universal. 

It  may  be  right  to  pay  for  such  a 
mutilatea  Christianity  for  those  who 
prefer  it,  so  long  as  equal  facilities  and 
equal  assistance  are  accorded  to  definite 
Christian  teaching  in  the  schools  of  the 
Church.  We  have  done  so  in  the  case  of 
the  board  and  council  schools,  but  the 
Church  can  never  accept  it  for  herself. 
It  is  a  very  insecure  foundation.  Do 
those  who  make  such  a  proposal  the 
least  understand  the  state  of  religious 
thought  at  the  present  time  ?  Have 
they  the  least  idea  of  the  consequences 
which  must  ensue  from  the  adoption  of 
such  a  principle  1  Do  they  know  in  the 
least  the  dangers  to  which  Christian  be- 
lief at  the  present  moment  is  exposed  % 
I  ask  the  question  in  all  seriousness ;  it 
is  one  that  demands  an  answer. 

Before  sitting  down  let  me  pause  for 
one  moment  on  less  important  matters. 
I  should  like  to  ask  His  Majesty's 
Government,  if  undenominational  religion 
is  to  be  paid  for  out  of  the  rates  and 
taxes,  why  not  denominational  religious 
teaching  ?  All  pay  rates,  all  pay  taxes. 
Why  are  these  to  be  used  for  the  support 
of  one  kind  of  religion  and  not  for  Uie 
support  of  the  other  %    Why  are  members 
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of  the  Church  of  England  and  Roman 
Catholics  who  pay  more  than  half  the 
rates,  to  be  forced  to  pay  not  only  for  a 
system  of  religious  instruction  of  which 
they  disapprove,  but  also  to  be  made  to 
pay  for  having  this  religious  instruction 
of  which  thoy  disapprove  forced  into 
their  own  schools,  schools  expressly  built 
to  exclude  it  ?  Again,  I  would  ask  has 
a  parent  the  right  to  have  his  child  in- 
structed in  the  religion  he  himself 
believes  and  approves  of,  or  has  he  not  1 
Liberty  of  conscience  would  seem  to  de- 
mand It,  yet  this  BiU  refuses  this  liberty. 
In  all  County  Council  Provided  schools 
where  religious  instruction  is  given  at 
all  this  undenominational  religion  is 
now  all  that  may  be  taught.  Church 
parents  demand  a  right  of  entry  into 
these  schools  that  their  children  may 
be  taught  the  Church  Catechism  by 
Church  teachers.     The  Bill  says — 

*'  No,  you  shall  not,  and  we  shall  no  longer 
allow  you  to  have  your  children  tau;;lit  even 
in  your  own  schools  in  the  way  that  you 
desire." 

My  Lords,  I  say  emphatically  that 
unless  justice  and  the  rights  of  con- 
science are  mere  idle  words,  things  to 
be  disregarded  when  it  is  convenient, 
to  be  insisted  upon  only  when  they 
apply  to  yourself,  and  to  be  ignored 
when  they  apply  to  others,  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill  ignore  the  sacred  rights  of 
Christian  children  and  Christian  parents, 
outrage  the  rights  of  conscience,  and 
flatly  contradict  those  principles  of 
justice  to  which  appeal  is  so  constantly 
made  in  words,  but  which  so  far  as  this 
BiU  is  concerned,  are  so  entirely  dis- 
regarded in  practice.  We  have  been 
told  that  the  object  of  an  Education 
BUI  ought  to  be  to  place  all  religious 
bodies  on  an  equal  footing — that  is  pre- 
cisely what  this  Bill  does  not  do. 

**  I  have  always  believed," 

Mr.  Asquith  said  only  last  Monday — 

'*  that  any  soheme  for  a  settlement  founded 
on  injustice  is  a  settlement  founded  on  the 
taod.'* 

That  is  precisely  what  the  Bill  is.  Let  us 
have  equal  justice  in  all  schools,  whether 
council  schools  or  others ;  let  the  Govern- 
ment give  effect  to  the  principle  and  we 
shaU  be  nearer  agreement  than  we  are  at 
present. 

My  Lords,  this  BUI  is  impossible   in 
anything  Uke  its  present  shape,  and  can 


never  pass  unless  radically  amended. 
Those  who  oppose  this  Bill  are  not  pre- 
pared to  see  the  definite  Christianity  of 
the  creeds  banished  from  the  land.  They 
are  not  prepared  to  see  our  trust-deeds 
torn  up,  the  property  we  have  devoted 
to  the  spread  of  Christ's  religion  con- 
fiscated. They  would  deem  themselves 
traitors  to  the  faith  if  they  abandoned 
the  elementary  right  to  have  the 
children  of  the  country  taught  the  faith 
'once  delivered  to  the  samts'  by  the 
lips  of  their  natural  instructors,  and  as  an 
integral,  as  well  as  the  most  important 
part  of  their  education. 

My  Lords,  those  who  oppose  this  Bill 
ask  for  no  favour,  for  no  privilege.     They 
ask  only   that  education  shall    not    be 
divorced  from  religion,  that  the  State  shaU 
not  establish  and  pay   for  a  mutilated 
Christianity,  the   most  odious   form   of 
establishment     possible,    for    it    is    the 
reassertion  of  that  most  detestable  prin- 
ciple   cuius    regio    eius    religio.       They 
claim  that  fair   play  and  equal    dealing 
shall  be  dealt  out  to  aU  alike.      They 
desire  the  redress    of     any    legitimate 
grievance    which    the     Nonconformists 
think     they     possess,     they     wish     to 
see  the  opinions  of  non-Christians  and 
Agnostics    respected ;    but    what    thev 
claim  for  others  th'^y  claim  for  the  Church 
of  England  and  for  the  Roman  Catholic 
body.     They  claim  in  the  name  of  justice 
that   no  preference  shall  be    given    to 
undenominational  religious  teaching  over 
denominational  teaching;    that  religious 
teaching  shaU  be  given  in  school  hours  by 
the  teachers  in  the  school,  and  shall  not 
be  given  by  those  in  regard  to  whom 
there  is  no  security  that  they  believe  what 
they  teach ;  that  the  Bible  shall  not  be 
treated  as  a  mere  reading-book  or  as  a 
convenient  vehicle  for  ethical  instruction. 
They  believe  that  education  to  deserve  the 
name  must  be  something  that  helps  to 
bring  out  the  possibiUties  of  man's  nature, 
to  develop  what  is  good  in  him,  to  eradi- 
cate, as  far  as  may  be,  what  is  evil.     They 
believe  that  there  can  be  no  real  educa- 
tion for  man,  as  Grod  has  made  him,  apart 
from  the  knowledge  of  and  contact  with 
the  Person  of  our  Lord  and  Saviour  Jesus 
Christ.      They  can  accept  no  national 
system  of    education   that  ignores  and 
gives  no  place  to  the  Christian  religion. 
They  believe  that  the  acceptance  of  such 
a  system  means  individual  and  national 
disaster. 
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How  then,  in  the  face  of  our  unhappy 
religious  divisions,  are  these  principles  to 
be  maintained  ]  Not,  I  submit,  by  ex- 
cluding all  religious  teaching  from  the 
national  system  of  education,  not  by  the 
State  constructing  a  religion  of  its  own 
and  compelling  all  to  pay  for  it,  but  by  the 
frank  recognition  on  the  part  of  the 
State  of  the  religious  teaching  of  aU 
denominations  alike,  by  a  friendly 
neutrality  on  the  part  of  the  State  to 
hU  religions,  and  by  the  maintenance 
by  the  State  of  all  schools,  whether 
denommational  or  not,  which  comply  with 
the  State  requirements  as  to  educational 
efficiency.  There  is  no  other  satisfac- 
tory solution  of  the  education  question. 
Such  a  solution  is  quite  compatible  with 
complete  popular  control,  and  it  is  the 
solution  demanded  alike  by  a  regard  for 
religion  and  by  respect  for  justice.  Such 
a  solution  is  easy.  Continue  the  council 
schools  as  they  are,  but  give  the  parents 
who  are  forced  to  send  their  children 
to  those  schools  the  right  of  having 
denominational  teaching  if  they  desire  it. 


In  all  single  school  districts  give  the 
Nonconformists  the  right  of  entry  into 
Church  schools  and  Roman  Catholic 
schools,  and  extend  the  provision  of  the 
Act  of  1902  so  as  to  assist  the  Noncon- 
formists in  giving  that  teaching  if  they 
so  desire.  I  for  one  should  be  more  than 
willing  to  see  the  million  offered  for  the 
rent  of  Church  schools  given  to  the 
Nonconformists  for  this  purpose.  If  these 
things  are  conceded,  if  in  some  way  or 
another  the  denominational  character  of 
our  schools  is  preserved,  if  we  have 
security  that  the  teachers  in  Church 
schools  are  fit  and  proper  persons  for  the 
post  and  believe  what  they  have  to  teach, 
if  justice  and  a  regard  for  religion  are 
allowed  to  determine  the  solution  of  the 
question,  the  religious  difficulty  will  be 
settled  and  there  will  be  peace.  If  these 
things  are  not  secured,  if  the  Bill  should 
pass  in  anything  like  its  present  form — 
if  it  is  not  completely  transformed  and 
made  a  juster  measure  than  it  is  at 
present — the  religious  diflSculty  will  be 
further  removed  from  settlement  than 
over  and  the  signal  will  have  been 
given  for  a  religious  war  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  country. 
Every  one  who  has  the  interests  of  the 
country  must  deplore  such  a  prospect ; 
no  one  will  deplore  it  more  than  I  snail ; 

Fiseauni  Halifax. 


but  it  will  be  inevitable,  and  the  responsi- 
bility for  it  will  rest  on  the  shoulders  of 
His  Majesty's  Grovernment. 

♦The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord  TWITEDMOUTH)  :  My 
Lords,  we  all  recognise  the  intense 
earnestness  of  the  noble  Viscount  who  has 
just  sat  down,  but  I  must  offer  some 
protest  against  the  doctrine  he  has  laid 
down  in  his  speech.  The  noble  Viscount 
stated  that  this  Bill  will  destroy  all 
Christianity  in  our  schools. 

Viscount  HALIFAX  :  May  I  interrupt 
the  noble  Lord  1  I  did  not  say  it  ex- 
cluded all  Christianity  ;  I  said  it  imposed 
undenominational  Christianity. 

♦  Lord  TWEEDMOUTH:  I  think  I  am 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House.  The 
noble  Viscount  said  that  it  took 
Christianity  out  of  the  schools  that  were 
subject  to  the  Cowper-Temple  Clause. 
He  claims  that  this  Bill  should  give  equal 
justice  to  all  schools.  That,  my  Lord,  is 
the  object  of  the  Bill.  The  purpose  of 
the  Bill  is  to  extend  equal  justice  on  equal 
terms  to  every  school  throughout  the 
country.  At  the  beginning  of  this 
evening's  debate,  we  had  a  very  powerful 
speech  from  the  noble  Duke — a  speech 
which  undoubtedly  impressed  the  House^ 
but  one  which  seemed  to  lead  to  the 
certain  conclusion  that  thiii  Bill  should  be 
rejected  on  Second  Reading.  If  the  noble 
Duke's  proposition  were  made  good,  un- 
doubtedly the  only  course  that  tne  House 
could  take  would  be  to  reject  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill.  I  am  glad  to  say 
that  the  right  rev.  Prelates  who  spoke 
yesterday  did  not  go  to  that  length. 
The  most  rev.  Prelate  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury  at  any  rate  held  out  some 
considerable  hopes  of  an  agreement  being 
arrived  at,  and  the  Bishop  of  Ripon  went 
still  further  when  he  declared  tnat  there 
were  three  courses  possibles-one  being 
secular  teaching,  the  second  equal  facilities 
and  support  for  all  denominations,  and  the 
third  compromise ;  and  it  was  perfectly 
clear  that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  wisheid 
to  arrive  at  a  compromise. 

Very  strong  language  has  been  used 
against  this  Bill,  it  is  said  to  be  a  Bill 
of  robbery  and  confiscation — that  the 
schools  are  to  be  taken  away  from  their 
owners.       That   I  maintain  is  not  the 
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object  of  the  Bill,  nor  will  it  be  its  result. 
It  is  said  that  the  money  expended  in  the 
erection  and  upkeep  of  these  voluntary 
schools  will  be  taken  away.  That  is  not  the 
caae.     It  is  also  said  that  violent  hands 
will  be  laid  upon  the  ancient  rights  of  the 
Church  in  these  schools.    No  proposal  is 
to  be  found  in  the  Bill  to  take  away  the 
property  from  those  in  whose  hands  it 
now    is,    whether    they  be    owners    or 
trustees.    The  property  remains  in  exactly 
the  same    hands    which    now   hold    it. 
Under  the  Act  of  1902  these  schools  were 
left  under  private  management,  or  nearly 
under  private  management.     Under  this 
Bill  they  will  be  under  public  manage- 
ment.    That  condition  is  imposed  neces- 
sarily by  the   fact    that    they    are    to 
be    in    future    supported    entirely    out 
of    public   funds,  supplied  either  from 
the  rates  or  from  the  taxes.     The  Bill 
does  not  propose  to  take  away    these 
schools  from  the  owners    or  from   the 
trustees ;  it  proposes  to  take  the  use  of 
the  schools  for  five  days  in  the  week.     It 
does  not  take  the  schools  in  the  evenings 
or  on  the  other  two  days  in  the  week. 
The  schools  are  left  to  the  use  of  the 
owners  or  trustees  on  every  evening  and 
on  Saturdays  and  Sundays.     That  surely 
is  no  small  advantage  to  denominational 
institutions.     The  use  of  the  school  as  a 
Sunday  school  is  not  a  thing  to  be  lightly 
regarded,  for  surely  the  Sunday  schools 
of  the  Church  have  done    more    than 
almost  anything  else  to  spread  religious 
feeling    amongst    the    children    of    the 
country.     But  besides  that  it  must  be 
remembered  that  the  schools  are  not  taken 
for  nothing,  but  rent  is  paid  for  them; 
and  not  only  is  rent  paia  for  them,  but 
the  Bill  undertakes  that  they  shall  be 
kept  up  at  the  public  expense,  so  that  i 
the  cost  of  the  repairs  is  taken  off  the 
owners.      It    is    further    provided   that  i 
where  the  owners  or  trustees  wish  it  the  I 
the   local    authority  shall,   if  it  desires 
to  make  use  of  the  schools  at  all,  permit 
denominational  instruction   to  be  given 
on  two  mornings  in  the  week,  though  it 
is  also  provided  that    such  instruction  , 
shall  not  be  paid  for  out  of  public  funds,  | 
but  shall  be  given  at  the  expense  of  the 
denomination  itself.     Surely  that  also  is 
a  reasonable  requirement,  and  one  that 
may   well  be  approved.     Again,   where 
four  fifths  of   the    parents    are  anxious  | 
to  have  denominational  instruction  in  the  ; 
schools,  there  they  may  have  it  on  every 
morning  in  the  week,  and  the  teaching 


may  be  carried  out  by  the  teachers  in  the 
schools.  The  Bill  insures  the  continuance 
in  one  form  or  another  of  voluntary 
denominational  schools  in  certain  areas 
— at  any  rate  in  urban  areas  with  over 
5,000  inhabitants. 

It    is  also  complained  that  the  Bill 
removes  the  tests  of  teachers,  and  that  in 
future  there  will  be  no  guarantee  that 
teachers  will  be  found  to  teach  religion 
in  the  schools.     I  do  not    think    that 
will  be  the  case.     I  believe  that  the  local 
authorities  themselves    will    take    good 
care  that  the  teachers  are  fit  to  discharge 
the  duties  required  of  them.     We  have 
some    proof    of    that    from     what    has 
taken    place    in    Scotland    during    the 
last  thirty  years.     Ever  since  the  Scot- 
tish schools  were  handed  over   to  the 
school  boards  throughout  the  country  we 
have  found  that  the  local  authorities,  the 
school  boards,  have  chosen  teachers  who 
have    taught    religion    in    the    Scottish 
schools  in  a  way  that  has  been  thoroughly 
satisfactory  to  the  parents  of  the  children 
attending  them.     The  Bill  is  further  said 
to  be  a  wanton  disturbance  of  the  work 
of    education   in    the    country,    and   an 
attack  on  the  Church  of  England.     It  is 
not  intended  to  be  either.     The  intention 
is  to  improve  education,  and  least  of  all 
to   make   an  attack   on   the    Church  of 
England.     But  the  purpose  of  the  Bill  is 
that  the  Church  of  England  shall  not  be 
in  a  privileged  position,  but  shall  take  its 
share  with  all  the  other  denominations  of 
the   country.     It  is  said   that  the   Bill 
gives  a  preference  to  Nonconformity,  and 
that    Cowper  -  Temple    religion    is    the 
religion  of  Nonconformity.     That  is   a 
proposition    which    I    entirely    dispute. 
The  teaching  given  under  the  Cowper- 
Temple  clause  is  not  a  denominational 
education,  but  it  is  a  Christian  education ; 
and  how  is  it  possible  to  maintain  other- 
wise in  the  face  of  what  has  been  paid  by 
the  most   rev.  Primate  himself  on  the 
subject    of    Cowper-Temple  instruction, 
namely — 

"  That  it  is  alniost  inconceivahle  that  any 
Christian  man  >^ho  knows  tlie  facts  can  speak 
of  the  Christian  teaching  given  under  the 
London  School  Board.  .  .  . '' 


The  lord  ARCHBISHOP  of  CAN- 
TERBURY :  In  London— rot  through- 
out  the  counirv. 
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*LoRD  TWEEDMOUTH  : 

.  ..."  as  worthless  because  it  is  unilonomina- 
tiooal.  Such  instruction  lays  the  foundation 
on  which  ampler  teaching  of  the  Christian 
Faith  can  be  securely  huift." 

The  lord  ARCHBISHOP  of  CAN- 
TERBURY :  I  am  sure  the  noble  Lord 
does  not  desire  to  misrepresent  me. 
Those  words  were  not  used  of  Cowper 
Temple  teaching  throughout  England  as 
a  whole,  as  it  is  now  interpreted  by 
various  authorities.  They  refer  to 
Cowper-Temple  teaching  in  London,  as  it 
was  given  by  teachers  whose  work  was 
inspected  under  the  London  School 
Board,  which  makes  all  the  difference. 

♦Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  I  think  one 
hears  from  provincial  districts  also  that 
exactly  the  same  kind  of  teaching  is 
given  under  the  various  great  school 
boards  all  over  the  country.  I  do  not 
think  the  most  rev.  Primate  is  justified 
in  saying  that  it  is  confined  purely  to 
London. 

The  LORD  ARCHBISHOP  of  CAN- 
TERBURY :  I  really  must  interrupt  again. 
I  never  said  that  it  was  confined  to 
London.  I  said  that  the  words  which 
the  noble  Lord  has  quoted  had  reference 
to  London.  There  are  many  other  places, 
I  am  thankful  to  say,  where  the  position 
is  exactly  the  same,  but  I  must  not  be 
represented  either  as  applying  the  state- 
ment to  the  whole  of  England,  or  as 
having  intended  to  limit  it  to  London 
alone.  Those  words  were  spoken  with 
regard  to  London  alone,  but  there  are 
many  other  places  as  to  which  the  same 
can  be  said. 

♦Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  I  contend 
that  on  the  evidence  that  we  have 
received  from  all  parts  of  the  country 
we  may  safely  rely  on  a  form  of  religious 
teaching  in  our  schools,  similar  to  that 
which  originated  under  what  is  known  as 
the  Cowper-Temple  clause,  being  given 
as  a  basis,  and  that  that  basis  is  one 
on  which  all  denominations  can  agree. 
It  does  seem  to  me  to  be  above  all 
things  desirable  to  secure  in  our  schools 
the  teaching  of  a  form  of  religion  which 
will  be  accepted  by  all  denominations 
alike  as  a  basis  of  common  Christian 
belief.  I  contend  that  the  present  Bill 
has  gone   as  far   as   possible  to  secure, 


consistently  with  full  control  by  the 
authority  and  the  freedom  of  the  teaching 
profession,  efficient  elementary  schools  in 
every  comer  of  the  land,  and  to  provide 
for  religious  instruction  suited  to  the 
needs  of  the  great  majority  of  the  parents 
of  the  children  attending  the  schools, 
with  special  arrangements  for  the  special 
needs  of  special  cases. 

Lord  COLCHESTER:  My  Lords,  it 
is  thirty-five  years  since  the  adoption  of 
the  compromise  of  1870.  At  that  time 
I  had  the  honour  of  being  a  Member 
of  your  Lordships'  House,  and  I  have 
carefully  noted  all  the  modifications  of 
legislation  which  have  taken  place;  but 
it  is  only  now  for  the  first  time  that  we 
have  seen  any  responsible  statesman  of 
either  party  coming  forward  with  a 
measure  like  the  present,  which  tears 
to  pieces  the  first  principles  of  the  Bill 
of  1 870.  Those  principles  were  supported 
equally  as  much  by  Mr.  Gladstone  and 
Mr.  Forster  as  by  Lord  Salisbury  and  Mr. 
Balfour,  and  hitherto  they  have  been 
respected.  The  noble  Earl  on  the  front 
Bench  opposite  endeavoured  to  show 
that  they  were  disregarded  by  the  Bill 
of  1902;  but  that  Bill  maintained  the 
same  condition  of  things,  under  which 
there  were  two  sorts  of  schools,  one 
wholly  maintained  by  public  funds  under 
the  control  first  of  the  school  boards 
and  afterwards  of  the  county  councils, 
and  the  other  built  by  private  effort 
for  the  maintenance  of  religious  teach- 
ing, which  were  to  be  still  in  part 
supported  by  voluntary  funds  as  far 
as  the  maintenance  of  the  fabric  was 
concerned,  to  carry  on  the  denominational 
instruction  accoroing  to  the  religion  of 
those  by  whom  they  were  founded.  The 
Bill  of  1870  respected  the  work  which 
had  been  solely  built  up  by  voluntary 
effort,  and  especially  by  the  effort  of  the 
Church  of  England,  while  on  the  other 
hand  it  provided  for  efficiency  by  the 
machinery  of  the  board  schools. 

Something  invidious  has  been  said  as 
to  the  grants  of  money  which  have  been 
given  to  the  voluntary  schools.  But  it 
must  not  be  forgotten  that  when  it  was 
not  so  clearly  held  as  it  now  is  that  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  State  to  educate  the 
children,  these  schools  were  doing  the 
State's  work,  and  the  money  paid  to  them 
may  be  regarded  as  being  paid  for  doing 
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what  the  State  is  now  inclined  to  consider 
its  own  business.  This  Bill  for  the  first 
time  proposes  to  break  up  the  system 
entirely,  by  establishing  a  unified  system 
of  schools  and  altogether  sweeping  away 
the  partially  voluntary  system.  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  spoke  with  great 
enthusiasm  of  everything  being  under 
municipal  control.  The  great  evil  of  this 
Bill  is'  that  it  establishes  one  unified 
system,  and  I  contend  that  no  unified 
system,  whatever  it  may  be,  can  meet 
the  various  wants  of  the  country.  I  can 
appeal  on  this  point  to  a  high  authority 
which  will  command  some  respect  from 
noble  Lords  opposite.  Years  ago  Mr. 
John  Stuart  Mill  said  that  while  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  State  to  see  that  the 
children  were  educated,  schools  wholly 
controlled  by  the  State  ought  to  be 
merely  one  experiment  among  many,  and 
that  their  business  should  be  to  be  an 
example  and  encouragement ;  that  it 
woula  do  mischief,  and  cramp  and  narrow 
the  minds  of  the  people,  if  tney  had  one 
system  of  education  imposed  by  the 
State — that  is  by  the  dominant  power 
for  the  moment,  whatever  it  might  be — 
which  should  try  to  impress  its  own 
mould  upon  the  whole  of  the  children. 
I  must  say  that  I  respect  Mr.  Mill  as 
a  higher  authority  than  Mr.  Birrel),  and 
it  is  the  radical  vice  of  this  Bill  that 
it  intends  to  impose  one  unified  system 
upon  the  whole  country. 

We  have  been  told  in  some  quarters 
that  this  is  the  plain  will  of  the  people. 
I  suppose  that  that  statement  is  founded 
on  the  result  of  the  last  general  election. 
We  remember  that  Lord  Salisbury,  I 
think  it  was,  said  that  the  people  ac  a 
general  election  were  in  the  position  of  a 
jury  who  had  to  decide  a  number  of  oases 
and  give  one  verdict  upon  them  all, 
whatever  their  merits.  The  noble  Lord 
opposite  suggested  that  no  Liberal 
candidate  would  have  been  accepted 
who  was  indifierent  upon  this  subject. 
We  all  know  that  a  candidate  who  says 
anything  to  offend  a  portion  of  his 
supporters  is  an  undesirable  candidate ; 
but  will  the  noble  Lord,  or  any  noble 
Lord  on  that  side  of  the  House,  assert 
that  their  success  was  wholly  due  to  this 
one  question  of  education  1  If  education 
had  been  the  one  question  before  the 
country,  would  their  Party  be  where  it  is 
now  ?  There  is  no  proof  of  that  whatever. 
I  was  not  one  of  those  who  agreed  with 


the  objections  raised  to,  or  shared  in  the 
alarm  created  by,  the  idea  of  a  small 
duty  on  com,  but  we  know  what  effect  it 
had  in  the  country.  I  cannot  admit, 
however,  that  the  men  who  imagined  th&t 
the  price  of  corn  was  going  up  to  sixty 
shillings  a  quarter  were,  in  consequence 
of  their  vote  on  that  subject,  to  be  con- 
sidered as  strong  advocates  of  a  unified 
svstem  of  education.  I  do  not  believe 
that  any  of  those  who  took  the  advice  of 
the  noble  Duke  who  spoke  first  to-night, 
and  voted  as  he  recommended  against  all 
who  took  a  particular  view  of  the  fiscal 
question,  thereby  proved  themselves  to 
be  strong  opponents  of  the  Bill  which  the 
noble  Duke  himself  piloted  through  this 
House.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  country 
has  ever  spoken  upon  this  subject.  You  - 
have  a  Parliament  elected  on  a  powerful 
cry,  in  which  this  education  question  was 
merely  an  incidental  matter.  I  hope,  in- 
deed, that  we  shall  have  some  expression 
of  the  views  of  the  country  during  the 
Kecess,  so  that  we  shall  be  able  to  judge 
what  really  is  their  view. 

We  have  heard  a  great  deal  about  the 
necessity  of  public  control,  and  the  noble 
Earl  used  the  argument  that  he  who  paid 
the  piper  should  call  the  tune.  The 
same  argument  was  used  in  1902,  and  I 
remember  the  very  effective  answer  then 
made  to  it  when  it  was  asked  whether 
those  who  used  the  argument  would  be 
prepared  to  allow  the  majority  of  rate- 
payers, if  they  were  denominationalists, 
seeing  that  they  who  paid  the  piper  should 
call  the  tune,  to  set  up  everywhere  strictly 
denominational  schools,  with  or  without 
a  conscience  clause  as  they  pleased,  and 
to  impose  whatever  tests  they  thought  fit 
on  the  teachers.  That  would  be  local 
control.  But  what  you  have  in  this 
Bill  is  a  mere  one-sided  control,  as  it 
allows  the  local  authority  to  establish 
secularism  but  not  to  establish  denomina- 
tionalism — to  exclude  the  Bible  but  not 
to  admit  the  Church  Catechism.  If  you 
had  local  control  which  could  be  worked 
either  way,  under  which  both  Clause  1 
and  Clause  7  might  require  the  consent 
of  the  local  authority  before  they  became 
law,  your  local  control  would  be  a  reality, 
and  not  the  empty  name  and  mockery 
which  it  is  in  this  Bill.  The  con- 
demnation of  this  plan  is  to  be  found 
in  the  existence  of  any  clause  like  the 
Cowper-Temple  clause  itself,  because 
every  argument   used   for  them    is   an 
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argument  in  favour  of  withdrawing  the 
question  from  the  local  authorities.  The 
argument  that  it  might  create  burning 
local  animosities  is  in  itself  an  argument 
which  goes  to  the  root  of  the  whole  prin- 
ciple of  local  control,  and  is  identical 
with  the  arguments  used  in  the  seven- 
teeth  century  against  the  extension  of  the 
powers  of  Parliament,  namely,  that  it 
would  create  faction.  That  argument 
was  a  powerful  one,  but  we  have  not 
found  it  powerful  enough  to  induce  us  to 
object  to  our  Parliamentary  Constitution. 
Something  may  be  said  for  settling  all 
these  matters  by  a  central  authority,  and 
something  may  be  said  for  allowing  them 
to  be  settled  by  the  locality ;  but  these 
•  two  principles  cannot  be  reconciled.  The 
man  who  is  enthusiastic  for  local  control 
cannot  be  enthusiastic  for  the  restriction 
of  the  local  authority  in  the  matter  of 
denominational  teaching. 

I  do  not  wish  to  detain  your  Lordships 
by  going  into  the  question  of  tests;  I 
should  not  have  mentioned  it  at  all  had 
it  not  been  that  the  noble  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  alluded  to  what  passed  in  the 
school  board.  I  think  in  a  letter  whi  h 
he  wrote  some  time  ago,  and  which 
attracted  some  attention,  he  asked  how  it 
could  possibly  be  that  the  other  Party  in 
the  school  board  had  acquiesced  in  the 
resolutions  to  which  he  alluded.  A  good 
deal  has  been  said  about  finding  a  common 
basis  of  agreement.  The  noble  Lord 
alluded  to  the  vehement  religious  contro- 
versy which  arose.  I  think  it  would  be 
worth  while  mentioning  that  it  arose  on  a 
point  which  1  should  have  thought  was 
common  to  all  Christian  bodies.  It  was 
proposed  to  insist  on  the  teaching  in  all 
schools  of  the  solemn  doctrine  accepted  by 
all  Christians.  The  proposal  was  opposed 
by  almost  every  Nonconformist  repre- 
sentative on  the  board,  and  by  the  whole 
of  the  Party  who  acted  with  them,  on  the 
ground  that  one  dogma  would  be  followed 
by  another,  and  that  it  would  involve 
denominationalism.  In  the  midst  of  this 
contest,  when  considerable  obstruction 
was  going  on,  the  majority  of  the  school 
board  being  unwilling  to  raise  a  fresh  con- 
troversy which  would  occupy  what  was 
left  of  thoir  time,  which  needed  to 
be  otherwise  devoted  in  order  that 
they  might  carry  through  what  they 
thought  were  very  important  matters, 
said  they  were  willing  to  agree  to  some- 
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thing  which  otherwise  they  would  have 
objected  to. 

Then  as  to  the  facilities  for  denomina- 
tional teaching,  I  cannot  see  why 
they  should  be^  given  in  the  urban 
districts  only,  it  seems  to  me  that 
it  is  not  in  the  urban  districts  only 
that  parents  may  have  a  care  for  the 
religious  education  ot  their  children,  or 
that  there  may  be  a  reasonable  desire  to 
have  such  teaching.  Why  should  the 
demand  of  the  majority  be  disregarded 
unless  it  is  a  majority  of  four-fifths  1  I 
cannot  see  how  the  minority  can  be 
injured ;  they  would  be  under  protection. 
If  the  minority  was  smaller  than  one- 
fifth,  there  might  be  a  danger  of  their 
rights  being  infringed  upon ;  they  might 
feel  the  singularity  which  they  would 
injur;  but  there  could  be  no  singu- 
larity where  the  majority  was  not 
much  larger.  I  cannot  see,  on  the 
ground  of  simple  justice,  why  a  bare 
majority  should  not  be  allowed  to  have 
these  facilities.  I  hope  that  this  Bill, 
if  it  passes  this  House,  will  do  so  only 
after  the  most  drastic  Amendments. 
We  shall  be  threatened,  no  doubt,  with 
possible  consequences  to  this  House  if 
we  do  not  pass  it.  We  have  heard  that 
threat  before.  On  a  former  occasit'n 
when  this  House  rejected  a  Bill,  we  read 
next  day  in  the  Press  of  a  statement  by 
a  member  of  the  Cabinet  who  had  even 
ventured  to  discuss  the  manner  and 
method  as  to  how  a  Bill  might  become 
law  without  the  services  of  this  Hous**, 
which  meant,  of  course,  the  possibility  of 
dispensing  with  this  Chamber.  I,  for 
one,  fully  realise  the  constitution.'U 
privileges  of  this  Chamber,  and  while  we 
enjoy  those  privileges  it  is  for  us  to  deal 
with  all  matters  submitted  to  us  in  the 
manner  in  which  we  think  the  interests 
of  this  country  as  a  whole  may  best  be 
served. 

♦Lord  KILLANIN:  My  Lords,  I 
desire  to  make  a  few  remarks  during  this 
debate  on  the  attitude  of  Koroan 
Catholics  towards  this  Bill.  The  noble 
Duke  who  spoke  last  evening  pointed  out 
what  was  the  attitude  of  Roman  Catholics 
in  this  country,  and  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Peers  in  this  House.  The  noble 
Duke  explained  to  the  Grovemment  that 
although  the  Roman  Catholic  Peers  might 
acquiesce  in  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill,  that  action  must  not  be  taken  a^ 
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showing  that  they  were  satisfied  with  the 
Bill,  and  he  stated  that  in  order  to  meet 
their  wishes  the  Bill  would  have  to  be 
drastically  changed.  As  the  noble  Duke 
spoke  on  that  subject  it  might  seem 
unnecessary  for  another  Catholic  Peer  to 
address  you.  I  am,  however,  not  only  a 
Boman  Catholic,  but  also  an  Irishman, 
and  in  speaking  I  wish  especially  to  ask 
the  House  to  bear  in  mind  the  position 
of  my  co-religionists  and  fellow  country- 
men in  this  country  in  regard  to  this  Bill. 
They  are  for  the  most  part  very  poor 
people,  living  in  the  industrial  centres  in 
this  country,  far  from  their  own  land, 
separated  from  their  friends,  taken,  so  to 
speak,  out  of  their  natural  surroundings 
and  the  religious  atmosphere  of  their  own 
land,  and  forced  by  the  calamitous  events 
of  the  history  of  their  native  land,  to  leave 
it  and  seek  a  livelihood  ekewhere.  On 
their  behalf,  on  behalf  of  the  Irish  Catholic 
parents  and  children  of  this  country ,whose 
interests  and  position  must  and  do,  both  on 
national  and  on  religious  grounds,  appeal 
most  strongly  to  me,  I  wish,  therefore,  to 
say  a  few  words.  And  I  would  that  I 
had  the  abilities,  and  the  eloquence,  and 
the  debating  experience,  all  of  which 
qualities  were  so  admirably  placed  at  the 
service  of  this  cause  by  the  Irish  Nation- 
alist Members  in  another  place.  I  differ 
politically  from  those  hon.  Members, 
out  I  desire  to  be  allowed  to  associate 
myself  wholeheartedly  with  them  in  the 
splendid  work  they  have  done  in  this 
cause.  But,  in  saving  that  I  am  thinking 
mainly  of  the  Irish  Catholic  children  in 
this  country,  I  should  not  like  to  be 
understood  as  meaning  that  I  excluded 
in  any  way  from  my  sympathy  and 
support  the  religious  and  educational 
interests  of  other  denominations,  but  I 
know  and  can  see  and  hear  what  power- 
ful advocates  they  have  in  this  House. 

My  Lords,  when  we  come  to  look  at  this 
Bill  and  to  consider  the  clauses  which 
deal  with  voluntary  schools  and  which 

Furport  to  give  religious  facilities  to  them, 
must  say  I  agree  with  previous  speakers 
who  have  shown  that  these  clauses,  as 
they  stand,  are  so  bad  and  illusory  and 
worthless  that  it  seems  waste  of  time  to 
dwell  on  them.  And  so  one  is  forced  to 
leave  them  aside  and  consider  the  Bill  in 
its  general  character  and  effect.  As  I 
understand  this  Bill,  under  its  provisions 
the  voluntary  schools,  numbering,  in  this 
country,  about  20,000,  will  cease  on 
January   1st,   1908 — the  hegira  of   the 
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new  Nonconformist  era — to  be  recognised 
or  assisted  out  of  public  funds,  and  are 
either  to  be  starved  out  of  existence  or 
robbed  of  their  religious  character,  unless 
they  can  come  to  certain  arrangements 
with  local  authorities  and  come  to  certain 
agreements,  and  imless  they  can  comply 
with  a  number  of  exacting  conditions, 
which  arrangements  and  agreements  and 
conditions,  if  made  use  of,  must  deprive 
the  great  majority  of  the  voluntary 
schools  of  their  religious  character.  My 
Lords,  I  believe  the  Catholic  schools  of 
this  country  would  rather  starve  than 
give  up  or  jeopardise  their  religious  work. 
Their  schools  have  been  built  by  faith 
and  enthusiasm,  and  faith  and  enthusiasm 
will  defend  them,  if  necessary.  They 
have  been  founded  and  supported  by  the 

Knee  of  the  poor  or  by  the  noble 
nefactions  of  those  who  have  recognised 
the  religious  and  educational  wants  of  the 
industrial  classes  of  this  country.  The 
question  before  the  House  and  the  country 
is  whether  those  schools  are  to  be  starved 
out  of  existence  and  deprived  of  their 
religious  character  in  spite  of  the  wishes 
of  their  founders  and  supporters.  For 
that  is  the  present  aspect  of  affairs,  that 
is  the  religious  intolerance  and  liberty 
with  which  we  are  threatened  by  the 
Liberal  Party.  For  this  is  not  an 
Education  Bill.  It  was  not  brought  in  to 
provide  education  for  anyone,  or  to  im- 
prove the  education  of  anyone,  but  it  is  an 
attack  on  reUgious  liberty.  The  Bill,  as 
it  stands,  I  fear  shows  unmistakable  signs 
of  political  bias  and  unfairness  and  in- 
tolerance of  any  religion  but  that  of  one 
political  body.  And  is  religious  intoler- 
ance any  the  less  religious  intoleranco 
because  it  is  exhibited  and  practised  by 
a  Parliamentary  majority  t  How  is  it 
better  than  that  of  any  despotic  power  X 
We  read  of  such  things  in  history  and 
deplore  them.  Yet  certain  sections  of  the 
Liberal  Party  pride  themselves  on  this 
self-same  intolerance  because  they  have 
been  placed  in  power  by  the  votes  of  an 
election  and  possess  what  they  call  a 
"  mandate." 

It  wiU  be  said,  perhaps,  that  I  am 
exaggerating  the  lack  of  provision  for 
religious  education  under  this  Bill, 
because,  it  will  be  alleged,  religious 
education  is  provided  for  under  the 
Cowper-Temple  clause.  Now,  my  Lords, 
I  wish  especially  to  draw  attention  to  the 
relation  of  the  religious  teaching  that  can 
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be  given  under  the  clause  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  position.  The  teaching  that  can 
be  given  under  that  clause  may  or 
may  not  satisfy  the  Prote^^tant  com- 
munity in  this  country.  It  is  said 
thai  it  does  satisfy  some  Protestants, 
and  that  for  others  it  is  good  so  far 
as  it  goes,  but  that  it  does  not  go  far 
enough.  But  in  the  eyes  of  Roman 
Catholics,  the  religious  teaching  that 
can  be  given  under  the  Cowper-Temple 
clause  is  not  merely  imperfect  or  in- 
adequate^ but  it  is  hostile  and  opposed 
to  the  whole  Catholic  ideal  and  to 
Catholic  teaching.  Because  it  is  essenti- 
ally Protestantism,  and  if  you  change  a 
RomanCatholic  school  into  a  council  school 
you  not  only  confiscate  it  and  deprive 
it  of  its  religious  character,  but  you  are 
turning  a  Roman  Catholic  school  into  a 
Protestant  school.  As  between  this 
Protestant  sect  and  that  Protestant  sect, 
Cowper-Temple  religious  teaching  may 
not  be  denominational  or  distinctive  of 
one  sect  more  than  another,  but,  to  a 
Roman  Catholic,  that  teaching  is  de- 
nominational and  distinctive.  Why,  my 
Lords,  was  not  simple  Bible  teaching  the 
very  cry  that  separated  Protestants  from 
the  Church  of  Rome,  which  has  always 
maintained  and  taught  that  Christ 
founded  a  church  to  guide  the  faithful  and 
to  interpret  the  Scriptures  ?  Therefore, 
I  shoulii  like  to  point  out  to  the  Govern- 
ment and  to  the  Nonconformist  body  that 
you  are  going  to  endow  out  of  the 
rates  Cowper-Templeism,  and  we  are  to 

Say  for  it  though  it  is  in  our  eyes 
enominational  and  distinctive  religious 
teaching.  You  are  endowing  a  form  of 
religion,  and  making  us  pay  for  it,  and 
it  is,  in  its  essence,  spirit,  and  context. 
Protestantism,  and  distinctive  of  that 
creed  as  compared  with  Roman  Catholic 
teaching.  But  I  should  be  very  much 
misunderstood  if  I  were  thought  to  be 
suggesting  that  we  objected  to  paying  for 
the  religious  teaching  you  can  give  under 
the  Cowper-Temple  clause.  For  we  are 
under  no  circumstances  secularists,  and 
we  .  recognise  that  Cowper-Templeism 
satisfies  or  suits  the  religious  aspira- 
tions of  a  great  number  of  the  people 
of  this  country,  and  we  are  willing 
to  pay  our  share  for  teaching  it 
to  them  ;  but  you  in  turn  must  not 
grudge  us  the  teaching  of  our  religion 
in  our  own  schools.  Religious  teaching 
in  the  education  of  the  child  is,  in  the 
eyes  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  of 
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supreme  importance.  We  think  it  to 
be  of  importance  for  the  sake  of  the 
individual  child,  both  here  and  here- 
after, and  also  for  the  sake  of  society  and 
of  the  State.  Secularism  in  any  form  is 
abhorrent  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Churdi, 
and  we  believe  it,  also,  to  be  most 
injurious  in  its  social  aspect.  We  do 
not  believe  for  a  moment  that  the  State, 
by  banishing  religious  teaehing  from  its 
schools  would  conduce  to  its  own  stability 
or  produce  "perfect  citizens."  I  read 
the  other  day  that  an  unfortunate 
individual  who  threw  a  bomb  into  the 
midst  of  a  certain  Royal  Procession  had 
received  "an  excellent  secular  educar 
tion,"  and  the  information  is  significant. 
Therefore,  my  Lords,  we  Roman  Catholics 
who  are  a  small  and  a  poor  body  in  this 
country,  but  also  an  earnest  one,  ask  to 
be  allowed  to  continue  our  Catholic 
schools  for  poor  Catholic  children  with 
teachers  employed  in  them,  who  can,  by 
their  personal  example  and  influence 
tea<',h  so  much  more  to  the  little  children 
under  their  care  than  can  be  taught  by 
the  mere  word  or  lesson  in  the  religious 
instruction  class.  I  hope  then  that  this 
House  will  so  alter  the  Bill  by  widening 
the  application  of  the  "  facilities  "  clauses 
and  by  ensuring  their  efficient  operation 
as  to  make  the  measure  a  fair  one  for  the 
entire  community,  and  I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment will  assist  us  and  so  bring  the 
measure  into  consonance  with  the  speeches 
of  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Ekiuca- 
tion  and  other  Ministers.  And,  by  so 
doing,  I  believe  that  this  House  will 
prove  that  this  is  one  of  those  striking 
occasions  when  the  true,  and  just,  and 
sober  spirit  of  the  country  has  looked  to 
this  House  and  not  looked  in  vain  — 
unruled  as  it  is  by  the  influence  of 
momentary  cries  and  election  mandates 
and  party  reprisals — to  express  and  give 
effect  to  its  real  feelings  and  its  abimng 
sense  of  what  is  right  and  fair. 

Lord  NORTHBOURNE  :   My  Lords, 

I  have  only  a  few  words  to  say  on  the 

Second  Reading  of  this  Bill.    There  has 

been  a  great  deal  of  controversy  and  a 

great  deal  of  wordy  strife,  and  I  doubt 

whether  the  slightest  benefit  will  be 
conferred  on  one  individual  child  after  all 
has  been  said  and  done.  We  had  a  most 
capable  and  interesting  speech  from 
the  noble  Duke  this  afternoon.  I  gather 
that  he  based  his  views  concerning  the 
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^Qcational  system  of  this  country  oa  the 
Act  of  1902.  To  a  great  extent  that  Act 
due    to    the  late    Archbishop    of 


was 

Canterbury.        My    noble    friend  lx)rd 
Stanley,    in    a    speech    made   a    short 
time  ago,  referred  to  the  events  dealt 
with  in  that  wonderful  essay  of  the  late 
Archbishop   entitled  *'The  Educational 
World."    I  go  back  to  the  speech  which 
the  late  most  rev.  Primate  delivered  on 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  of  1902. 
It  was  the  last  speech  he  delivered  in 
this  House.     He  said  he  considered  that 
that  Act  of  1902  must  be  regarded  as  a 
compromise.     Nobody  will  (kny  that  the 
late  Archbishop  knew  and  understood 
his  subject.     Will  anyone  deny  that  he 
was  a  broad-minded  man  ?     That  Bill  of 
1902    was    a    compromise.      The    late 
Primate  was  right ;  he  knew  the  condi- 
tions ;  he  had  given  years  of  his  life  to 
the  cause  of  religious  education.    One 
thing  he  said  was  that  he  knew  many 
<clergy  in  this  country  who,  for  the  sake 
of  these  schools,  had  starved  themselves, 
their  homes,  and  their  families,  in  order 
that  they  might  keep  up  reUgious  in- 
struction   for    the    cluldren.      Are   the 
efforts  of  these  men  to  be  set  aside  at 
one  single  swoop  ?     This  Bill  not  only 
does    violence     to    them    in    material 
thines,   but  it  does    violence    to    their 
minds.     Is  it  possible  to  reconcile  such 
«  state  of  things  with  religious  liberty  or 
Teligious    equality  ?    It    would     be    in- 
teresting to  note    what    has   been   the 
motive  power  behind  the  Grovemment  in 
bringing    in    this     measure.     I     doubt 
whether  there   was  any  strong  feeling 
in  the  country  on  the  subject  during 
the    General     Election.      Out     of     the 
Act   of    1902    there    has    sprung    into 
existence   what   is   known  as    '' passive 
resistance.''    I  do  not  approve  of  that 
attitude :   I  rather  condemn  it.      I  do 
not  know   the    source    of    it.     I    have 
•heard  that  it  had    its    source    in    the 
University  of  Oxford.     I  consider  it  a 
very  dangerous  weapon,  anyway,  for  it 
is  a  two-edged  weapon.     It  can  cut  both 
ways.    I  am  certain  that  if   this  Bill 
piued    in    anything    like    its    present 
form,  you  would  find  passive  resistance 
spread  all  over  the  country,  and  to  such 
an  extent  that  you  probably  would  have 
to  build  additional  gaols  to  put  the  people 
in.     We  faiow  the  views  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  community  and  we  know  how 
they    regard    this    Cowper  -  Temffleism. 


learn  later  on  that  what  had  been 
"passive  resistance,"  had  sprung  into 
active  resistance. 


In  order  to  satisfy  the  Nonconform- 
ists the  GU)vemment    have  brought    in 
this  Bill,  the  very  first  clause  of  which 
relates  to  popular  control.     The  question 
of  popular  control  already  has  been  dealt 
with  very  ably  by  the  noble  Duke.     But 
I  should  like  to  say  one  word  on  the 
subject  as  it  affects  the  Nonconformist 
body  and  the  Anglican  Church.     I  know 
the  Nonconformists :  I  have  represented 
manv  of  them  in  Parliament  from  time 
to  time.    I  consider  the  Nonconformist 
element  to  be  a  most  valuable  element 
in  the  community.     I  know  how  it  has 
kept  up  the  standard  of  morals,  and  in 
in  regard  to  many  public  questions,  we 
have  had  to  feel  grateful  for  Nonconfor- 
mist influence.     But  circumstances  are 
greatly  changed.    Nonconformists  do  not 
stand  quite  in  the  same  position  that 
they  did  sixty  or  seventy  years    ago. 
The  greater  part  of  their  grievances  have 
been  redressed.     They  have  not  the  same 
political  strength  nor  the  same  political 
influence  that   they  had,  insomuch  that 
they  had  become  divided  into  bodies, 
some  of  which  are  anxious  to  give  support 
to  the  Anglican  Church.     I  remember 
what  was  once  said  by  the  late  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, who  was  fond  of  quoting  Sir  Thomas 
Orenville.     When  Mr.  Gladstone  asked 
Sir  Thomas  Grenville  what  he  considered 
to  be  the  most  striking  factor  in  modern 
history,  he  said  that  nothing  appealed  to 
him  so  much  as  the  vigour  and  activity  of 
the  Church  of  Englana.     This  was  sixt^ 
years  ago.     What  would  be  said  of  their 
activity  and   their   disorganisation,   the 
extension  of  the  Episcopate,  the  work  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commission  and  their 
schools  now  1    The  Church  of  England  is 
much  stronger  and  greater  now  than  it 
was  in  that  day.     And  the   Church  of 
England  regaros    nothing  as  being    of 
greater  importance  than  its  schools. 

However,  the  electors  have  returned  the 
Grovemment  with  a  big  majority  and  the 
Government  have  taken  advantage  of  it 
and  are  asking  us  to  accept  the  Bill  which 
we  are  now  considering.  We  understand 
and  appreciate  to  the  full  the  principle  of 
popular  control.  But  it  is  a  very  oiffer- 
ent  thing  to  give  to  A  what  belongs  to  B. 
I  am  a  trustee  of  one  of  these  schook,  and 
1 1  can  say  that  it  is  not  a  question  of 
It  woul^  not  afford  me'  any  surprise  to  I  taking  away  property  so  much  as  the 
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taking  away  from  me  of  what  is  more 
sacred  than  property.  The  trust  I  hold 
is  that  religious  instruction  shall  be  given 
to  the  children  of  the  school,  and  it  is  only 
common  sense  that  I,  with  all  other  trus- 
tees of  schools,  should  desire  to  continue 
to  fulfil  that  trust.  We  have  already  had 
a  simile  in  respect  to  this  question  upon 
the  subject  of  sterility  in  milk.  I  am 
going  to  ask  you  to  listen  to  another  story 
on  the  same  subject.  An  unfortunate 
woman  who  had  been  living  in  a  dilapi- 
dated condition  for  a  number  of  years  felt 
constrained  to  ask  her  neighbour  to  oblige 
her  with  a  little  milk.  Her  neighbour, 
being  a  kind-hearted  man,  was  anxious  to 
oblige  her,  and  he  said  he  would  send  to 
the  farm  and  see  if  he  could  get  her  a 
a  supply,  or,  if  the  woman  preferred 
it,  she  could  go  to  the  farm  herself. 
The  woman  went  to  the  farm,  not  once, 
but  many  days,  and  she  actually  got  into 
the  habit  of  believing  that  the  cow  which 

fave  her  this  supply  of  milk  belonged  to 
er.  She  kept  on  believing  this,  and  so 
firmly  had  she  become  convinced  that  the 
animal  was  her  property  that  when  she 
died  she  left  the  cow  in  her  will  to  her 
nephew.  Now,  my  Lords,  these  14,000 
voluntary  schools  are  being  treated  in 
exactly  the  same  way  by  His  Majesty's 
Government.  This  Bill  practically  is 
dead.  It  has  given  satisfaction  to  no  one. 
It  does  not  satisfy  the  Anglicans,  the 
Nonconformists,  or  the  Koman  Catholics. 
As  to  the  teachers  who  will  be  employed 
under  this  Bill,  I  can  only  say  that  I 
have  known  many  teachers — excellent 
persons  of  ability — who  dutifully  and 
with  pleasure  instructed  the  children  in 
religious  lessons  and  without  any  inter- 
ference secured  the  very  best  results.  Now 
these  teachers  will  have  to  be  under  the 
supervision  of  some  central  authority. 
The  whole  Bill  is  mischievous  and  irri- 
tating in  the  extreme.  I  can  only  say 
that  I  hope  it  will  never  pass  into  law 
in  anything  like  its  present  shape. 
Already  it  has  been  productive  of  a  great 
deal  of  harm.  Personally  I  have  taken 
no  part  in  the  agitation  that  has  been 
going  on  in  the  country,  but  I  know  the 
feeling  that  exists  in  my  own  county. 
Nothmg  can  be  more  unfortunate  than 
the  continual  stirring  up  of  religious 
controversy  and  strife.  I  am  quite  sure 
that  when  the  Bill  has  been  through 
this  House  it  will  be  so  altered  that  the 
Grovernment  will  have  difficulty  in  recog- 
nising their  own  child.     I  am  absolutely 

Lord  Northhoume. 


confident  that  in  the  long  run  those  who 
have  stirred  up  this  religious  controvert 
and  strife  will  meet  with  their  propeir 
reward  from  the  common  sense  of  theiir 
fellow  countrymen. 

♦Lord  WINTERSTOKE  :  My  Lonfe^ 
I  rise  with  some  diffidence  to  speak 
on  this  great  question,  because  this  is  the- 
first  time  that  I  have  spoken  in  this  House^ 
and  in  consideration  of  the  number  of 
very  able  speakers  who  have  preceded 
me.  This  Bill  should  be  regarded  as  an 
amending  Bill  pursuant  to  the  Act  of 
1902,  which  Act  the  new  Bill  certainly 
would  strengthen  in  character.  The  Bill 
by  no  means  contains  all  that  we  might 
desire,  but  it  is  a  compromise,  and 
should  be  a  settlement  which  will  give 
us  p/^ace  from  the  everlasting  discussions 
on  the  subject  of  religious  education^ 
There  is  much  stronger  ground  for  calling 
the  Bill  of  1902  an  Anglican  Bill  than 
for  designating  this  a  Nonconformist  Bill. 
It  is  not  a  Nonconformist  Bill.  What- 
ever claims  are  made  by  Free  Churchmen 
they  make  as  citizens  and  not  as  Non- 
conformists. They  claim  that  all  public 
voluntary  schools  shall  be  under  popular 
control,  and  that  is  what  the  Act  of  1902 
purposely  avoided.  It  was  not  unnatural 
that  the  Party  then  in  power  should  try 
to  strengthen  their  position.  I  do  not 
blame  them.  But  it  would  have  been 
better  for  them  and  for  the  country  if 
they  had  adopted  a  more  moderate  and 
conciliatory  measure.  The  feeling  whicb 
the  Act  of  1902  created  in  the  country 
was  very  strong  indeed.  I  know  how 
strong  it  was  in  my  own  county.  And 
now  it  cannot  be  said  that  the  action  of 
the  Church  Party  in  opposing  this  Bill  is 
an  unnatural  one.  The  Church,  which 
less  than  forty  years  ago  enjoyed  the 
privilege  of  compelling  every  chila  in  ther 
voluntary  schools  to  learn  the  Catechism 
and  to  go  to  Church  on  Sundays,  cannot 
be  expected  to  give  up  its  vantage  ground 
without  a  struggle. 

Whatever  Amendments  ane  made  in 
this  Bill,  I  hold  that  the  measure,, 
as  it  stands,  is  most  valuable  because 
of  three  principles  which  it  embodies ; 
first  of  sdl,  that  schools  will  be  under 
local  and  State  control;  secondly,  that 
religious  opinions  will  not  be  tested  in 
the  appointment  of  teachers ;  and  thirdly,, 
that  no  religious  teaching  of  a  sectariaiL 
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character  will  be  allowed  in  schools.  It 
is  upon  this  third  point  that  the  Church 
Times  has  been  continually  pouring  out 
the  vials  of  its  wrath  in  a  manner  which 
oould  not  be  more  bitter  if  it  were  the 
faith  of  Mahomet  which  we  were  trying 
to  force  upon  the  rising  generation.  The 
Church  Times  said  on  November  29th, 
1901— 

'*  There  U  always  with  as  the  Cowper- 
Temple  Clause." 

Now  the  Cowper-Temple  Clause  was 
the  work  of  a  strong  Churchman,  and  not 
that  of  a  Nonconformist,  and  yet  certain 
of  the  clergy  have  described  it  as  estab- 
lishing a  new  reli^on  and  enforcing 
heresy  on  the  children.  I  draw  the 
lUitention  of  the  House  to  this  fact,  that 
an  1902  Sir  William  Anson  moved  an 
amendment  to  apply  the  Cowper-Teinple 
idause  to  secondary  education.  The 
result  was  that  318  members  voted  in 
favour  of  it  and  onl  v  twenty-nine  against. 
If  we  were  strictly  logical  we  should  teach 
elementary  education  and  leave  reli^ous  in- 
struction to  the  religious  bodies.  But  the 
country  is  not  prepared  for  that.  There 
sre  the  other  alternatives;  namely,  de- 
nominational teaching,  which  is  not  pos- 
sible, and  there  is  the  Cowper-Templeism, 
which  is  satisfactory  to  the  great  majority 
of  the  electors  of  this  country.  I  have 
been  for  many  years  in  a  position  which 
enabled  me  to  note  the  wishes  of  the  indus- 
trial classes  in  regard  to  education,  and 
i  am  sure  that  the  average  working  parent 
•does  not  desire  any  more  religious  teach- 
ing for  his  child  than  is  contained 
in  the  syllabus  of  the  London  School 
Board  and  that  of  Bristol.  Lord  Hugh 
Cecil  claimed  the  right  of  the  parent  to 
<choose  the  sort  of  education  his  child 
should  receive.  No  one  disputes  that, 
but  we  cannot  teach  all  the  different 
opinions  in  one  school.  If  the  children 
receive  the  relisrious  instruction  which  is 
provided  in  this  Bill,  they  will  be  well 
grounded  in  the  teaching  which  it  is  con- 
tended is  necessary  for  tne  moral  welfare 
«of  the  nation.  I  regard  this  Bill  as  an 
honest  endeavour  to  effect  a  lasting  settle- 
ment of  the  question,  and  I  shall  support 
;the  Second  Reading. 

Lord  BLYTHSWOOD  :  My  Lords, 
I  have  read  this  Bill  through  from 
start  to  finish,  and  I  cannot  find  the 
slightest  evidence  that  the  children  of 
this  country  will  be  one  tittle  the  better 


for  its  having  passed.  It  leaves  us  en" 
tirely  where  we  were  before,  and  I  think 
it  IS  a  great  compliment  to  the  Act  of 
1902  that  the  authors  of  this  Bill  should 
not  have  seen  fit  to  change  the  provisions 
of  that  Act.  No  one  denies  that  the  in- 
struction which  is  to  be  given  is  to  be 
undenominational.  It  may  be  Cowper> 
Templeism  or  anything  else,  but  it  has  to 
be  undenominational.  I  draw  your  atten- 
tion to  the  meaning  of  the  term  '*  unde- 
nominational." It  means  that  in  no  case 
shall  any  denomination  have  any  cause  to 
be  annoyed  by  any  teaching  that  may  be 
given  in  the  schools.  If  you  teach  the 
doctrine  of  the  Atonement  you  offend  the 
Unitarians,  and  if  you  teach  the  efficacy 
of  the  Sacrament  you  offend  the  Society 
of  Friends.  It  is  not  possible  to  teach 
any  single  form  of  religion  which  will 
satisfy  everybody,  but  I  would  point  out 
that  you  propose  to  give  what  you 
call  '*  education  of  the  highest  character  " 
and  yet  you  leave  out  the  most  necessary 
part  of  that  education,  simply  because  you 
say  someone  will  object  to  it.  Remember 
that-— 

'*  Offenceft  will  come,  but  woe  onto  him  through 
whom  they  come." 

I  say  that  the  children  of  this  country  will 
call  out  to  you  for  the  Bread  of  Life  in 
future  days  and  you  will  give  them  a 
stone.  I  am  opposed  to  this  Bill  root  and 
branch.  If  we  can  amend  it  so  much:  the 
better.  I  will  do  my  very  utmost  to 
amend  it,  so  as  to  secure  that  teaching  in 
the  schools  of  the  country  which  alone 
can  make  the  lives  of  our  people  happy. 

♦Lord  KINNAIRD  :  My  Lords,  I  have 
here  a  copy  of  the  Return  to  which  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  referred  a  short 
time  ago,  the  Return  which  deals  with  the 
class  of  teaching  adopted  in  our  board 
schools.  This  I^tum  gives  us  some  idea 
of  the  religious  teaching  which  the  children 
can  in  these  board  schools  receive.  And 
I  think  the  instances,  taken  at  haphazard, 
I  am  able  to  quote  will  satisfy  your 
Lordships  that  the  scholars  are  not 
without  Christian  and  religious  instruc- 
tion of  a  very  helpful  kind.  I  take  a 
passage  relating  to  the  Bedford  County 
School,  in  connection  with  which  it  is 
provided  that  the  Bible  shall  be  read  imd 
that  they  shall  be  given  such  Christian 
instruction  as  is  suited  to  the  capacities  of 
the  children.  It  is  of  course  necessary  to 
leavjd  it  to  the  teacher  to  say  how  the 
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lessons  shall  be  given  to  the  children  of 
different  ages  and  in  accordance  with 
their  individual  capacities.  I  turn  to 
another  page  and  refer  to  the  Hastings 
county  schools  in  connection  with  which 
it  is  provided  that  the  parables  and 
miracles  of  our  Lord,  the  Betrayal,  the 
Death,  the  Resurrection,  the  Ascension, 
etc.,  shall  be  taught  along  with  its  ordinary 
moral  and  home  duties.  I  turn  to  the 
next  page  and  refer  to  the  Maidenhead 
Borough,  where  there  is  a  very  liberal 
system  of  religious  teaching.  There  the 
Old  and  New  Testament  Scriptures  are 
taught  and  there  are  five  pages  describing 
the  lessons  to  be  given.  This  does  away 
with  the  idea  that  religious  instruction  is 
not  given  in  the  board  or  provided  schools. 
I  think,  my  Lords,  that  you  will  have 
ffathered  from  the  speech  of  Lord 
Halifax  the  reason  why  a  large  number  of 
our  fellow-countrymen,  both  Churchmen 
and  Nonconformists,  were  determined 
that  the  children  of  the  country  should  not 
be  handed  over  to  the  teaching  whichLord 
Halifax  and  his  friends  and  the  Roman 
Catholics  desire.  I  hope  that  the  appeal 
made  last  night  by  the  Bishop  of  Ripon 
will  have  efiect,  and  that  your  Lord- 
ships will  consider  whether  we  cannot 
pass  through  this  House  a  working  Bill 
which  the  country  will  accept.  We 
cannot  expect  to  satisfy  the  Roman 
Catholics  entirely,  or  the  extreme  Party 
represented  by  Lord  Halifax ;  but  I 
think  we  can  expect  to  satisfy  the 
great  middle  common  sense  community 
of  this  country. 

Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  in  the  speech 
which  htt  made  and  which  should  appeal  to 
the  sense  cf  all  moderate  men,  suggested 
a  plan  whereby  this  House  might  be  able 
to  present  a  practical  measure  to  the 
country.  I  believe  a  large  majority  of 
the  people  of  this  country  would  suppoi  t 
an  Amendment  to  provide  that  religious 
teaching  should  be  given  during  school 
hours,  it  only  for  the  sake  of  the  physical 
wrifare  of  the  children.  It  has  been 
pointed  out  to  me  that  bad  parents  pro- 
bMy  will  keep  their  chilaren  out  of 
school  during  the  hours  of  religious  in- 
struction in  wder  that  their  children  may 
earn  the  extra  few  pence  which  the 
parents  seek.  We  know  there  are  such 
parents  and  we  have  to  consider  facts  as 
they  are.  The  parents  {MPobably  would 
keep  the  children  away  fitym  sdiool 
dunng  the  early  part  of  the  djyr  and  the 

LiH^i  KinnairtL 


children  would  get  no  religious  teaehing 
at  all.    Then  in  regard  to  the  teaching 
I  think  the  majority  would  also  wish  that 
the  teacher  should  have  the  right  to  give 
religious  instruction.     I  do  not  think  tlie 
country  would  accept  the  re-impodtion  ci 
tests,  but  I  think  they  would  like  to  see 
this  right  given  to  the  teacher.     Under 
anv     circumstances    il    must    be    con- 
sidered   a    desirable     thing    that     the 
head  teacher  at   any  rate    should    be- 
lieve that  which  he  teaches,  and  that 
which  his  staff  teaches  to  the  children. 
I  will  mention  an  instance  given  to  me 
shewing  how  the  present  system  works, 
told  to  me  by  the  chairman  of  a  sub-com- 
mittee appointed  to  choose  a  teacher  on 
which  there  were  two  agnostics.     There 
were  five  teachers  from  whom  to  recom- 
mend a  headmaster.    There  was  one  maa 
who  stood  out  clearly  as  the  best — there 
was  no  doubt  about  that  from  his  qualifi- 
cations— but  it  was  pretty  clear  that  he  waa 
not  probably  a  member  of  any  Christian 
Church,  and  probably  did  not  much  trouble 
about  religion  of  any  kind.    They  were 
asked  to  arrange  these,  and  the  Preben- 
dary, who  was  in  the  chair,  said  we  must 
put  down  so  and  so  as  'No.   1.      The 
agnostic  said,  "I    shall  move    that  we 
recommend  No.  2,  because  I  think  that 
probably  you  will  find  that  the  other  man 
has  not  given  much  time  or  thought  to 
the  higher  instincts  of  the  child.''   He  said,. 
'*!  quite  agree,  but  I  should  not  have 
thought  of  suggesting  it  myself."    It  was. 
then  moved,  seconded,  and  carried.    He 
said  to  me,   "I  find  if   you  treat  your 
opponents    fairly,   they    will   treat   you 
fairly  in  return.    If  I  had  tried  to  make 
No.  2  the  best,  I  should  not  have  had  & 
chance  of  carrying  it."    Then  we  had 
Huddersfield  referred  to  by  His  Grace  the 
Archbishop    as     not     having     religious, 
instruction  in  the  board  schools.     Do  you 
not  think  the  better  way  was  not  merely 
to  hold  Huddersfield  up  as  irreli^us,  but 
to  try  to  influence  the  opinion  inHudders- 
field  as  in  Birmingham,  where  a  wonder- 
ful change  has  t^en  place  since  it  has. 
been  left    to   the  people  to  decide  for 
themselves. 

With  reference  to  one  other  point. 
We  have  had  a  good  many  instanoea 
given  to  us  with  reference  to  a 
point  about  which  many  in  year 
Lordshipa'  House,  and  especially  on 
the  Sp&oopal  Bendi,  are  much  afnud, 
nametj,  that  the  Church  and  not  cmly 
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the  Church,  but  that  religion  will 
suffer — for  I  honestly  believe  they  do  not 
merely  think  of  the  Church  of  £ngland 
but  of  all  the  Churches  of  the  land— that 
they  would  suffer  if  the  schools  were  not 
in  their  hands  or  in  some  way  under  their 
influence.  As  a  Scotsman  I  may  per- 
haps take  a  view  different  from  some  of 
TOur  Lordships.  As  a  member  of  a  school 
board  there,  and  as  chairman  of  it  for 
some  years,  as  well  as  from  my  connection 
with  many  schools  in  England,  I  believe 
that  in  Scotland  since  we  went  in  for  a 
national  system  of  education  we  have  found 
that  the  people  are  at  heart  religious  and 
do  want  religion  to  be  taught  to  their 
children ;  and  that  if  once  we  have  settled 
our  minor  differences,  and  if  once  we  can 
get  agreed  to  go  forward  in  a  national 
system  of  education,  placed  on  a  religious 
bieisis,  and  further,  it  is,  I  think,  the  duty 
of  the  Churches  to  impress  upon  the  young 
people  that  they  should  go  m  as  teachers 
and  take  up  thAt  professions-one  of  the 
noblest  anyone  could  possibly  take,  not 
second,  if  I  may  venture  to  say  so,  even 
to  the  holy  ministry  itself.  In  toe  foreign 
mission  field  we  have  attracted  many  of 
the  best  of  our  young  people,  but  I  am 
afraid  here  we  have  not  succeeded  in 
impressing  on  young  people  in  this 
country  that  to  be  headmaster  of  a 
school  is  one  of  the  greatest  honours 
that  can  be  given  to  any  man.  May  I 
just  give  another  experience  in  connection 
with  one  of  our  school  missions  ?  We 
have  had  some  illustrations  one  way; 
may  I  give  one  another  ?  Within  fifty 
yards  of  a  certain  mission  school  there 
was  a  large  school  board.  They  did  not 
want  the  trouble  to  build  up  a  new 
school  and  they  wanted  600  more  places 
at  an  additional  cost,  I  think,  of  about 
£30,000.  The  board  had  merely  to  ask 
for  the  £30,000  and  they  got  it,  and 
I  think  they  had  1,600  children  when 
I  last  visited  the  school.  The  children 
were  known  just  as  well  in  that  board 
school  as  they  were  by  any  clergyman  in 
his  own  school.  I  need  not  multiply 
examples,  my  Lords,  because  there  are 
plenty  of  them,  but  I  do  hope  that  the 
appeal  of  the  Bishop  of  Kipon  will 
remain  in  our  hearts  and  memories,  and, 
through  the  Press,  will  be  read  by  every 
member  of  your  Lordships'  House ;  and 
that  when  we  meet  in  October  we  shall 
meet  with  a  desire  to  sink  minor 
differences,  to  asree  to  such  a  Bill 
as  may  be  to  the  benefit  of  the  children 


of  the  land,  and  hand  on  to  them 
not  the  strifes  and  quarrels  of  which  we 
have  been  so  often  reminded  during  the 
past  year,  but  a  national  system  of 
education  based  on  religious  principles. 
I  believe  England  may  have  just  as 
^ood  and  religious  a  national  system 
for  its  children  as  they  have  in  Scot- 
land, and  that  together,  clergy,  laity, 
and  Nonconformists,  may  all  work  for 
the  benefit  of  the  children  to  hand  on  to 
them  the  best  education  we  can  after  we 
have  passed  to  our  reward. 

Earl  NELSON:  I  want  particularly,. 

as  Lord  Halifax  is  not  here,  to  coirect 

one  statement  of  the  noble  Lord.     He 

represented  that  Lord  Halifax  had  said 
that  his  desire  was  to  teach  the  Roman 
Catholic  faith.  ELis  desire  was  to  teach 
the  Catholic  faith,  not  the  Koman  Cathohe 
and  the  errors  connected  with  it  The 
thing  he  pointed  out  that  what  our  Church 
schools  were  wanting  to  do  was  to  teach  ' 
the  Catechism  and  the  Creed.  I  am 
pleased  indeed  to  find  that  we  have  all 
realised  the  importance  of  this  education 
question,  for  the  future  of  the  country 
depends  upon  the  way  in  which  our 
children  are  brought  up;  and  I  am 
pleased  that  we  do  not  seek  to 
end,  but  rather  to  mend  the  Bill, 
because  for  the  sake  of  our  education 
and  the  sake  of  our  people,  we  want  to 
heal  as  soon  as  we  can  the  divisions 
which  have  been  caused  and  to  get 
some  statesmanlike  settlement  which  will 
be  fair  to  all.  Then  we  may  hope  for 
some  permanent  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion. Unhappily,  the  Bill  as  it  at  present 
stands,  so  far  from  doing  this,  makes  it 
a  perpetuation  of  religious  strife.  Even 
when  you  come  to  the  question  as  to  how 
many  parents  decide  this  and  that,  there 
must  be  an  election  every  three  years  to 
decide  how  far  people  will  go  one  way 
or  another.  That  will  in  nearly  every 
parish  create  religious  strife.  The  noble 
Lord  behind  me  has  been  speaking  with 
approval  of  the  different  syllabuses  that 
are  supported  by  the  local  governing 
bodies.  It  is  perfectly  true  the  syllabusea 
are  given,  but  they  are  not  enforced  in 
the  parishes  under  the  control  of  the 
local  governing  bodies.  The  local 
governing  body  is  always  changing — 
it  is  an  elective  body.  Every  three  years 
there  will  be  all  the  religious  bitterness 
possible  for  the  purpose  of    getting  a 
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majority  one  side  or  the  other  of  the 
Churches  who  are  interested  in  the 
religious  question.  That,  again,  is  another 
reason  why  you  can  never  have  peace 
if  you  have  opened  the  door  for  this  con- 
tinual animosity.  I  was  very  much 
surprised — I  think  it  was  Lord  Stanley 
told  us  we  need  not  be  troubled  about 
becoming  a  Christian  nation  or  not.  It 
all  depended  on  what  *.he  people  wished, 
and  the  people  could  show  what  they 
wished  by  appointing  good  Christians  at 
these  elections  every  three  years.  But 
what  we  feel  is  that  if  the  principles  of 
this  Bill  are  carried  out  as  it  stands,  all 
the  denominational  teaching  will  be  set 
aside,  and  the  coming  generations  will 

frow  up  in  an  un-Christian  manner, 
hey  will  have  no  standard  to  go  by,  and 
then  you  will  have  —  you  are  al- 
ready preparing  for  it  by  your  Bill — 
you  will  have  that  secular  education 
which  you  profess  not  to  want  to  have. 
The  BUI  comes  up  to  us  with  one  very 
curious  mark  or  mandate  upon  it.  By  a 
very  large  majority  secularism  has  been 
put  down  and  said  to  be  an  impossible 
thing  at  the  present  time.  The  Govern- 
ment profess  to  say  that  their  Bill  is  to 
prevent  secularism,  and  they  claim  for  it 
that  it  U  a  religious  Bill ;  but  I  venture  to 
say  that  as  long  as  you  have  no  com- 
pulsory attendance  at  the  religious  hour, 
and  so  long  as  you  take  14,000 
schools  where  now  the  Christian  religion 
is  taught  l>y  catechism  and  by  creed 
and  by  well-trained  teachers,  and  hand 
them  over  to  the  mercies  of  the  local 
governing  body,  which  is,  as  I  say, 
an  elective  body,  and  you  give  no 
mandatory  directions  to  have  religion 
you  may  call  your  Bill  a  religious  Sill, 
but  it  is  perfectly  impossible  that  it 
really  can  be  so. 

It  is  very  generally  supposed  that 
our  existing  law  is  an  utter  failure.  I 
have  been  interested  from  my  early  youth 
in  the  education  of  our  people,  and  a 
greater  advance  to  the  general  cause  of 
education  than  our  present  law  has  been 
is  not  to  be  told.  In  my  own  schools  I 
took  an  interest  in  getting  or  trying  to 
get  to  represent  the  county  council  and 
the  parish  the  most  prominent  Dissenters 
we  could  have.  There  is  no  doubt  there 
is  some  difficulty — there  are  some  incon- 
veniences, but  they  have  been  very  much 
exaggerated.  In  the  first  place  k  io  said 
that  there  are  such  a  lot  of  different  bodies 
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of  Nonconformists  that  we  cannot  by  any 
possibility  treat  them  as  a  whole.     Well, 
now,  in  a  great  number  of  our  country 
districts  there  is  only  one  body  of  Non- 
conformists —  the  Primitive  Methodists 
or    the     Methodists.      In    other    cases 
there  may  be  more,  but  all  I  can  tell  you 
about  the  religious  difficulty  is  that  in 
one  school  of  which  I  am  chairman   I 
had  two  passive  resisters,  and  we  also 
had  at  our  school  a  Wesleyan  teacher. 
When  I  first  took  the  chair  of  my  new 
body,  I  said  that  I  was  perfectly  prepared 
that  the  Wesleyan  children  should  be  put 
during    the    religious    hour   under    the 
Wesleyan  teacher,  and  I  was  told  that  they 
had  no  objection  whatever  to  the  religious 
teaching  that  was  going  on  in  the  school. 
On  another  occasion,  in  another  school 
that  I  was  connected  with,  I  had  a  petition 
from  the   Wesleyans,  who  said :  "  Will 
you  allow  us  to  come  and  teach  in  the 
school  during  the  religious  hour  V*    I  im- 
mediately gave  them  leave.     There  was 
some  difficulty  about  it,  but  if  a  system 
of  that  sort  had  been  generally  accepted 
there  would   have  been  little   difficulty 
about    religious    education     as    far    as 
general    agricultural    villages    are    con- 
cerned.    It  is  not   the   education    that 
you  give,  but  it  is  the  man  who  gives  it. 
1  will  not  occupy  your  time  long,  but  the 
other  day  I  came  across  a  sermon  by  Dr. 
Clifford  reported  in  the  Christian  World. 
I  have  every  reason  to  suppose  that  it 
would  be  well  reported.     The  subject  he 
took  was  the  religious  atmosphere.      I 
will  read  you  two  short  extracts.     He  says 
that  many  of  the  mistakes  of  Parliament 
as  well  as  of  the  Churches  arise  from 
their  failure  to  recognise  the  power  of 
atmosphere  in  the  training  of  a  chOd. 
The  training  was  of  course  effected  by 
such  things  as  books,  mechanical  arrange- 
ments,   map,   plans,   etc.,   but    it    was 
pre-eminently     a    Question    of    atmos- 
phere.    For    the  eaucational  culture  of 
a  spirit  made  in   the   likeness   of  Grod 
an  atmosphere  was   necessary  in  which 
were  vanous    ingredients.      First  there 
was  the  ruler — the  superintendent,   the 
manager,  the  person  in  eommand — ^then 
there  was  the  room  or  building  in  which 
the  children  were  confined.      Much  de- 
pended upon  that,  also  the  display  on  the 
wall,  the  pictures  representing  great  facts 
and  personalities.     And  then  he  finished 
by  saying  a  good  teacher  was  the  making 
of   a  school.     The    school   would  be    a 
good  school    if    it  had  a  good  teacher; 
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it  would  be  a  bad  school  if  it  had 
^  bad  teacher.  His  weekly  visits 
Xo  his  Sunday  school  had  procti- 
*cally  no  value  except  to  himself,  it  was 
the  teacher  with  his  scholars  around 
liim  looking  into  their  eyes  and  bringing 
out  his  religious  influence  who  was  doing 
"the  real  work  of  teaching.  What  we 
*want  is  that  the  education  of  this  country 
forthe  future  shall  be  aChristian  education. 
'VfQ  want  religion  to  be  written  on  the  face 
of  the  Bill  as  it  is  in  6ermany,  as  it  is  in 
Canada,  where  they  take  care  that  what- 
ever the  religious  teaching  may  be,  there 
:shall  be  an  inspection  to  show  it  is  pro- 
perly ^iven.  We  want  to  have  it  given 
oy  trained  teachers  who  have  at  heart  the 
religion  they  profess  to  teach,  and  in  that 
"way  and  in  that  way  alone,  when  the 
country  comes  to  understand  it,  shall  we 
be  able  thoroughly  to  carry  out  the 
<x)untry'8  demand  for  a  religious  basis  to 
our  education. 


Lord  CASTLETOWN :  My  Lords,  I 
have  no  right  to  interpose  in  the  debate 
to-night  as  one  dealing  mainly  with  educa- 
•tional  questions  in  Ireknd,  but  I  have 
•always    taken    a    very    deep    interest 
in   education.     I    have  gone  abroad    to 
■study  what  has  happened  there.     I  have 
^Iso  worked   hard   in   my  own  district, 
4tnd  I  am  glad   to   say  that  I  am  now 
managing  five  or  six  schools  in  the  sister 
•country.    One  thing  which  strikes  me  in 
ithe  debate  to  which  I  have  been  listening 
— listening,  as  I  say,  rather  as  an  out- 
sider; but  very  often  the  outsider  sees 
a  good  deal  of  what  is  eoing  on — is  that 
lihough  the  Bill  is  called  an  education 
BUI  nearly  all  of  the  speeches  made  have 
been  upon  the  question  of  religion.     Now 
•education  may  be  secular,    it  may   be 
-denominational ;   but  I  do  not  think  it  is 
considered  to    be    entirely    a    religious 
<)uestion.      Therefore  I   venture  to  say 
that  the  issue  of  the  Bill  and  its  object 
^seems  to  me  to  be  rather  confused  by 
many  of  the  speakers.     I  would  venture 
tio  say  also  that  the  three  great  essentials 
of  good  education  are  (1)  control  by  the 
people  who  pay  for  the  education,  (2)  a 
proper  thorough  training  to  fit  children 
to  compete  in  the  world  and  to  compete 
also  and  especially  with  foreign  nations, 
.and  (3)  rehgious  teaching  when  desired 
and  where  desired.      The   Bill,   in   my 
opinion,  gives  us  these  three   essentials. 
The  most  noble  Prelate  the  Archbishop 


of    Canterbury,   dealing  with  the    first 
essential,  gave  his  qualified  approval  of 
the  mandate  which  the  country  nas  given 
to  the  present  Government,  that  is  for  th'^ 
control    by    the    people    of  educational 
questions.    So  too,  I  may  venture  to  say, 
it  fulfils  to  a  certain  extent  No.  2.     The 
great  problem  of  education  to  my  mind,  is 
— does  the  Bill  provide  a  good  system  of 
teaching,  one  which  will  fit  the  present 
generation  to  compete  in  the  struggle  of 
Hfe,  I  have  been  studying,  as  I  said  before, 
education  in  many  countries.      I   have 
been  studying  the  problem  for  some  years, 
and  lately  I  have  had  the  good  fortune 
to  be  in  Belgium  and  study  the  problem 
there.     I  honestly  say  in  this  House — I 
daresay  it  may  be  a  strong  statement — 
but  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  nearly 
every    child    in    Belgium  is    infinitely 
better  fitted  by  the  educational  system 
in  that  land  than  our  children.     Training 
is  much  more  comprehensive,  and  much 
more  periect,  and  I  would   ask  you  to 
note,   too,   my  Lords,  that  they  have  a 
religious    training  which  ft   very  simi- 
lar   to    that    provided    in    this    Bill. 
Some  of  the  clauses  of  this  Bill  dealing 
with     religious     training     seem     very 
much,  when  one  looks  into  the  Belgian 
law,  as  if  they  had  been  taken  from  the 
laws    of    that   country.      While    I    am 
on  the  religious  point,  I  would  like  to 
say  how  much  struck  I  was  by  the  terse 
and  strong  speech  of  ray  noble  friend  the 
Duke  of  Norfolk,  who  spoke  on  behalf  of 
the  Eoman    Catholics  and    the    Roman 
Catholic  Party.     Living   in  Ireland  as  I 
do,  I  yield  to   none  in  my  admiration 
of  the  splendid  lives  lived  by  many  of  my 
fellow  countrymen,  Roman  Catholics — all 
through  love  of  religion — and  the  high 
moral  tone  of  their  lives,  but  I  would  ask 
them,  and  if  my  noble  friend  were  in  his 
place  I  would  ask  him,  if  they  are  satis- 
fied, as  I  understand  they  are  satisfied  in 
Belgium  with  the  training  that  is  given 
to  children  in  that  great  Catholic  and 
industrial  country — I   would  ask    them 
how    can    they    find    fault    with    the 
religious    teaching    which    is    provided 
for  in  this  Bill.     I  have  by  me  the  educa- 
tion law  of  Belgium.     I  will  quote  you  a 
very  few  clauses  dealing  with  religious 
teaching,  and  show  you,  if  you  will  permit 
me,  the  analogy.     I  do  not  propose  to  in- 
flict on  the  House    the  reading  of  the 
clauses  in  French,  but  I  will  try  and 
put   them   as    rapidly  as    possible    into 
English.       These      are      the       clauses 
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dealing  with  primary  instruction  in  Bel- 
£^um.  Primary  instruction  comprehends 
necessarily  the  teaching  of  religion  and 
morals,  writing,  reading,  arithmetic,  the 
legal  system  of  weights  and  measures, 
elements  of  language,  geography,  history 
of  Belgium,  notions  of  hygiene,  singing, 
gymnastics,  and  for  girls  it  al^o  brings 
in  working  with  the  needle,  and  for  boys 
a  knowledge  of  agriculture.  Then  it  goes 
on  to  say  what  is  most  interesting  to  us, 
that  what  is  the  local  authority  there  has 
the  right  to  extend  the  different  systems 
where  they  are  possible  and  where  they 
are  well  advised.  Then  as  far  as  the 
religious  question  goes,  the  ministers  of 
different  religions  are  invited  to  give  in 
the  primary  schools  submitted  to  the 
present  law,  teaching  in  religion  and  in 
morals,  and  the  law  goes  on  to  explain 
the  hours  that  are  to  be  given  for 
religious  instruction ;  and  then  in  the  last 
clause  of  all  it  refers  to  the  inspection  by 
Gk)vemment  of  the  religious  instruction  to 
see  that  that  instruction  is  properly  given. 
Now,  my  Lords,  there  is  an  analogy  which 
I  venture  to  say  exists  between  what  is 
the  present  Belgian  law  and  what  is, 
roughly  speaking,  the  suggestion  made  in 
the  Bill. 

What  strikes  me— again,  if  I  may 
use  the  word,  as  an  onlooker  —  is 
that  the  value  of  necessary  education 
during  these  debates  is  being  forgottep  in 
pursuit  of  what  I  may  venture  to  call  a 
religious  shadow.  The  child  and  its 
teaching,  even  the  future  of  its  existence, 
are  being  made,  if  I  may  say  so,  the 
shuttlecock  of  politics.  I  believe  in 
religious  training,  but  I  do  not  believe  in 
bewildering  children  with  dogmas.  If 
the  parents  in  Belgium,  as  is  provided 
under  the  law  I  have  quoted,  are 
able  to  do  their  duty  as  they  are — I 
have  been  there  and  asked  the  question — 
then  this  Bill  gives  ample  scope  if  they 
are  vigorous  in  this  country  to  do  their 
duty  here.  If  the  local  authority  which 
is  put  into  the  Bill  does  not  do  its  duty 
and  does  not  interpret  the  Bill  in  the 
spirit  desired  by  those  who  pay  the  rates, 
and  who  pay  for  the  work  of  education, 
and  control  education,  I  must  say  I  think 
very  poorly  of  Englishmen  if  they  are 
not  able  to  see  that  the  work  they 
pay  for  is  carried  out  in  the  way 
they  would  wish  it.  I  rejoice  to  see 
in  the  Bill  that  Wales  has  been 
able  to  secure,  so  to  speak,  a  council  of 
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education  for  itself.     I  think  it  does  great- 
credit  to  Wales,  and  to  the  Welsh  people,, 
and  it  does  great  credit,  if  I  may  say  so^ 
to  the  GU)vemment  for  dealing  so  broadly 
and  liberally  with  these  people.     Wale» 
has  done  fine  work  educationaUy,  and  her 
people,  I  think,  will  very  likely  set  a  good 
example  to  other  local  authorities  through- 
out the  land.     This   brings  me  to   ih& 
essential  of  the  best  training  to  fit  a  child 
for  life  and  work.     That  is  the  great 
problem  you  have  to  face.     The  Bill,  a» 
we  have  it,  has  many  facilities,  and  I  hope 
the  local  authority,  as  the  directing  and 
controlling  power,  will  act  vigorously  and 
fearlessly.     I  fancy  Wales  will  give  a  very 
good    example,    as    I    said    before,    to 
authorities  throughout  the  land.     I  have 
been  through  a  large  part  of  the  Continent 
studying  this  question  of  education,  and 
I  say  there  is  very  little  time  to  lose  if 
we  are  to  fit  our  children  as  the  children 
of  the  Continent  are  being  fitted.     They 
are  better  equipped  than  we  are,  and  if  we 
remain  squabbling  over  the  question  of 
religious  teaching,  they  on  the  Continent 
will  be  forging  ahead.   From  the  very  able 
and  kindly  speech  that  I  heard  from  the 
most  rev.  Prelate  the  Archbidhopof  Canter> 
bury,  and  from  other  indications,  I  cannot 
help  hoping  that  in  all  likelihood,  when 
we  come  to  Committee,  means  may  be 
found  to  make  this  Bill  a  great,  if  not  a. 
final,  settlement.     I  would  ask  all  those 
who  are  here  to  remember  when  that 
time  comes  that  then,  and  as  long  as  this, 
education  contest  goes  on  and  the  fire  ia 
kept  alight,  we  are  delaying  the  proper 
treatment  of  education  while  our  com- 
petitors are,  as  I  said,   forging  ahead^ 
We  thereby  endanger — and  I  think  it  is- 
the  greatest  danger  to  which  a  nation  can: 
be  exposed — the  future  of  the  childreik 
of  this  generation.    We  endanger  their 
future    in    life,     we     endanger     their, 
existence,  and  I  think  I  may  safely  say 
we  endanger  the  very  existence  of    the 
nation  itself. 

♦Lord  HYLTON  :  My  Lords,  after 
the  President  of  the  Council  rose  yester- 
day afternoon,  he  expressed  regret 
that  while  the  Church  of  England  and 
the  Church  of  Rome  were  well  represented 
in  this  House,  there  was  nobody,  he 
thought,  who  could  speak  with  equal 
authority  on  behalf  of  Nonconformist 
bodies.  I  think  we  all  welcome  the  appear- 
ance of  so  weighty  a  representative  as 
my  noble  friend  Lord  Winterstoke.     We 
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do  not  agree,  perhaps,  with  all  his  con- 
elusions,  but  it  must  be  of  considerable 
advantage  and  value  to  our  deliberations, 
that  Nonconformity  should  be  represented 
in  this  House  by  one  so  well  calculated 
to  speak  on  its  behalf  as  his  Lordship. 
I  should  not  have  ventured  to  intervene, 
my  Lords,  this  evening  if  I  had  not  sat 
for  some  years  as  a  member  of  a  County 
Education  Committee,  and,  like  a  great 
many  of  your  Lordships,  attended  pretty 
regularly  to  my  duties  as  manager 
of  one  or  two  elementary  schools.  I 
take,  of  course,  an  interest  in  educa- 
tion, but  I  do  not  know,  thinking 
it  over,  whether  that  really  is  any  excuse 
for  my  rising  to-night.  My  noble  friend 
Lord  Castletown  just  now  gave  as  his 
reason  for  speaking  his  zeal  and  interest 
in  education,  but  the  fact  is,  as  has  been 
pointed  out  by  more  than  one  speaker, 
this  Bill,  though  professedly  a  Bill  for 
the  better  promotion  of  education,  has 
hardly  anything  to  do  with  education 
at  all  The  noble  Earl,  Lord  Crewe, 
lamented  in  his  speech  yesterday  that 
some  nineteen-twentieths  of  the  discus- 
sion which  had  taken  place  in  regard  to 
this  matter  within  the  last  six  months 
related  to  so-called  religious  difficulties, 
but  surely  the  fault  of  that,  if  fault 
there  be,  lies  at  the  door  of  His  Majesty's 
Government.  This  Bill  is  almost  ex- 
clusively concerned  with  the  question 
of  religious  observances,  and  if  passed 
in  its  present  form  I  have  no  doubt 
whatever  that  it  would  resiilt  eventually 
in  the  ousting  of  religious  obser- 
vances from  nearly  every  one  of  the 
elementary  schools  of  this  country.  I 
am  perfectly  willing  to  admit  that  such 
is  not  the  intention  of  the  framers  of  the 
Bill.  Lord  Crewe  and  others  who  spoke 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  have  told  us 
that  suck  is  not  their  intention,  and  we 
on  these  benches  are  perfectly  willing 
to  admit  that  they  are  accurate  in  what 
they  say  on  that  point.  But  I  think  this 
Bill  might  be  correctly  described  as  a 
Bill  for  rendering  doubtful  the  continu- 
ance of  reUgious  instruction  in  our 
schools.  The  Government  is  not  entirely 
to  blame  in  this  matter,  for  the  situation 
has  been  growing  very  grave  ever  since 
the  passage  of  the  Bill  of  1902.  The 
evil  will  be  greatly  increased,  I  beheve,  if 
the  present  Bill  passes  into  law,  but 
the  evil  has  been  growing  ever  since  the 


Act  of  1902  was  passed.  I  wiU  return  to 
that  point  presently,  but  all  of  ns  oa 
this  side  of  the  House  expected  and 
understood,  as  a  result  of  the  late  (General 
Election,  that  some  amending  Bill  would 
be  introduced  in  regard  to  that  measure. 
I  for  one  —  of  course  I  can  only 
speak  for  myself  —  could  not  oppose- 
various  Amendments  to  the  Act  of  1902. 
No  measure  that  is  passed  in  Parliament 
is  a  perfeot  measure,  and  no  doubt  tho 
Act  of  1902  did  require  and  did  suggest 
Amendments.  There  were  many  of  ub. 
I  know  on  this  side  of  the  House  who 
would  have  ofEered  no  opposition  what- 
ever  to  an  amending  Bill  endeavouring,, 
where  grievances  could  be  proved  to 
exist,  to  remove  those  grievances.  I 
wiU  not  refer  in  detail  to  what  those- 
grievances  were — those  of  the  passive 
resisters,  and,  in  certain  cases  where 
further  so-called  popular  control  should 
be  given  in  the  voluntary  schools.  Wher- 
ever grievances  could  be  held  to  be 
created  by  the  Act  of  1902,  I  am  con- 
vinced many  on  these  benches  would 
have  cordiaUy  supported  His  Majesty's 
Government  in  a  measure  to  redress 
them.  But  the  grievances  that  I  believe 
did  exist  under  the  Act  of  1902  were  not^ 
I  think,  general  throughout  the  country. 
They  were  only  of  a  sporadic  nature. 
Your  Lordships  will  have  in  your  recollec- 
tion the  case  of  Kennington  that  was 
leferred  to  by  the  most  rev.  Primate 
yesterday.  The  most  rev.  Primate  re- 
ferred to  this  case  in  his  knowledge  where 
voluntary  and  board  schools  existed  side 
by  side,  where  there  was  no  compulsion 
on  the  parent  who  disliked  voluntary 
schools  to  send  his  children  there,  and 
how  could  it  be  said  that  in  places  like 
Kennington  any  grievance  existed  which 
made  it  necessary  that  legislation  of  so 
drastic  a  character  as  this  should  be 
brought  in  ?  The  only  grievance  that  in 
a  case  like  Kennington  can  be  said  to 
exist  is  that  in  denominational  schools 
denominationaUsts  retain  the  right  to 
appoint  the  teacher,  a  right  dearly^ 
purchased  by  sums  piovidcd  by  voluntary 
efforts  for  providing  sites  and  buildings.. 
The  case  like  that  of  Kennington  is 
by  no  means  an  isolated  one ;  there 
are  similar  ones  all  over  the  country.. 
In  my  own  neighbourhood  I  happea 
to  kuow  of  three  small  towns,, 
or  large  viUages,  where  the  population 
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•consists  largely  of  miners,  nearly  all  of 
ijliein  Nonconformists,   and  in   each   of 
iihese    villages  or  towns    there  exist  a 
"voluntary  school    and  a  board  school. 
The  parents  have  the  option  of  sending 
children  to  one  or  the  other  just  as  they 
please,    and   in   cases   like    that    again 
how    can     any    grievance    be    said   to 
^xist  ?      Take    the    case     of     another 
large  group  of  schools  such  as  that  at 
Beaham  referred  to  by  the  noble  Marquess 
Lord   Londonderry   yesterday   evening. 
Seaham,  the  noble  Marquess  mentioned, 
lias  a  large  Church  of  England    school 
^hich  is  attended  by  numbers  of  children 
<of  Nonconformist  parents,  but  not  one 
of  those  children  was  taken  away  from 
the  religious  instruction  in  that  Church 
of  England  school,   and  there  was  no 
"grievance,    no    religious    difficulty    felt 
whatever.    My  Lords,  I  am  anxious  not 
to  take  up  unnecessarily  the  time  of  the 
House,  but  I  could  have  quoted  the  case 
of  another  Church  of  England   school 
^eU  known  to  me  in  the  village  where  I 
live   myself.     There    are    a  number   of 
ohildren  of  Nonconformist  parents  attend- 
ing that  school,  and  I  asked  the  clergy- 
man if  he  had  ever  known  a  case  of  a 
single   child   of   Nonconformist   parents 
being  withdrawn  from  religious  instruc- 
tion in  that  school.     He  told  me  not 
one,   and  he   added  that  the   religious 
instruction   given    in    that   school    was 
and  always  he d  been  of  a  character  calcu- 
lated in  no  way  to  ruffle  any  suscepti- 
l)ilities  nor  to  include  any  doctrine  or 
■formula    that    could    be    distasteful    or 
objectionable  to  the  parents  of  Noncon- 
formist children  that  attended  the  school. 
1  mention  that  case  because  I  think,  my 
Xords,  it  may  perhaps  strengthen  my 
argument  that  the  religious  difficulties 
^e  have  heard  of  are  not  general  at  all, 
or  spread  over  a   wide   area,   but   are 
essentially  of  a  sporadic  character ;  and 
surely  in  cases  like  those  I  have  referred 
to,  the  most  fair,  generous  and  liberal 
course  would  be  to  ascertain  the  wishes 
of  the  parents  of  the  children  attending 
the  schools  before  any  change  is  made  in 
the  existing  conditions. 

After  the  eloquent  speeches  we  have 
listened  to  yesterday  and  to-day  from 
right  rev.  Prelates  it  would  be 
useless  for  me  to  insist  upon  the 
necessity    of    our    maintaining    religion 

Lord  ffylton. 


as  the  basis  of  all  elementary  education 
in  this  country.    I  think,   with  hardly 
any  exception,  that  is  the  general  wish 
both    of    your    Lordships'    House    md 
of    the    country.      If    your    Lordshipe 
were    ndt   convinced    by   tiie   eloquent 
speech  of  the  most  rev.  Primate  there 
is  nothing  else  that  I  can  say,  but  I 
believe   all  of  us  must  agree  that  some 
religious    instruction    should    be    given, 
and  that  the   children   must  attend  it 
unless  the  parents  like  to  take  advantage 
of    the   Conscience     Clause.     I     cannot 
admit  the  argument  of   the  noble  Earl 
the  President  of  the  Council  that  religious 
teaching  is  of  no  value  where  it  is  com- 
pulsory.    I  think  the  noble  Earl  might 
just  8S  well  attempt  to  argue  that  secular 
education  would  be  of  no  value  where 
it    is    compulsory.      What     do     noble 
Lords    do    in     the    case   of    their   own 
children?     When    it    is     Sunday    they 
tell  their  children  that  it  is  time  to  go 
to  Church.     When  it  is  time  for  them  to 
go  to  school,  they  tell  them  to  go  to  school. 
There  is  compulsion  in  that.    Whoever 
heard  of  children  being  able  to  receive 
any  education,  secular  or  religious,  unless 
to  a  certain  extent  it  was  compulsory? 
My  Lords,  if  we  are  agreed  that  some 
religious  instruction  should  be  given  in 
every  elementary  school,  how  are  we  to 
attain   that   object?     The   noble     Earl 
Lord   Carrington    said   yesterday    that 
religious  and  not  secular  instruction  was 
one   of  the   principles    of  the   Govern- 
ment measure,  but  when   he  was  chal- 
lenged by  the  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph  to 
explain    how    that    principle  could    be 
found  in  the  Bill,  it  was  quite  impossible 
for  him  or  for  anyone  else  to  find  that 
principle    included   in    the    BilL     It    is 
certainly  not  in  Clause  7,  and  it  is  not  in 
paragraph    2    of     Clause    8.      Let    us 
try    to    insert     that    principle    in    the 
Bill  by  which  we  shall  please  not  only 
those  on  our  own  benches,  but  I  hope 
also  the  noble  Earl  Lord  | Carrington. 

Whilst  I  contend  that  the  principle  of 
religious  as  opposed  to  secular  instruction 
is  not  contained  in  the  Bill,  there  are 
certain  clauses  indicatory  of  the  principle, 
but  they  are  clauses  of  the  most  slippery 
and  elusive  character.  By  the  Bill  all 
voluntary  schools  must  relinquish  their 
property  ;  but  that  is  a  mere  question  of 
£  s.  d.,  and  comparatively  unimportant. 
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Tlie  Tolontary  schools  have  to  relinquish 
a  great  deal  more  than  their  property,  and 
that  is,  their  present  opportunity  of  giving 
xeligious    instruction.     We    are    taking 
away  all  certainty  in  the  matter,  and  in 
return    we    get    chances.     We    get    a 
chance  of  facilities ;  a  chance  of  extended 
facilities ;   a  chance  of  contracting  out 
of    the     Bill     under     Clause    5.    But 
then,    suppose    we   succeed  in    getting 
these  chances,  at  a  cost  of  what  fnction, 
what  strife  and  what  waste  of  energy 
shall  we  have  secured  them  ?     Supposing 
we   do    not    succeed    in    getting   these 
facilities  or  extended  facilities,  then  we 
must  fall  back  on  what  the  Education 
Committees  like  to  give  in  the  way  of 
syllabuses,  that  simple  Bible  teaching, 
which     no     teacher     may     teach    and 
which  no  child  need  be  taught.     That 
must  eventually  lead  to  secular  instruc- 
tion, and  the  mischief,  I  am   sorry  to 
Bay,  has  begun  already.     His  Majesty's 
Government  is  not  wholly  responsible  for 
that.    It    is  partly  the    result    of    the 
legislation  of  1870  and  1902.    We  learned 
yesterday  from  the  discussion  what  is 
taking  place  in  Wales,  where,  in  numbers 
of   schook,    no   religious   instruction   is 
being  given  at  all.    And  then  we  learned 
of   Huddersfield.    There   is   nothing   to 
jwevent  that  spreading.     I  have  here  a 
Beturn    from     the    County    Education 
Committee     in     Somerset     as     to    the 
syllabus  of  religious  instruction  followed 
in  the  county  schools,  and  this  bears 
out     thoroughly    the    contention     that 
religious  instruction  is  gradually  being 
whittled  away  imder  this  system.     The 
syllabus   is    an    excellent  syllabus    and 
is  followed  in  ninety-two  cases,  but  in 
forty-six   schools   an   abridged   form    is 
followed,  and  in  four  schools  there  are 
syllabuses  other  than  that  adopted  by  the 
Committee.    I  am  not  going  to  trouble 
your  Lordships  by  going  at  length  into 
details,  but^of  twenty -six  schools  enumer- 
ated on  the   first  page  of  this  Return 
I  may   mention    that   in  sixteen  there 
18  no  inspection  whatever  of  the  religious 
instruction  that   is  being  given.    Under 
those    circumstances,    I    think    I   may 
say     that     the     religious      instruction 
that    is    being    given    in     the    provided 
schools  is 'not  quite  satisfactory  and  not 
likely  in  the  future  to  be  of  a  satisfactory 
character.   I  should  like  to  see  it,  in  Com- 
mittee, made  illegal  in  the  case  of  provided 


schools   for  these  religious  syllabuses  to 
be  tampered  with   or  curtailed  or  for 
others    to   be   used   in   their    place,    I 
should  like  to  see  the  power  of  drawing, 
up    these    syllabuses    withdrawn    from 
the    Education    Committees,    and     for 
Parliament  to  resume  the  power  dele- 
gated    in    this     matter.      This    is     a 
national     matter,     and      not     a     local 
one.    Religion,  it  seems     to    me,    is   as 
vital     in     Wales    or    Huddersfield     as 
in    Hampshire    or    any    other    county.. 
Many  of  these  syllabuses  are  excellent.. 
The   Minister   for   Education,   when  in-^ 
troducing    the    Bill    in    another    place;, 
particularly    singled    out    one    or    twa 
coimties.    However  difEerent  their  views 
of  thought — Roman  Catholics,  Church  of 
England,    Dissenters — on    the    different 
county  education  committees,  they  meet 
together,  and  in  almost  all  cases  have- 
found  no  difficulty  in  forming  syllabuses^ 
on  which   they  could  agree.    I  should 
like  to  see  this  done  in  a  national  way^ 
and  I  cannot  see  why  it  should  be  im-^ 
possible   for   a   Conference   to   meet   inj 
London,  or  elsewhere,  where  leading  meni 
representing  all  Parties,  laymen  as  well  as 
ecclesiastical,  should  meet  and  that  some* 
national  syllabus  should  be  drawn  up 
for  use  in  all  provided  schools.    And  I 
should    hke    to    see    Parliament    then 
sanction  the  labours  of  the  Conference 
and  make  it  statutory  for  local  authorities 
and  managers  to  see  that  such  syllabu» 
was    used    in    all    provided    schools.     I 
should  not  object  to  seeing  it  applied 
in  Church  of  England  schools,  where  the 
majority  of  the  parents  wish,  though,  o£ 
course,    difEerent    treatment    would    be- 
required  for  Roman  Catholic  and  Jewish, 
schools.    But  this  is  an  age  of  tolerance^ 
and  I  cannot  understand  why  so  many^ 
politicians  should  take  such  an  intolerant 
view  of  this  matter  as  it  seems  to  me* 
they  are  doing.    There  are,  of  course,, 
many  other  provisions  of  tJie  Bill,  but 
at  this  late  hour,  and  after  having,  I  am 
sure,  exhausted  your  Lordships'  patience 
with  the  remarks  I  have  already  made^ 
I  shall  only  say  that  I  hope  this  Bill  will 
be    most    drastically    and    thoroughly 
altered    in    Committee    when^  October 
comes. 


♦Lord    AMPTHILL  :    My    Lords,    it 
is  not  necessary  for  anyone  to  make  a. 
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special  apology  for  speaking  on  this 
occasion.  One  and  all,  I  imagine,  feel 
in  a  special  degree  the  responsibility 
imposed  upon  us  by  the  Constitution  of 
the  Realm,  and  that  sense  of  duty  which 
was  so  eloquently  expressed  by  the 
noble  Duke  who  spoke  from  these 
l>enche8  in  the  name  of  Roman  Catholics 
yesterday  evening.  I  think  that  any 
Member  of  your  Lordships'  House  who 
thinks  that  on  account  of  what  he  has 
heard  or  seen  or  observed,  he  can  add 
something  to  the  discussion,  ought  to 
-do  so  on  this  occasion.  It  is  on  those 
grounds,  and  on  those  grounds  alone 
that  I  venture  to  address  your  Lord- 
ships. This  is  a  national  question. 
All  questions,  of  course,  are  in  a 
sense  national,  but  this  is  in  a  par- 
ticular degree  a  national  question,  a 
•question  we  cannot  leave  to  be  fought  out 
on'^conventional  Party  lines  by  the  two 
iront  benches  of  this  House  under  rules 
and  restrictions  as  rigid  as  those  of 
a  field  day  at  Aldershot,  and  with  a  result 
as  certain  and  inevitable  as  that  of  a 
rstage  duel.  We  want  to  discuss  this 
question,  because  we  hope  for  something 
more  than  a  mere  Party  vote  to  result.  It  j 
IS  a  discussion  which  we  hope  will  lead 
to  the  alteration,  the  formation,  and 
the  confirmation  of  opinions.  I  speak, 
not  only  for  myself,  but  also  I  am  sure 
for  many  others  on  this  side  of 
the  House  when  I  say  we  should  be 
heartily  and  sincerely  glad  to  see  His 
Majesty's  Government  solve  this  question 
to  the  general  satisfaction  of  the  nation. 
Your  Lordships  will  note  that  I 
rsay  the  nation,  and  not  merely  the  large 
majority  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. That  is  a  difEerent  thing  alto- 
-gether,  and  I  think  it  is  pretty  clear  j 
that  no  noble  Lord  on  the  other 
«ide  of  the  House  would  attempt  for 
•one  moment  to  deny  that  the  nation 
as  a  whole  will  not  be  satisfied  with 
this  Bill.  It  is  not  necessary  for 
*me  to  dilate  on  the  dissatisfaction 
iitself,  or  the  nature  or  cause  of  that 
•dissatisfaction ;  that  has  been  done 
amply  and  sufficiently  already.  That 
it  exists,  nobody  in  their  senses  can  for 
a  moment  deny,  and  I  shall  therefore 
endeavour  to  confine  myself  ]to  a  brief 
examination  of  the  general  principles  for 
which  we  are  striving. 
Lord  AmpthiU, 


I  think  the  Lord  President  wa* 
perfectly  right  when  he  said  in  the 
opening  words  of  his  speech  that  our 
object  b  to  establish  a  national  system 
of  education.  That  is  the  object  of  the 
Bill.  I  think  it  is  equally  beyond  dis- 
pute that  the  nation,  does  actuaUy  want 
a  national  system  of  education.  The 
nation  is  not  always  able  to  express 
clearly  what  it  does  want,  but 
undoubtedly  there  was  a  mandate  for 
public  control  where  there  is  public 
expenditure,  and  I  think  that  the  inner 
meaning  which  lies  beneath  that  man- 
date is  a  conscious  or  half  conscious 
desire  for  a  national  system  of  education. 
I  also  freely  and  fully  admit,  while  I  am 
on  the  subject  of  mandates,  that  there 
was  a  mandate  for  a  final  settlement  of 
this  longstanding  problem — a  mandatt 
for  the  Removal  of  the  grievances  of 
Nonconformists,  (which  I  do  not  think 
are  denied  by  any  fair-minded  or  reason- 
able Churchman.  So  far,  then,  I  admit  the 
existence  of  the  mandates  on  which  His 
Majesty's  Government  rely.  There  is 
no  doubt  that  we  must  have  a  Bill 
giving  full  public  control  over  publio 
expenditure  in  the  matter  of  education, 
and  we  must  have  that  Bill  with  as  little 
delay  as  possible  in  order  to  pat  an  end 
to  this  interminable  and  embittered 
strife. 


7But  another  thing,  I  think,  is  perfectly 
clear,  although  it  is  not  said  to  be 
supported  by  a  mandate,  and  that  is  that 
the  nation  is  not  prepared  to  have,  in  fact, 
will  not  have,  education  divorced  from 
religion.  It  seems  to  me  to  follow  from 
this — of  course  everv  man  can  only 
speak  for  himself  and  from  how  things 
appear  to  him — it  seems  to  me  that  what 
follows  from  this  is,  that  what  is  required 
is  a  Bill  to  establish  a  national  system 
of  ]  education  of  which  religious  in- 
struction is  to  be  an  essential  part. 
That,  my  Lords,  I  believe,  was  the 
mandate  of  the  nation,  and  so  far 
almost  all  men,  I  think,  are  agreed. 
But  it  is  precisely  at  this  point  that 
we  come  to  the  difficulty,  and  that  is, 
what  is  to  be  the  form  of  that  religious 
instruction  ?  The  only  solution  I  can 
see  is  that  each  denomination  should  be 
equal,  absolutely  equal  in  the  eyes  of  the 
State,  and  absolutely  equal  in  the  eyes 


1269        EdueaHan  {England  {2  AuQuST  1906}  and  Wales)  BUI  1270 


of  the  law.    And  I  cannot,  for  the  life 
of  me,  see  why  such  a  system  cannot  be 
established.     It    has    been    done,    and 
with  great  success,  in  other  countries. 
I  was  very  glad  when  the  noble  Lord 
^wrho  spoke  from  the  Government  Benches 
a  short  time  ago,  alluded  for  the  first 
^ime    to     the    subject   of   educational 
systems  abroad,   for  it   is  my   object 
\o  say  a  few  words  this    evening    on 
t^hat  point,  passing  on  as  quiddy  as  I 
possibly  can.    The    Bill   does  not  pro- 
'vide  that  each   religion  shall  be  equal 
in  the  eyes   of  the   State   and  in  the 
eyes  of  the  law.    The  Lord  President, 
in    moving    the    Second  Reading,  told 
us  clearly  that  it  is  an  undenominational 
Bill,  and  that  the  object  of  Clause  1,  which 
lie  declared  to  be  the  Bill,  was  to  place 
an  undenominational  school  within  the 
Teach  of  every  child  whose  parents  desired 
it  to  attend  one.    That,  he  added,  would 
remove  the  Nonconformist  grievance.    I 
think  the  noble  Lord  was  more  honest 
than  discreet  when  he  made  that  state- 
ment, for  in  doing  so,  my  Lords,  to  use 
a  somewhat  vulgar  phrase,  he  let  the  cat 
out  of  the  bag.    What  we  cannot  get  to 
be  understood,  and  yet   it  is  the  whole 
point  of  this  difficult  question,  is  that  un- 
denominationalism  is  not  neutral,  it  is  not 
non-religion,  it  is  something  very  definite, 
and  somethhig  which  is  just  as  abhorrent 
to  ardent  Churchmen  and  ardent  Roman 
Catholics  as  Churchmanship,  Anglicanism 
and   Roman   Catholicism,  are   to   Non- 
-conformists  themselves.      Undenomina- 
tionalism  is,  in  fact,  the  religion  of  the 
Pree  Churches,  and  the  point  of  the  whole 
question  is  that  you  cannot  establish  unde- 
nominationalism,  on  the  assumption  that 
it  is  something  neutral,  in  preference  to 
other  systems  of  religious  instruction. 
What  you  must  have  is  equal  facilities  for 
all.    I  said  just  now  that  other  nations 
liave  been  through  the  same  difficulty. 
When  the  noble  Lord  who  spoke  last  but 
one  began  to  allude  to  Belgium,  I  hoped 
very  much  indeed  that  he  would  tell  you 
how  the  neighbouring  country  of  Holland 
has  been  through  precisely  the  same  diffi- 
culties in  regard  to  the  educational  problem 
as  we  are  now  engaged  in  ourselves.    Li 
fact,  the  history  of  the  reli^ous  and  edu- 
cational questions  in  Holland  aSords  a  most 
striking  parallel  to  that  same  question  in 
our  coimtry  during  the  past  100  years.    I 
will  not  presume  to  detain  your  Lordships 


by  dilating  upon  or  explaining  that 
parallel.  Probably  it  is  familiar  to 
many  Members  of  this  House,  and 
anyhow  the  whole  history  of  the  question 
is  easily  accessible.  The  only  thing  I 
should  Uke  to  suggest  is  that  the  S3rstems 
of  these  other  countries  are  well  worthy 
of  consideration  at  the  hands  of  those 
who  are  endeavouring  to  solve  this 
problem. 

The  foreign  system  on  which  I  wish 
to  say  a  few  words  this  evening 
is  that  of  Germany.  I  have  a  special 
reason  for  wishing  to  do  so,  and  that 
is  that  I  was  brought  up  in  my  youth 
to  a  great  extent  in  (Germany,  and 
that  I  have  a  very  great  affection  and 
admiration  for  Oermans  and  things 
(German.  I  do  not  think  I  need  enlarge 
any  further  on  my  reason  for  referring  to 
the  German  S3rstem.  I  am  only  surprised 
that  the  German  system,  which  I  think  is 
very  generaUy  admitted  to  be  one  of  the 
most  thorough  and  efficient  in  the  world, 
has  not  been  brought  into  these  dis- 
cussions, either  in  this  House  or  in 
another  place.  The  thing  which  I  think 
strikes  one  first  of  all  in  considering  the 
German  system  of  education  is  that  the 
Germans  know  what  they  want  in 
the  way  of  education.  They  have  an 
ideal.  They  know  what  they  are  striving 
after.  They  know  what  they  want 
education  to  do,  and  therefore  they  know 
equally  whether  it  ought  to  be,  and  what 
they  want  to  make  it.  I  daresay  your 
Lordships  have  seen  an  interesting  book 
on  Industrial  Efficiency  by  Professor 
Shadwell.  I  trust  you  will  allow  me 
to  quote  a  short  passase  from  it  be- 
cause it  expresses  better  than  I  could 
in  my  own  words  the  idea  I  wish  to  con- 
vey to  your  Lordships'  minds.  He  says 
of  the  German  system,  that — 

''The  aim  is  clear,  precise  and  practical. 
The  function  of  the  elementary  or  pupil  school 
(Volksschule)  concisely  defined,  is  to  train  up 
the  young  in  religion,  good  conduct,  and 
patriotism  by  education  and  teaching,  and  to 
instruct  them  in  the  f(eneral  knowledge  and 
the  acquirements  requisite  for  a  civil  life. 
This  definition  gives  the  key  to  the  whole 
educational  scheme.  Character  and  condaet 
are  the  primary  objects,  then  love  of  country, 
then  sucn  ffeneral  knowledge  as  will  enable  the 
child  to  take  its  part  in  the  ordered  life  of  the 
community  whether  as  men  or  women." 

What  I  want  your  Lordships  to  note 
is    that    religion   comes   first    as    the 
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foundation  of  morality  and  conduct.  The 
Qerman  people  have  decided,  if  I  may 
quote  once  more — 

**  That  morality  cannot  be  taught  efficiently 
apart  from  religion,  and  further  that  religious 
teaching  to  be  enective  must  be  dogma1<^c.  For 
this  the  law  carefully  orovides.  The  schools 
are  denominational  ana  separate  for  Roman 
Catholics  and  Protestants  except  where  there 
are  not  enough  children  of  one  confession  to 
form  a  separate  school.  In  that  case  they  are 
mixed— Paritatische  or  Simultanschulen — but 
the  children  receive  religious  instruction  from 
teachers  of  their  own  coi\&ssion.  In  many  to'vt  ns 
there  are  also  Jewish  schools,  and  occasionally 
one  or  two  of  tome  other  sect.'* 

I  .must  not  delay  your  Lordships 
long  with  the  detaUs  of  this  system, 
which  are  extremely  interesting  and 
which  have  a  very  real  and  practical 
bearing  on  the  problem  we  have  to  face. 
When  it  is  not  possible  to  form  three 
schools,  two  schools  are  formed,  and 
where  it  is  not  possible  to  form  two  schools, 
one  school  is  formed  which  receives  the 
children  of  the  three  or  more  different 
confessions.  In  those  cases  the  head- 
master is  chosen  from  among  the 
members  of  the  church  to  which  the 
majority  of  the  parents  belong.  The 
second  teacher  represents  the  religion 
of  the  parents  of  the  minority.  That 
is  roughly  the  principle,  and  even  if 
there  is  a  minority  of  no  more  than 
twelve  children,  the  local  authorities 
are  bound  to  provide  separate  religious 
instruction  and  financial  difficulties  are 
not  admitted  to  be  an  excuse.  That  is 
the  German  system,  and  it  seems  to  me 
to  solve  the  very  problem  we  are  strugg- 
ling with  ourselves.  These  German 
schools  are  in  all  cases  on  a  footing  of 
equality  before  the  State  and  the 
law,  which  ordains  religious  teaching, 
but  leaves  the  choice  absolutely  free. 

Let  me  say  a  word  or  two  about  the  in- 
struction itself.  This  instruction  is  divided 
into  (1)  Biblical  history,  (2)  CatechiBm. 
The  latter,  of  course,  is  dogmatic.  Each 
has  so  many  hours  a  week  given  to  it,  as 
a  rule  three  to  Biblical  history  and  two 
to  Catechism.  In  Evangelical  schools 
both  are  taught  by;f^the  teachers.  In 
Catholic  schools  Biblical  history  is  taught 
by  the  teachers,  and  the  Catechism  by 
the  clergy.  I  should  like  to  tell  your 
Lore? ships,  if  I'  may  read  one  more 
extract,  what  in  the  opinion  of  Professsor 

Lord  Ampihill, 


Shadwell,  a  great  student  of  foreign 
systems,  are  the  results  of  this  system^ 
He  says — 

"  Just  as  the  Germans  have  known  how  to 
retain  the  classical  element  in  their  higher  edn- 
cation  while  adding  the  higher  developments  of 
science  and  other  modem  studies,  so  they  have^ 
known  how  to  build  up  the  most  complete  sys- 
tem  of  national  education  on  the  ola  fonoda' 
tions  of  character  and  conduct.  They  have 
not  flung  away  th^  old  in  acquiring  the  new, 
but  have  combined  both.  Toe  retention  of 
systematic  reliffious  teaching  has  a  far-reachinic 
influence  on  the  national  life  which  is  plainly 
visible  in  m»nv  directions,  and  not  leaE^t  in  the 
industrial  sphere.  To  it  may  be  traced  the 
sense  of  duty  and  responsibility,  the  respect  for 
law,  the  steady  eflfort,  the  seli-re^tramt,  the 
maintenance  of  a  higher  ideal  than  the  material- 
ism of  Social  Democracy.  And  to  these  may 
be  added  the  striking;  absence  of  corruption  in 
public  life  which  is  the  indispensable  condition 
lor  the  healthy  exercise  of  thoBe  municipal 
functions  that  are  carried  on  upon  so  large  a 
scale  in  German  towns  to  the  beneflt  of  the 
community.  •• 

I  have  only  one  more  word  on 
the  German  system,  and  that  is,  that 
the  teachers  are  trained  in  seminaries 
or  State  colleges,  that  they  have 
the  rights  or  duties  of  civil  servants, 
and  that  as  a  matter  of  general  observa- 
tion, the  German  school  teacher  has  no 
need  of  self-assertion  and  consequently 
he  does  not  teach  it.  It  is  idle  to  assert 
that  there  are  not  alternatives  other 
than  those  which  have  been  already 
mootcjd  when  we  have  these  examples  of 
other  countries  before  us.  The  noble 
Lord,  Lord  Burghclere,  who  spoke 
yesterday,  professed  to  have  exhausted 
all  possible  alternative  schemes,  but 
he  devoted  his  energies  chiefly  to 
flogging  a  dead  horse  in  disposing 
of  an  alternative  not  seriously  advocated 
by  any  large  number  of  people 
in  this  country,  viz.,  the  so-called 
secular  solution.  The  Lord  President,, 
in  his  pleasant  and  witty  speech, 
made  an  eloquent  flnal  appeaL  He 
said :  Is  it  not  possible  that  this  long 
strife  may  be  made  to  cease  ?  My 
answer  to  that  is  yes,  if  the  Bill  is  purged 
of  those  elements  which  lead  to  rdigious 
strife.  But  it  is  for  his  Majesty'^ 
Grovemment,  and  for  those  who  support 
them,  to  make  the  first  move.  It  is 
for  them  to  withdraw  that  which  is 
destructive  and  that  which  is  vindictive 
in  the  Bill.  It  is  for  them  to  withdraw 
those  things  which  many  people  in  tlus 
country  consider  unfair,  imjust,  and  an 
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outrage  to  their  consciences.  It  does  not 
matter  at  all  whether  the  majority  think 
these  people  are  wrong  in  considering  the 
Bill  unjust  and  unfair.  The  fact  remains 
that  a  number  of  our  fellow-countr3rmen 
do,  and  you  cannot  have  a  settlement  of 
this  question  unless  you  provide  some 
arrangement  which  wiU  not  seem  to 
them  unjust,  unfair  and  outrageous.  It 
is  possible  to  bring  an  end  to  this  strife 
if  His  Majesty's  Government  will  not  rob 
Peter  to  pay  Paul ;  if  they  will  not,  in 
endeavouring  to  remedy  old  grievances, 
create  new  ones  for  ourselves— I  mean  for 
the  members  of  the  Anglican  Church. 
We  do  not  want  concessions  and  facilities. 
What  we  want  is  justice  and  the  main- 
tenance of  our  rights.  We  do  not  want 
an  undenominational  Bill  any  more  than 
the  Nonconformist  wants  an  Anglican 
BiU,  or  the  Roman  Catholics  a  Free 
Church  Bill  What  we  want,  and  I  think 
what  the  nation  wants,  is  a  national  Bill, 
a  Bill  which  instructs  the  local  authority 
to  provide  schools  of  all  classes.  Church, 
Roman  Catholic,  Undenominational  and 
Jewish,  in  which  children  can  be  in- 
structed in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of 
their  parents.  And  when  I  say  children, 
I  mean  all  children.  There  should  be  no 
possibility  of  any  child  being  excepted 
from  these  facilities.  Give  to  every 
single  parent  in  this  country  what  he 
wants.  Give  us  a  national  Bill  like  this, 
and  I  am  sure  that  I  am  not  speaking 
only  for  myself  when  I  say  that  we  will 
help  His  Majesty's  Government  with  all 
our  hearts. 


♦  Earl  CAWDOR  :  My  Lords,  there 
has  been  I  think  we  shall  admit  one  very 
noticeable  thing  with  respect  to  the  Bill 
we  are  now  going  to  discuss — I  mean  the 
wide  divergence  between  the  statements 
made  by  individual  members  of  His 
Majesty's  Grovernment  and  the  result 
when  we  attain  to  the  collective  wisdom 
of  the  Cabinet.  The  country  was  thrown 
some  time  ago,  I  think,  into  'a  certain 
state  of  fancied  security  chiefly  by 
statements  made  by  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Education,  until  one  day 
we  found  laid  before  us  the  Bill  that  we 
have  to  discuss  to-night,  and  then  the 
security  afforded  by  the  statements  of  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
seemed   to    fade  eway.     I  think  it    is 

VOL.  CLXII.    [Fourth  Series.] 


worth  while  to  consider  for  a  few  moments 
some  of  these  statements,  for  they  show 
us  at  all  events  the  trend  of  thought  of 
some  of  those  who  had  studied  education 
carefully ;  yes,  and  had  studied  it  from 
the  Nonconformist  point  of  view,  and 
before  that  pressure  of  political  exigen- 
cies came  about  which  has  resulted  in  the 
production  of  the  present  Bill.  Pious 
hopes  were  expressed  by  various  members 
of  the  Government  that  they  would  do 
all  that  was  fair  to  every  parent.  Every 
parent  was  to  select  what  he  wished  as  to 
religious  instruction,  and  all  these  in- 
dividual members  of  the  Government 
were  going  to  see  that  the  parent  got  it. 
May  I  quote  a  short  sentence  froto  a 
speech  by  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  only  as  far  back  as  January 
last  ?  He  said  he  longed  to  see  one  kind  of 
elementary  schools  for  the  whole  country. 
He  believed  it  was  not  passing  the  wit  of 
man  to  devise  a  scheme  whereby  the 
public  authorities  should  have  complete 
public  control  over  all  the  public  ele- 
mentary schools  in  the  land,  and  whereby 
the  wishes  of  the  parents  should  be 
consulted  as  to  the  kind  of  religion  they 
wished  to  be  taught,  and  when  and  how 
they  wished  it  taught  in  those  schools. 
Those  were  the  views  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Education  in  January 
last.  I  am  afraid  we  seek  in  vain  for 
one  sign  of  that  policy  in  the  Bill  before 
your  Lordships'  House  to-day.  I  ask 
where  in  the  Bill  can  vou  find  that  the 
wishes  of  the  parents  are  to  be  consulted 
and  safeguarded  as  to  the  religious 
teaching  they  wish  for,  or  when  and  how 
they  wish  it  taught  ?  All  is  relegated 
to  the  control  of  the  local  education 
authority ;  and  at  the  beck  and  call  of 
the  local  education  authority  all  religious 
teaching  in  any  school  may,  if  this 
Bill  passes,  be  swept  away.  Nowhere 
in  the  Bill  can  we  find  any  parent  secured 
the  religious  teaching  he  demands  for  his 
child.  Nowhere  in  the  Bill,  as  it  now 
stands,  can  he  have  secured  to  him  the 
teaching  for  his  child  by  the  teacher 
whom  he  selects.  The  statement  of  the 
student  in  his  calmer  moments  studying 
the  real  educational  requirements  con- 
trasts badly  with  the  action  of  the 
politician  forced  to  accept  a  Bill  which 
he  cannot  and  does  not  like  and  which 
he  has  to  accept  because  of  political 
exigency, 
2  U 
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My  Lords,  we  are  told  very  often — I 
think  we  have  been  told  in  this  debate 
already — that  we  cannot  provide  re- 
ligious teaching  for  all  the  sects  because 
of  their  number.  May  I  quote  an  authority 
on  that  subject,  dating  back  only  as  far 
as  1903,  after  the  passing  of  this  poor 
Education  Act  of  1902  of  which  we  have 
heard  so  many  hard  things  ?  What 
does  my  authority  say  ? — 

**  There  still  remains  the  (question  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  religion  taught  in  all  the  schools. 
Here  the  parents  really  must,  whetlier  they 
like  'it  or  not,  conquer  their  shyness,  and 
making  their  first  appearance  in  this  ancient 
and  horrid  controversy,  tell  us,  when  they  send 
Tom  and  Jane  to  school,  whether  they  wish 
them  to  receive  any — and  if  any,  what — 
reiieious  education.  There  is  no  chance  of  the 
multiplication  of  strange  parental  religions. 
We  are  not  an  imaginative  people.  Jews, 
Roman  Catholics,  Anglicans  and  Dissenters  in 
a  lump  will  usually  exhaust  the  list.  The  great 
body  of  Dissenters  will  be  found  ready  to  accept 
the  same  broad  simple  Bible  teaching  which 
for  the  most  part  characterise  board  school 
Christianity." 

My  Lords,  those  are  weighty  words,  and 
they  are  the  words  of  the  present  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Education  written 
in  the  Independent  Review  for  October, 
1903.  What  becomes  of  the  statement 
that  you  cannot  deal  with  all  the  claims 
of  the  different  sects  because  they  are 
so  numerous,  and  what  becomes  of  the 
statement  of  one  of  his  colleagues  that 
to  talk  of  Dissenters  in  a  lump  was  an 
insult  to  them  ?  There  seems  one 
peculiarity  about  this  Bill  when  one 
comes  to  study  its  details,  and  that  is 
that  wherever  there  is  any  facility  granted 
or  any  concession  made  in  principle  there 
seems  to  dog  the  steps  of  that  concession 
some  evil  spirit  within  or  behind  the 
Cabinet,  I  know  not  which,  which  in- 
serts into  the  machinery  of  the  Bill 
that  which  makes  the  concession  worth- 
less. May  I  give  your  Lordships  a  few 
examples  ?  First  of  all,  I  touch  on 
Clause  2.  There  there  is  no  mandatory 
power  to  compel  the  taking  over  of  a 
school  by  the  local  authority,  and  there- 
fore the  taking  over  of  the  school  by 
the  local  authority  becomes  void.  It 
need  not  be  carried  into  eSect,  though 
you  profess  openly  that  these  schools 
are  to  be  takfen  over.  We  have  plenty 
of  pious  hopes  that  they  will  be  taken 
over,  but  that  is  not  business,  and  I  do 
not  think  we  shall  thrive  on  them. 
There  is  no  power  to  compel  local  authori- 
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ties  to  take  over  any  schools  if  they  do 
not  choose,  and  if  facilities  are  pressed 
for  the  local  authorities  can  still  decline 
to  take  over  the  schools.  Then  what 
becomes  of  your  facilities  imder  Clauso 
2  ?  I  say  they  are  destroyed  by  the 
machinery  of  the  Bill. 

Then  I  come  to  Clause  3.  There 
we  have  no  definition  of  facilities  at 
all.  No  one  can  tell  what  they  are. 
Parliament  apparently  is  not  going 
to  decide  what  facilities  are.  You 
are  going  to  leave  it  again  to  the  local 
authority  and  what  can  the  local  authority 
do  ?  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  admitted  some  time  ago 
that  though  he  hoped  all  authorities 
would  behave  sensibly — ^he  went  so 
far  as  to  mention  the  words  "  stup^  " 
and  I  think  "  obstinate  "  with  respect  to 
some  of  them — without  expressing  any 
opinion  on  the  subject,  but  assuming 
that  some  are  stupid  or  obstinate  or 
vicious,  the  local  authority  can  get 
rid  of  the  facilities  under  Clause  3 
absolutely  and  entirely.  They  can  re- 
strict hours  imder  which  religious  teach- 
ing is  to  be  given  exactly  as  they  please  ; 
they  can  restrict  the  number  of  days 
as  they  choose.  Parliament  and  the 
Government  may  say  they  think 
facilities  should  be  applied  to  every 
day,  but  the  local  authorities  are  much 
bigger  people  than  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion and  the  Cabinet  itself.  They  can 
regulate  these  things  exactly  as  they 
like,  and  though  we  put  down  what 
we  think  should  be  done,  there  is  nothing 
to  ensure  facilities  imder  Clause  3  and 
there  is  no  appeal. 

I  now  come  to  Clause  4 — ^that ^clause 
which  is  considered  to  be  a  safeguard  of 
many  interests  affected  by  this  Bill,  and 
which  we  are  told  was  introduced — 
I  know  not  if  it  be  true  or  not — in 
order  specially  to  meet  the  case  of 
Roman  Catholic  schools  and  Roman 
Catholic  children.  We  have  the  ballot 
by  parents,  and  though  I  do  not  mean 
to  dwell  upon  it  I  detest  the  idea  of 
ballot  by  parents  in  voluntary  schools . 
We  ara  to  have  a  ballot  by  parents,  and 
first  of  all  it  is  to  be  conducted  by  the  local 
authority,  to  whom  the  parents  are 
appealing  for  a  change  in  the  regulations 
of  the  school.  That  ballot  is  to  be  secret. 
We  are  told  that  is  one  of  the  great 
merits  of  the  Bill.     We  accept  that  and 
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we  assume  the  (Government  will  s     that  it  '  efEects  of  an   Act  of  Parliament  were 

is  made  absolutely  secret.     What  happens  carried  into  force.    That,  I  am  afraid, 

then  ?    Turn  to  Sub-section  (b),  Clause  4,  is  far  from  the  intention  of  the  Bill, 

And  the  four-fifths  who  apply  in  order  to  and  that  again  to  my  mind  makes  the 

^et  extended  facilities.      Under  Clause  4  whole  of  Clause  4  practically  useless  for 

four-fifths  must  prove  that  there  is  public  the  purpose  for  which  it  is  intended, 

.school   accommodation   in    schools   not  j  ^^^^  ^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^  ^^           „  j  ^^ 

^affected  by  afpermission  given  for  the  ^^^    detaining    you    too    long,  on    one 

children    attendmg    the    school    whose  j^t  in  Clause  5.    I  should  be  very  glad 

^ents   do   not  desire   those   facihties  g    ^^^^    ^^^^^^   ^j    ^^^    Government 

What   IS   the    result?    Yomr   baUot   «  ;  ^^uld   teU   us   what   is  the   object   of 

secret,   absolutely  swsret.    You  do   not  Sub-section  (3)  of  that  clause-inserted 

know  who  the  four-fifths  are  who  have  ^  j  ^^  informed  on  Eeport.    It  states, 

voted  m  favour  of  the  extended  facihtaes  ^^j^    reference   to    the    appeals    as   to 

-and  therefore  you  l^ve  not  the  sbghtest  extended  facUities,  that  an  appeal  under 

idea  who  the  one-fifth  are.    You  do  not  ^^   ^^^^    ^j^y   ^^^   ^   entertained 

lmowthemmonty,andifyoudonotknow  ^^,^    j^     -^     ^^^^    ^^^^^     ^^^    l^^. 

the  minonty  how  are  you  going  to  j^^u^ry,  1908.  Why,  I  am  at  a  loss 
make  the  mquiry  to  satisfy  anyone  ^  conceive.  Why  not  after  the  Ut 
that  this  nunority  of  the  children  can  be  January,  1908  ?  Is  it  not  possible  that 
^ven  accommodation  in  other  schools  t  It  ^  ^^^  district  may  change  to  an  urban 
18  an  impossibihty.  Unless  you  know  i  district  after  that  date,  and  that  a 
and  can  put  your  finger  on  the  children  population  of  4,999  may  possibly  grow 
of  the  mmOTity  you  oa«not  say  whether  -^^^  ^  population  of  5,000  ?  Is  it  not 
there  IS  asuffioieat  and  properaccommoda-  possible  that  a  majority  of  those  who 
tion  for  them  m  that  particular  district,  ^j^jj  ^^^  extended  faciUties  may  come 
The  only  answer  to  anyone  holdmg  the  ,  -^^^  existence  after  that  date  ?  Is  it 
inquiry  under  the  terms  of  this  clause  ^^t  possible  that  an  alternative  school 
mustbethattheoasew  not  and  cannot  be  ^^^  j^^^^  ^^^^  provided?  In  each  of 
proved  for  extended  facihty.  Therefore,  ,  ^^^  ^^^  ^.^g  extended  faciUties  would 
I  say  again  that  Clause  4  is  made  i  ^g  justified  and  would  be  the  right  of 
nugatory,  kilkd  and  made  of  no  efiect,  |  ^i^^  ^^^^^  jj,  ^.j^^^  district.  But  for  some 
simply  by  its  own  machinery.  It  is  a  reason  I  do  not  know  how  to  explain  the 
aenous  thing  to  say,  but  it  is  nothing  door  is  to  be  closed  on  Ist  January, 
much  less  than  a  fraud— I  do  not  mean  I  igQg^  ^^d  apparently  however  large  a 
an  intentional  fraud  for  a  moment :  I  district  may  become,  however  much 
do,not  want  to  use  so  hard  a  word  as  |  tjie    population     may    grow,    however 


fraud — but  it  is  an  absurdity  that  you 
should  oSer  with  one  hand  certain 
extended    facilities,   of  which  so  much 


many  schools  may  be  built,  you  have 
shut  the  door  as  far  as  appeals  under 
this   clause   is   concerned.    Perhaps    it 


has  been  made,  and  yet  allow  the  I  ,^11  be  explained,  but  at  piesent  I  do 
machinery  of  the  clause  to  make  not  understand  it  at  all  I  do  not 
them  an  absolute  impossibility.  There  suppose  an  injustice  is  intended,  but 
may  be  an  answer  to  this,  and  if  if  the  point  I  put  is  a  true  point 
Anyone  can  tell  me  what  the  answer '  there  must  be  the  grossest  injustice  in 
is  I  shall  accept  it  with  gratitude,  and  ;  the  future— after  the  clock  strikes  on  the 
with  much  humility.  I  lat  January,   1908.     Whatever  be   the 

With  regard  to  these  extended  faciUties  '  F^f^V*  parents  they  should  be  extended 
it  is  trurthat  the  local  authority  need  ">*?  thews  districts  when  and  as  the  cas^ 
give  none.  I  should  have  thoughtithe  ,  *''**  conditions  difier  and  change.  »nd  I 
Extended  faciUties  ought  to  have  been !  f  °,.?f«  "'''  ^T^\  ^^^  that  extended 
made  mandatory.  Further,  I  should  !f '^^•^  appeal  is  to  be  barred  because 
have  thought  that  the  natural  duty  ovf'^  ^^PP^*^  ^  have  reached  one  particu- 
the  Education  Department  was  not  to  say '  "*' 

^es  or  no  as  fancy  determined,  and  as  j  One  further  point  on  that.  The  local 
political  exigency  might  affect  the  de- 1  education  authority  only  take  over 
«oiaion,  but  to  see  that  the  mandatory  <  these  schools  for  a  term  of  years,  and 
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I  think  this  applies  also  to  cases  that 
come  under  the  orders  of  the  Commission 
•et  up  by  the  Bill.  They  could  then  drop 
an  agreement,  make  a  iresh.  arrangement 
and  grant  no  facilities.  But  if  it  is  past 
the  Ist  January,  1908,  no  one  has  a 
remedy  or  appeal  under  the  Bill.  These 
are  questions,  I  submit  with  deference  to 
His  Majesty's  Government,  which  ought 
to  receive  a  clear,  definite  and  absolute 
reply. 

One  more  point  as  to  the  Com- 
mission. The  Commission  set  up 
under  the  Bill  is  to  act  on  the 
principles  of  the  High  Court,  though 
no  sooner  have  we  said  that  than  the  Bill 
proposes,  under  Sub-sections  (a)  and  (b)  to 
abolish  the  principles  of  the  High  Court, 
but  to  abolish  them  only  in  one  direction. 
It  only  abolishes  them  and  says  they  are 
to  be  deviated  from  in  directions  suitable 
to  the  local  authority.  The  whole  of  the 
deviations  are  in  favour  of  the  local 
authority  and  against  those  who  may 
be  appealing  before  the  Commission. 
Why  tamper  with  the  principles  of 
the  High  Court  ?  If  they  are  good  enough 
for  the  High  Court  I  should  think  they 
are  good  enough  for  the  Commission  under 
this  Bill.  But  if  they  have  to  be  deviated 
from  there  are  many  more  which  should 
come  in  so  that  the  deviations  may  be  all- 
round  deviations  and  not  unfair  and  one- 
sided deviations  as  they  are  to-day. 

I  crave  your  Lordships'  indulgence  for  a 
few  words  words  with  regard  to  Part  III., 
which  includes  the  Council  for  Wales — a 
very  astonishing  proposal  dealt  with  in 
the  most  astonishmg  way.     I  have  never 
heard  this  proposal  supported  by  anyone 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  either  in  this  House 
or  in  another  place.    The  President  of  the 
Board  of  EducatioD,   in  another  place, 
slurred  it  over  and  left   it  aside.     The 
noble  Earl  who  introduced  the  Bill  into 
your  Lordships'  House — you  will  remem- 
ber the  way  he  dealt  with  it.     I  do  not 
think  he  gave  us  the  impression  that  it 
was  a  part  of  the  Bill  near  to  his  own 
heart.    If  he  did  so  he  had  a  peculiar  way 
of  showing  the  inner  workings  of  his  own 
heart.     But  what  is  this  Council  of  Wales 
to  do  ?     Indeed,  it  is  very  difficult  to 
know.     One  has  to  watch  the  Bill  of  the 
Government  day  by  day  to  see  what  is 
going  on  with  regard  to  this  part  of  the 
Bill.    What  is  perfectly  clear  is  that  thit 
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part  of  the  Bill  has  been  thrown  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  of  Commons  and  is  now 
set  on  the  Table  of  your  Lordships'  House 
without  any  thought  as  to  its  details  or  any 
knowledge  as  to  what  it  is  intended  to  do. 
Let  us  see  first  what  the  original 
proposal  was  imder  this  Bill,  for  though  it 
is  only  one  clause  it  has  taken  three 
entirely  separate  and  different  forms 
within  a  very  few  days,  and  to  find  out 
what  has  been  going  on  you  have  to  read 
three  separate  Bills.  Let  me  read  the 
original  proposal  as  it  appeared  in  the 
Government's   BiU — 

*'  The  following  powers  and  duties^  so  far  as- 
they  relate  to  Wales  »hall,  subject  to  such  ex- 
ceptions as  His  Maje.«ty  may  make  by  Order 
in  Council,  be  transferred  to  the  Council  in 
Wales  :  (a)  the  powers  and  duties  of  the  Board 
of  Education  ;  and  (h)  the  powers  and  duties 
of  the  Board  of  Agrieultore  with  respect  tO' 
instruction  connected  with  agriculture  and 
forestry  ;  and  (c)  the  powers  and  duties  of  the 
Central  Welsh  Board  for  Intermediate  Educa* 
tioD.  The  Board  of  Education  shall  in  each 
year  pay  to  the  Council  of  Wales  any  money 
which  may  be  granted  by  Parliament  mrespeet 
of  education  and  science  and  art  in  Wales,  wit^ 
the  exception  of  money  granted  in  aid  of 
universities  and  university  colleges." 

The  Council  is  to  have  the  whole  of 
the  powers  of  the  Board  of  Education 
in  that  draft  of  the  Bill — ^they  are  to 
receive  £800,000  a  year  of  Imperial 
funds  for  grants,  to  be  handed  over 
without  any  check,  control,  or  Ministerial 
responsibility  of  any  sort.  That  I  do 
not  eomment  upon,  but  that  was 
the  proposal  in  the  Bill  when  it  was 
first  printed.  In  Committee,  and  as  I 
am  informed  without  any  notice  at  all, 
the  following  Amendment  was  carried : — 

**  The  Order  in  Council  shall  provide  for  the 
appointment  by  Bis  Msieftv  oi:  a  Member  of 
PaiHament,  whether  a  Meni\)er  holding  office 
under  the  Crown  or  not" 

— mark  this,  my  Lords- 

*'  who  shall  be  responsible  to  Parliament  for 
any  act  of  the  Council  of  Wales  done  in  the 
exercise  of  any  of  the  powers  of  the  Board  of 
Education  delegated  to  the  Council  under  this 
section,  and  shall  have  full  control  over  the 
Council  in  respect  of  the  exercise  of  sueh 
powers." 

What  became  of  the  Council  then  ? 
You  have  first  of  all  pleaded  that  it  is  a 
necessary  thing  to  give  to  Wales  its  own 
Coimcil  and  its  own  absolute  contrcrt  of 
£800,000  a  year  of  Imperial  money  to  be 
dealt  with  without  check  by  any  human, 
being,  and  now,  by  a  stroke  of  the  peu» 
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you  abolish  and  get  rid  of  the  whole 
of  that,  because  if  you  have  a  Minister 
responsible  to  Parliament  for  the  act  of 
tha^  Council  we  know  what  that  means: 
he  is  to  be  responsible  for  the  doings  of 
that  Council  all  the  way  through  from 
beginning  to  end.    But  what  happens  ? 
Before  the  ink  of  that  was  dry  something 
«lse  takes  place.    It  seems  as  if  one  was 
telling  a  sort  of  fairy  tale,  but  I  assure 
your  Lordships   I  am  speaking  solemn 
facts  dug  out  of  the  proceedings  of  Parlia- 
ment. On  that  Amendment  of  the  clause 
this  extraordinary  Minister — ^by-the-by  I 
ought     to     have     said    he    was     not 
to  have  provided    for  him   any  office, 
or    any    salary,    or   any    control   over 
the  Council  he  was  to  represent,  and  for 
which  he  was  absolutely  responsible  to 
Parliament — ^it  is  an  absolute  fact,  my 
Lords  ;    I  am  perfectly  serious.    He  was 
to  assume  a  control  which  the  Govern- 
ment told  us    then  was  to    be  a  real 
control.     I  do  not  know  what  happened 
in  the  inner  workings  of  the  heart  of  his 
Majesty's  Government,  but  I  remember 
very  well  a  Member  rising  in  another 
place      and     complaining     that      this 
would    never    do — ii    this     gentleman 
reoeived  no  salary  how  were  they  to  move 
to  reduce  it  ?    Where  was  his  responsi- 
bility to  Parliament  and  how  were  they 
to  touch  him  ?     Perhaps  those  arguments 
prevailed  and  accounted  for  that  very 
ourious    Minister's    disappearance    two 
days    afterwards.    Now    we  *oome    to 
number  three.     On  Report  the  Minister 
disappeared  and  in  place  this  Amend- 
ment was  carried  without  one  word  of 
discussion,  without  one  syllable  of  ex- 
planation of  any  sort  or  kind — I  think 
I  am  correct  in  that — 

"  Aoy  money  which  m  iv  be  placed  at  the 
<li«poeal  of  the  Counsil  of  VVales  by  Parliament 
for  the  purpose  of  educatioa  in  Wales  on 
Eetiraates  nubmitted  to  Parliament  for  the 
purpose  by  the  Treasary  shall  be  administered 
by  that  Council  suVgect  to  the  control  of  the 
Treaeuiy." 

My  Lords,  how  is  the  Treasury  to  control 
the  expenditure  of  the  money  by  a  council 
extended  over  all  Wales  for  educational 
purposes  1  There  is  no  means  of  doing 
60.  They  have  no  inspectors  and  there 
is  no  office  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
up^these  things.  They  would  have  to 
Accept  everything  the  Council  in  Wales 
told   them,    and   what   becomes   under 


this  Amendment  of  your  promised  con- 
trol ?    What  becomes  of  the  responsi- 
bility of  a  Minister  or  Department  for 
the  control  of  this  Council  1     Can  any 
one    tell    which    of   these   proposals    is 
going    to    hold    good    to-morrow — any 
of  them  or  none  of  them  ?     If  the  noble 
Lords  would  take  my  advice  they  would 
purge  their  Bill  of  this  muddled  arrange- 
ment    altogether.       No     one     knows 
what     they     mean.     It     is    clear    the 
Government     have     no     definite     idea 
themselves    or    they    could    not    have 
changed  their  minds  three  times  in  a 
week.     If  they  do  not  know  their  own 
minds  surely  they  had  better  take  time 
to  consider  and  see  if  they  cannot  come 
to  some  better  form  of  Home  Rule  for 
Wales  by  degrees.     These  are  the  posi- 
tions.    Position  1 :   A  Council  with  all 
the  powers  of  an  Educational  Depart- 
ment  and   with   £800,000   of   Imperial 
funds    without    control.      Position    2 : 
Complete  control  and  responsibility  by  a 
Minister  to  Parliament  for  every  farthing 
spent  and  every  act  done.    Position  3 : 
The  Minister  disappears  and  the  Treasury, 
which  is  perfectly  useless  for  the  pur- 
pose of  control  of  any  sort  or  kind,  steps 
in.      And  this,  my  Lords,  is  said  to  be 
the  scheme  upon  which  Wales  is  unani- 
mous.   Which    scheme  ?    In    Heaven's 
name,  which  scheme  is  it  ?     Are  they  in 
favour  of  the  scheme  that  is  going  to 
give    absolute    control    of    £800,000  in 
Wales  ?     I  can  conceive  of  that  being 
an  attractive  scheme,  though  not  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  or  the  ratepayers  of  this 
country.     Or    are    they    in    favour    of 
making  it  what  it  would  be  under  the 
control  of  a  Department  and  a  Minister — 
nothing  but  an  advisory  board  ?    Is  it 
that  about  which  there  has  been  such 
a  blowing  of  trumpets  in  Wales  ?     Or 
are  we  going  to  drop  that  and  start  with 
Treasury  control  and  are  we  to  be  shown 
that   the   Treasury    control   is   a   real, 
definite,  and  efiective  control  ?     I  think 
i  we  have  a  right  to  ask  His  Majesty's 
Government  under  which  of  these  three 
I  interesting    schemes    they    propose    to 
!  continue    discussions    on    this    subject, 
I  because  it  leads   to  a  little    awkward- 
I  ness  when  we  have  three  at  once  and 
when  there  is  no  knowing  whether  we 
may  not  have  three  or  four  more  in  the 
e«une  ef  tke  next  week.    I  think  my 
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noble  friend  Lord  Ciewe  rather  inti- 
mated tliat  lie  thought  there  was  un- 
animity in  Wales.    I  will  read  his  words — 

*'  In  Wales  there  was  general  agreement  as 
to  the  creation  of  some  central  council  of 
education.  It  was  agreed  that  if  Wales  wanted 
a  council,  the  admirable  manner  in  which  the 
Welsh  Intermediate  Education  Act  had  been 
carried  out  bv  the  Joint  Committee  and  the 
Central  BoarJ  made  it  almost  imperative  that 
the  wishes  of  Wales  must  be  met.  Wales 
desired  that  certain  powers  now  vef>ted  in  the 
Board  of  Education  should  lie  transferred  to 
the  Treasury.  ThLs  was  the  first  time  in  his 
experience  tliat  he  had  found  any  body  of 
persons  nestling  up  to  the  Treasury.'' 

I  deny  entirely  that  Wales  is  nestling 
up  to  the  Treasury.  Wales  had  never 
heard  of  the  suggestion  of  the  Treasury. 
Others  have  been  nestling,  but  do  not 
put  it  down  to  Wales  that  they  were 
nestling  up  to  the  Treasury  when  we 
never  heard,  until  the  thing  appeared 
in  print  on  Report,  that  there  was  any 
suggestion  of  the  Treasury  having  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  matter  at  all.  I 
can  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
information  furnished  him  as  to  the 
unanimity  of  Wales  in  reference  to  this 
Coun  oil  is  utterly  incorrect.  I  do  not  know 
where  he  gets  his  information,  but  there 
are  one  or  two  reasons  why  I  think  that 
information  is  not  to  be  relied  on.  A 
great  deal  has  been  said  about  the 
Cardifi  Conference.  That  Conference 
took  place  in  March  last.  Many  people 
were  invited  and  there  was  a  large 
attendance,  and  it  is  said  that  there  was 
unanimity  at  that  Conference.  I  wish 
to  tell  your  Lordships  exactly  what  took 
place.  There  was  one  resolution  carried 
unanimously  and  one  alone.  I  will  read 
it  to  your  Lordships — 

'*  That  this  Conference  is  of  opinion  that  it 
is  expedient  to  create  a  Council  of  Wales,  re- 
presenting Welsli  education  authorities,  which 
shall  have  powers  to  supply  or  to  aid  the 
supply  of  etkication  of  all  kinds  in  Wales  and 
MonmomtEshire. " 
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was  the  only  resolution  carried 
ith  unanimity  at  that  meeting,  and 
there  was  no  word  in  that  lesolution 
as  to  the  transfer  of  powers  of  any 
Government  Department.  There  was 
another  resolution.  It  was  also  carried, 
but  many  did  not  vote  upon  it  and  some 
voted  against  it,  and  certainly  no  one 
can  allege,  I  do  not  think  it  is  alleged, 
that  it  was  carried  unanimously.  It  was — 

"  That  this  Conference  is  of  opinion  that  to 
such  couucU  shall  be  delegated  certain  of  the 
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powers  of  the  Board  of  Education  in  recard  to 
public  education  in  Wales  and  Monmouthshire,, 
and  other  powers  relating  to  education  now 
exercised  by  the  Home  Oroce  and  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  together  with  the  powers  of  the 
Central  Welsh  Board  as  to  intermediate  edu- 
cation, and  to  which  may  be  granted  such 
incidental  powers  as  may  be  necessary  for  t^e 
discharge  of  its  functions." 

This,  I  believe,  was  carried,  but,. 
as  I  said,  not  by  any  means  wil^ 
unanimity.  A  good  many  opposed  it,, 
a  certain  number  did  not  vote,  and  T 
can  vouch  that  the  representatives  of  one- 
county  council  present  were  absolutely 
opposed  to  it  and  were  sent  by  their 
county  council  in  order  that  they  should 
oppose  it.  I  have  sat  on  that  county^ 
council  myself  and  speak  vrith  knowledge. 

And  now,  as  to  this  unanimity,  may  F 
note  how  far  it  is  really  stated  to^have 
gone.  Of  course  I  know  that  that 
unanimity  has  been  put  before  the 
Grovemment — put  strongly  by  some  of 
their  own  followers.  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  speaking  at  Cardiff 
at  the  time  of  this  meeting,  used  these 
words,  and  if  they  mean  unanimity  I  can 
only  say  that  my  ideas  of  unanimity  and 
his  do  not  agree.    He  said — 

**  So  long  as  they  talked  on  general  principles,, 
talked  in  the  air,  it  was  womlerful  now  they 
agreed.*' 

We  have  often  seen  that,  my  Lords — 

"It  was  when  they  came  to  reduce  their 
d I  cams  to  some  practical  plan  that  criticism 
came  fron^  every  point  of  view." 

And  after  that  we  are  told  that  at  this^ 
meeting  there  was  unanimity  as  to  the 
carrying  out  of  such  a  scheme  as  is  laid 
before  your  Lordships'  House  to-day. 
One  other  quotation  I  think  I  must  make 
to  show  what  was  said  with  regard  to 
unanimity.  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Education  Bill,  after  stating  that  the 
Bishops  came  to  the  Cardiff  Conference,, 
said — 

"  Every  Conservative  candidate  for  a  Wel«*h 
seat  was  summoned,  and  most  of  them 
attended." 

There  were  two  of  them  present,  my 
Lords — I  can  give  names  if  necessary — 
and  I  am  afraid  there  were  more  Unionist 
candidates  than  that  who  lost  seats  at  the 
last  General  Election.  And  yet  the 
same  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  at 
this  Conference,  so  representative,  a. 
resolution  was    passed  unanimously    in. 
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favour  of  asking  the  Grovernment  to  set 
up  this  Central  Council  for  the  control  and 
direction  of  education  in  Wales.  I  ask  if 
that  can  fairly  and  properly  be  des- 
cribed a^  unanimity  ?  There  are 
other  powers  which  perchance  may 
have  escaped  some  of  your  Lord- 
ships' attention.  For  the  ordinary 
purpose  of  a  consolidation  of  local 
authorities  there  is  power  under 
the  Act  of  1902,  and  nothing  but 
unanimity  was  necessary  to  bring  it 
into  force.  There  has  been  an  effort 
to  bring  about  an  arrangement  under 
the  Act  of  1902.  I  do  not  know  what 
has  happened  to  it  vrithin  the  last  few 
months.  I  know  what  happened  at 
the  close  of  last  year.  Then  there  had 
been  a  failure  by  the  authorities 
applying  to  show  there  was  xmanimity 
among  the  County  Councils  of  Wales 
which  would  entitle  the  Education  De- 
partment to  allow  such  a  scheme  to  be 
carried  through.  Where  is  their  un- 
animity now  ?  If  they  could  not  get 
unanimity  to  carry  out  that  clauso  of 
the  Act  of  1902,  are  they  now  going 
to  come  to  Parliament  to  get  powers  to 
make  those  join  who  would  not  join 
willingly  1  I  want  to  say  something 
as  to  what  was  in  the  mind  of  the  noble 
Barl  who  moved  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill.  I  thought  from  what 
fell  from  him  that  he  was  under  the 
impression  that  there  was  some  prece- 
dent for  this  proposal  in  the  Welsh 
Central  Board.  May  I  explain  in  a 
few  words  what  the  Welsh  Central 
Board  is,  what  it  does,  what  its  powers 
are,  and  how  vitally  they  differ  from 
the  proposals  we  are  discussing  here  ? 
The  Welsh  Central  Board  is  a  consultative 
body  ;  it  is  largely  composed  of  experts, 
not  merely  appointed  by  county  councils, 
because  some  are  appointed  by  colleges 
and  some,  I  believe,  by  the  Education 
Department.  They  exercise  none  of 
the  powers  of  the  Central  Board  and 
none  of  the  powers  of  a  public  depart- 
ment. They  did  have  the  power  of 
inspection  delegated  to  them  by  the 
Board  of  Education,  but  the  Board  of 
Education  still  kept  their  hands  on  the 
pulse  of  every  school  and  college,  and 
I  am  informed  that,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  out  of  ninety-five  schools  which 
come  imder  the  purview  of  the  Central 
Board,  no  less  than  eighty-nine  have  been 
inspected  by   the   Board  of  Education 


themselves.  The  Treasury  fix  the  con- 
ditions of  the  grants,  and  the  Central 
Board  have  nothing  to  say  to  them 
but  to  accept  them.  They  make  their 
references  to  the  Treasury,  but  the 
Treasury  is  the  authority  which  fixes 
the  conditions  of  the  grants.  There  is 
no  resemblance  between  the  suggestions, 
the  one  in  practice  and  the  other  made 
to-day.  The  grant  made  to  the  Welsh 
Central  Board  amounts  to  £25,000,  and 
there  are  ninety-five  schools  with  10,000 
children ,  in  them,  but  the  Board  has 
no  real  authority  as  a  department 
over  them  at  all.  The  proposed  Council, 
under  the  original  proposal,  would  have 
been  absolutely  free  from  all  Depart- 
mental control  of  any  sort  or  kind. 
They  would  have  8,000  schools  and 
400,000  children  under  their  control, 
and  £^00,000  a  year  from  Imperial 
Funds,  which  they  could  allocate  and 
deal  with  exactly  as  they  liked.  There- 
fore it  is  idle  to  contend  that  there 
is  the  [slightest  precedent  in  what  the 
Welsh  Central  Board  's  doing.  There 
is  not  a  shred  of  foothold  in  the  Welsh 
Central  Board  to  lead  up  to  this 
extremely  curious  suggestion  of  a 
Welsh  National  Council.  The  Welsh 
Central  Board  has  done  its  work 
extremely  well  and  has  carried  out 
its  functions  admirably,  but*  ^'  I 
repudiate  the  suggestion  that  it  affords 
anything  in  the  nature  of  a  pre- 
cedent. We  cannot  forget  that  this* 
Council  if  it  came  into  operation 
would  be  a  simple  and  representative 
body  of  the  local  authorities,  the  whole 
of  them  elected  by  the  county  councils. 
They  would  be  their  constituents,  and 
their  interests  would  be  the  rate.  How 
are  they  going  to  check  the  grant  to 
any  incompetent  schools  and  the  expendi- 
ture of  Imperial  funds  ?  The  whole 
of  their  interests  are  in  the  other 
direction,  because  every  penny  they 
cut  off  the  grant  they  will  have  to  put  on 
to  the  rates.  Therefore,  so  far  as  its  Im- 
perial aspect  as  to  finance  was  concerned, 
the  thing  is  as  rotten  as  in  every  other 
respect.  This  agitation  for  a  National 
Council  for  Wales  is  not  merely  an 
educational  matter.  It  goes  far  wider 
in  its  intentions  than  that.  I  will 
not  give  your  Lordships  my  idea,  I 
will  give  you  the  idea  of  a  Member  of 
the  Cabinet.      Speaking  of  this  Council 
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at  Carnarvon  in  January  this  year  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  used 
these  words : — 

"Onoe  the  Board  is  wet  up,  delegation  will 
follow,  but  I  am  ia  hope  that  the  powers  to  be 
delegated  will  not  stop  with  the  Board  of 
Education.  There  are  powers  under  the 
Local  Government  Board  which  I  hope  to  see 
delegated,  and  also  powers  under  the  Board  of 
Trade  and  the  Home  Office." 

He  had  not  left  out  much  except  the 
Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Foreign  Office. 
This  shows  pretty  clearly  what  the 
ideas  of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  were  when  he  tried  to  get  the  first 
step  taken  in  this  most  unwise  sugges- 
tion of  a  Council  for  Wales.    He  said  : — 

*I  am  looking  forward  to  the  time  when  a 
Bill  is  introduced  providing  the  same  powers 
given  to  local  authorities  shall  be  delegated  to 
the  Council  for  Wales.  I  should  like  to 
f-ee  certain  control  everv  time  given  to  such  a 
Welsh  authority,  and  I  have  great  hope  that 
we  shall  see  all  this  realised  in  the  course  of 
the  next  four  or  five  years." 

I  hope  that  whatever  else  your  Lordships 
may  have  to  do  with  regard  to  the  Bill 
you  will  not  give  way  to  any  authority 
which  comes  to  you  and  lays  before 
the  country  that  programme  and  asks 
you  to  go  one  step  in  the  direction  of 
Home  Kule  for  Wales. 

♦Lord  RIBBLE8DALE  said  that,  not 
being  a  member  of  the  Government,  but 
only  an  ordinary  Member  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House,he  should  not  embark  on  the 
drafting  and  interpretations  of  the  clauses 
and  considerations  which  had  occupied  so 
much  of  the  eloquent  time  of  the  noble 
Earl.  Speaking  generally,  wherever  in 
the  Bill  they  had  "  may  "  he  would  like 
to  put  "  shall,"  and  wherever  they  had 
"  shall "  he  would  like  to  put  "  may." 
For  the  same  reason  he  intended 
to  leave  Part  III.  severely  alone. 
Plucky  little  Wales  could,  he  felt 
certain,  take  excellent  care  of  itself. 
From  what  the  noble  Lord  told  them 
the  Minister  for  Wales  would  be  a 
very  poor  place,  and  he  certainly  should 
not  apply  for  it.  After  listening  care- 
fully to  the  noble  Earl,  he  saw  no  reason 
for  reconsidering  the  carefully  prepared 
words  which  he  had  proposed  to  inter- 
vene in  the  debate.  He  would  say  what 
he  meant  to  say  at  first ;  namely,  that 
he  was  glad  of  the  opportunity  of 
doing  his  best  to  prosper  the  progress 
and    passage    of    the    Bill.     He     did 
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not  pretend  that  it  was  an  ideal  Bill  or 
that  it  was  based  upon  counsels  of  per- 
fection, but  he  believed  it  would  com- 
mend itself  not  to  the  poUtical,  Parlia- 
mentary, and  platform  sense,  but  to  the 
political  sense  in  the  way  in  which  the 
Archbishop  used  the  word  "  political  '* 
the  previous  night ;  the  political  sense 
and  the  utilitarian  instincts  of  a  large 
majority  of  the  people  of  the  country. 
To   put  it   broadly,   they   relied   upon 
common-sense    and    that    unromantic, 
common-sense,  practical  aptitude  which 
resided  in  our  fellow  countrymen  and 
women  to  work  out  the  Bill.    The  noble 
Earl  talked  a  great  deal  about  the  political 
exigencies    in    which    the    (Government 
foimd  itself  at  the  time  it  had  to  draft 
the  Bill.     He  quite  admitted  that  the 
Government  was  in  a  strait.     He  might 
with  truth  say  to  Mr.  Birrell  and  his 
colleagues :    Ddicta  majarum  immerUus 
lues;   they  had  to  pay  for  the  criminal 
mistakes    of    their    predecessors.      The 
noble    Lords    opposite    would   do    well 
to  remember,  though  perhaps  they  would 
very   much    prefer    to    forget,    that    it 
was  when  they  passed  the  Bill  of  1902 
that  they  made  the  Bill  of  1906  inevitable. 
Ke  might  perhaps  here  avow  something 
more  than  a  platonic  affection  for  Lord 
Malmesbury's    proposals.    He    thought 
they  must  all  admit  that  he  did  very  well 
in  a  rather  uncomfortable  position.  In  one 
of  the  scraps  of  talk  which  he  had  had 
with  the  Aichbishop  of  Canterbury  and 
which  he  valued  extremely,  he  told  him 
that  he  had  a  sneaking  liking  for  Mr. 
Chamberlain's  proposals,  and  the  Arch- 
bishop said  they    were  ideal  in  theory 
but  quite  unworkable  in  practice.  On  that 
he  woul  1  say  a  word  or  two  presently. 
Nobody    would    be    surprised  to    hear 
that  he  was  now  coming  to  the  religious 
difficulty.      Mr.     Gibbon,    who    would 
have  greatly  relished  this  debate,    laid 
it   down  somewhere  or  other  that  all 
religions  were  equally  true  to  the  people, 
false  to  the  philosopher,  and  useful  to  the 
magistrate.    He  believed  Mr.  Birrell  and 
Lord   Crewe   would   substitute   for  the 
word  "  useful "  "  perplexing  and  unin- 
telligible."   The   Bishop   of   St.   Asaph 
once  described  the  religious  difficulty  as 
"  gaunt  and  emaciating."    It  had  lost 
none  of  its  old  characteristics,  and   it 
was     becoming    exceedingly    irritating. 
They  could  not  do  with  it  in  the  West 
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mding.  It  had  tired  them  all  out 
irrespective  of  creeds  and  camps.  He 
most  avow  a  certain  amount  of  church- 
ness  or  denominationalism.  He  attended 
the  ot^er  night  the  great  Churchmen's 
meeting  in  the  Albert  Hall.  He  listened 
ix)  eloquent  speeches  from  the  Bishop 
of  London  and  Dr.  Wace,  but  it  was 
not  the  speeches  which  took  such  hold 
of  him  as  the  opening  prayer  and  the 
familiar  hymns,  the  wave  of  a  "  sursum 
corda"  tmidency  and  emotion,  and 
which  at  such  times  convinced  him 
that  we  could  not  live  by  bread  alone. 
To  come  to  more  practical  and  less 
.sentimental  considerations  in  this  grave 
matter  of  national  education,  he  was 
gradually  being  driven  to  the  conclusion 
that  ohurchness  and  denominationalism, 
whether  of  the  Established  Church  or 
of  Nonconformity,  was  a  mistake,  and  that 
Hr.  Chamberlain  and  the  Bishop  of 
Birmingham  might  be  right,  when, 
by  very  different  roads,  they  arrived 
at  the  same  result ;  and  when  they  told 
them  that  the  only  way  of  putting  an  end 
to  all  this  was  by  having  no  State-assisted 
or  State-taught  religious  education,  but 
l)y  special  facilities — ^which  he  (the  noble 
Lord)  understood  to  be  bricks,  mortar, 
l>etter  drainage,  times,  and  teachers — 
"being  granted  to  religion  and  irreligion 
alike,  everybody  having  the  right  to 
ireely  teach  their  own  dogmas.  That 
was,  he  believed,  the  view  they  held 
as  to  the  only  way  of  freeing  education 
from  this  parasite — ^the  religious  diffi- 
culty. He  felt  that  anyone  intervening 
in  the  debate  at  this  period  was  gleaning 
after  the  gleaners.  But  as  he  had  always 
iound  that  other  people's  ideas  were  em- 
narrassing  to  his  own  originality,  he 
must  try  and  make  the  best  of  it. 
He  would  spare  their  Lordships  any 
comments  on  the  backbone  of  the  Bill, 
'Clause  1.  He  would  not  go  into  its 
obedience  to  the  great  principle  of  public 
control  and  the  abolition  of  tests,  and  its 
acquiescence  in  that  new  and  terrible 
portent,  the  mandate.  Nor  would  he  go 
into  the  practical  difficulties  of  Lord 
3Ialmesbur3''8  plan,  which  parties  on  both 
Rides  told  him  were  insuperable,  although 
he  was  confident  that  those  difficulties 
would  have  to  be  faced  in  certain  even- 
tualities. He  believed  most  people  would 
agree  with   The  Times  newspaper  that 
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Canterbury  and  of  the  Duke  of  Norfolk 
held  the  field  as.regarded  the  debate  so  far 
as  it  had  gone.  They  were  very  cogent 
and  very  remarkable.  He  would  take 
that  of  the  Duke  of  Noiiolk  first;  and 
he  believed  that  secularism  would  have 
to  be  faced  if  full  effect  was  given  to 
the  able  and  constitutional  speech  which 
they  heard  the  previous  night  from 
the  noble  Duke.  The  speech  was 
penetrated  and  informed  by  a  high 
constitutional  spirit  and  argument,  and 
he  delighted  in  listening  to  it.  He 
listened  to  it  with  the  greatest  possible 
envy.  The  noble  Duke  declared  in 
that  English  of  which  he  was  a  master 
what  he  and  his  friends  meant  to  do  with 
the  Bill  in  Committee.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  the  noble  Duke  would  stand 
by  what  he  said,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  he  would  get  a  considerable  amount 
of  support  from  what  he  might  call  the 
independent  franotireura  opposite.  What 
would  be  the  alternative  if  the  Bill  was 
wrecked  in  Committee  and  lost)  He 
believed  it  would  be  secularism  and 
the  secularisation  of  education.  He 
would  now  turn  to  the  cogent,  elo- 
quent and  remarkable  speech  of  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury.  A  great  por- 
tion of  his  argument  was  rested  on  what 
seemed  to  him  a  very  shaky  proposition. 
It  was  that  Parliamentary  encourage- 
ment at  one  time  and  in  one  set  of  cir- 
cumstances carried  with  it  Parliamentary 
encouragement  for  all  time  and  in  a 
totally  different  set  of  circumstances. 
Holding  this  view  the  right  rev.  Primate 
appeared  to  have  advised  his  friends 
to  make  very  considerable  gifts  to  the 
Church,  and  he  also  appeared  to  have 
giyen  them  a  sort  of  personal  guarantee 
that  Parliamentary  action  and  encourage- 
ment which  was  taken  and  given  in  1870 
was  an  indefeasible  security  for  any  action 
which  might  be  taken  in  1902  and  1906. 
His  friends  appeared  to  him  to  have  been 
ingenuous  enough  to  have  taken  him 
at  his  word ;  and  he  (the  noble  Lord) 
only  hoped  the  right  rev.  Primate  did  not 
implement  the  guarantee  in  any  way. 
Listances  abounded  to  show  how  im- 
possible it  was.  There  was  the  example 
of  the  Encumbered  Estates  Act  estab- 
lished to  encourage  by  Parliamentary 
assistance  ownership  of  land  in  Ireland ; 
since  then  Parliament  had  devoted 
itself    to  discouraging  such  ownership; 
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and    there    was    the    parallel    of     the 
Guards.    They  were  told  only  a  fortnight 
»go  that  Parliament  was  going  to  reduce 
the  battalions  of  the  Coldstream  and  Scols 
Guards,   whereas  it  had  only  recently 
raised  those    battalions    and  the   Irish 
Guards.     These  cases  showed  that  the 
proposition  on  which  theArchbishop  rested 
the  first  part  of  his  speech  was  not  only 
remarkable  but  exceedingly  shaky.      He 
was  also  very  grateful  to  the  Archbishop 
for  bringing  them  face  to  face  with  a  real 
live     Rousseau-cum-VoItaire    teacher    in 
the  national  school.    He  told  them  of  a 
Gentleman    who    administered,    he    be- 
lieved   skilfully,    a    most    generous    re- 
ligious    syllabus     when     professionally 
occupied,  and  who  in  his  leisure  moments 
devoted  himself  to  writing  articles  and 
leaderettes   discrediting  the  Resurrection 
and  subjects  of  a  kindred  kind.    He  con- 
fessed he  had  often  heard  of  this  type 
of    teacher,    but    he     never    knew    he 
could  Ectually  be  brought  before  them 
fs    he    was    brought    before    them    the 
prevfous     night.      He    also    told   them 
about     the     anti-religious    ways    which 
seemed    to  be  most   regrettably  of  the 
local     authority    at    Huddersfield.      He 
did    not   say   that    the    Primate   drew 
conclusions  from  those  exceptional  cases. 
So    far    from    that    he     had     guarded 
himself    very    carefully    from    any    ex 
uno    disce    cmnes     argument,    but     he 
said  with  perfect  truth  that  these  cases 
h£d    happened    ard    that    they    could 
happen  again  under  the  Bill;    and  they 
all  krew  the  spell  of  such  suggestion 
which  could  be  exercised  by  awielderof 
words   of   the  calibre  and  authority  of 
the  Primate,  especially  when  that  sugges- 
tion was  addressed  to  noble  Lords  who 
were  hearing  exactly  what  they  wanted 
to  hear.    He  agreed  there  was  one  very 
strong  poiit  which  the  Archbishop  made 
and  en  "^  hich  he  should  like  to  say  a  word. 
It  was  where  he  argued  that  the  Bill  gave 
full    cortrol    to    local    authorities,    lut 
limited    powers  wherever    it    was    con- 
cerned with  religion.     He  admitted  that 
with  regard  to  religion,  which  was  the 
Archbishop's  point ;    but  let  them  com- 
pare it  with  the  Act  of  1902.    That  Act 
reserved  in  strirgent  and  explicit  terms — 
they    all   remembered   the   adamantine 
front  the  noble  Duke  presented  to  every 
amgmert  they  used  on  that  side  when 
in   Committee— the  important  fimction 

Lord  Rihhlesdale, 


of  choosing  teachers  to  denominational 
managers,  and,  seeing  that  this  restriction 
of  popular  control  and  its  inevitable- 
partnership  with  strict  tests  for  teaching 
posts  and  appointments  had  caused  a 
lot  of  unpleasantness  up  and  down  the 
country,  it  was  quite  clear  that  the 
present  Grovemment  had  no  alternative  in 
their  Bill,  but  were  bound  as  far  aa 
possible  to  give  full  control  to  that 
authority.  He  did  not  pretend  ihat> 
the  Bill  would  "  tune  discords  to  angelic 
harmonies."  There  was  a  great  deal 
of  what  Mr.  Einglake,  when  speaking 
of  the  then  Czar  of  Russia,  who,  he  had 
no  doubt,  was  a  strict  denominationalist^ 
called  "  ferocious  Christianity "  about. 
It  always  had  come  gallantly  and  noisily 
to  the  front  on  these  occasions,  and  he 
believed  it  always  would.  He  did  not 
think  it  was  altogether  a  bad  thing* 
Friction  was  the  concomitant  of  motion 
and  activity.  What  was  more,  he  did 
not  know  what  divines,  different  in  kind 
but  not  perhaps  in  degree,  like  Dr* 
Clifford  ard  the  Bishop  of  Manchester, 
would  do  if  a  permanent  atmosphere 
of  "  peace,  perfect  peace  "  were  to  brood 
over  this  stimulating,  controversial  and 
intellectual  area.  He  thought  they  en- 
joyed rather  than  disliked  it.  The 
House  were  not  going  to  a  division,  but 
if  they  had  been  he  would  have  given 
his  vote  cordially  in  favour  of  the  BiB^ 
and  he  should  do  all  in  his  power  to  see 
the  Bill  through  the  House  in  as  near  the 
form  as  it  had  come  into  the  House  aa 
possible. 

LoBD  E0BIRT80N  said  he  proposed 
to  violate  what  appeared  to  be  the 
conventions  of  this  debate  and  make 
a  brief  speech.  He  should  address 
himself  to  two  subjects,  which  he 
thought  were  not  irrelevant  to  a 
Second  Reading  debate.  He  should 
consider  concurrently  what  was  the 
occasion  for  the  Bill  and  what  were 
the  gist  and  substance  of  it.  When 
His  Majesty's  Government  faced)  the 
question,  they  were  confronted  with 
one  palpable  fact,  and  that  was  the 
existence  of  a  vast  number  of  voluntary 
schools,  recognised  by  the  public  Educa- 
tion Department  as  being  efficient  and 
doing  good  work  in  the  country.  They 
were  unquestionably  private  property. 
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governed  only  by  the  conditions  annexed 
to  the  receipt  of  public  money.  What 
were  the  si'ggested  reasons  for  the 
interference  of  those  schools,  embodied 
in  the  Billl  He  took  the  House  to 
witness  that  it  had  never  once  been 
suggested  in  all  the  various  speeches  that 
the  schools  were  to  be  confiscated  upon 
the  ground  that  they  were  not  rendering 
adequate  and  efficient  service  to  the 
community.  The  contrary  was  palpable, 
and  fortunately  they  did  not  require 
to  go  back  upon  vague  generahtes 
about  which  one  man  m^ght  contradict 
another.  All  those  schools  were  under 
the  inspection  of  the  Privy  Council  and 
anyone  who  knew  anythmg  about  the 
community  in  which  he  lived  knew 
perfectly  well  that,  excellent  as  the  board 
schools  were,  they  were  not  the  same  in 
ethos  or  characteristics  as  the  Church 
schools.  The  Government  were  face  to  face 
with  this  large  fabric  of  schools,and  if  there 
was  no  allegation  against  them  in  point 
of  efficiency,  why  was  the  transference 
made  ?  He  was  not  going  into  any 
minute  details,  although  he  must  own 
that  he  had  been  surprised,  he  world 
not  say  at  the  levity,  but  at  the  facihty, 
with  which  noble  Lords  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  had  gUded  from  the 
arguments  and  had  never  come  to  close 
quarters  with  them.  The  whole  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  extinguish  Church  of 
England  teaching  in  the  schools  of  the 
country.  No  other  reason  had  been 
suggested  for  dealing  with  the  question 
at  all,  and,  when  he  turned  to  the  clauses, 
he  found  one  thing  consistent,  and 
that  was  that  the  one  aim  was  to  put 
down  Church  of  England  teaching. 
Clause  1,  in  a  sense,  was  the  Bill,  because 
it  said  that  there  should  be  no  inde- 
pendent schools,  but  that  they  should 
De  public  schools  after  a  certain  time, 
thorugh  there  might  be  restrictions  and 
modifications  enabling  religious  educa- 
tion to  be  given.  Clause  4  had  com- 
paratively Uttle  application  to  the  Church 
of  England.  It  was  manifestly  intended 
for  the  Roman  CathoUcs,  though  possibly 
it  was  also  intended  for  the  Jews.  He 
did  not  grudge  it,  and  he  thought  it  was 
merely  a  small  portion  of  what  they  weie 
entitled  to.  He  mentioned  Clause  4  to 
exclude  it  from  the  main  question  he  was 
considering,  viz.,  the  exclusion  of  the 
Church    of    England.    Clause    3,  which 


was  really  intended  for  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, wanted  to    be  clearly  stated.     It 
would  be  observed  that  the  owners  of 
voluntary  schools  had  to  enter  into  nego- 
tiations with  the  local  authority.     They 
were  to  come  to  an  agreement  with  the 
local  authority ,but  they  knew  already  that 
the  agreement  was  very  much  at  the  point 
of  the  bayonet.     Then  came  the  question 
as  to  whether  there  should  be  any  stipu- 
lation about  religious  instruction.     Here 
the  Act  did  two  things,  and  they  were 
most  important.    The  very  best  which 
could  be  done  for  the  Church  under  the 
Bill  was  to  give  two  mornings  in  the  week. 
That  was  the  optimum  maximum  of  the 
Bill.  Apparently  they  negotiated  on  equal 
terms,  but  really  it   was  not  so.    Let 
them  suppose  that  the  local  authority 
said  that  they  would  not  give  the  facilities ; 
they  were  entitled  to  do  so.    The  Bill^ 
curiously     enough,     in     the    circuitous 
methods  which  were  adopted,  expressed' 
it  as  follows : — 

"  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  prevent  the- 
granting  or  ret^iiirlng  of  facilities  for  special 
religious  instruction." 

The  reader  had  got  to  keep  in  mind 
that  it  was  equally  true  that  nothing  in 
the  section  would  prevent  the  refusing  of 
the  facifities.  He  would  therefore,  and. 
he  was  entitled  to  do  s  o,  take  the  case  of  ai 
hostile  local  authority.  That  authority- 
might  perfectly  well  say  they  would  not 
grant  the  facilities,  and  no  one  could  force 
them,  because,  they  would  observe,  thatc 
when  they  turned  to  Clause  3,  which) 
was  the  charter  of  the  rights  of  the  Church? 
for  ordinary  facilities,  it  was  only  if  the 
agreement  had  been  come  to  that  it  came 
into  operation  at  all.  He  was  quite 
certain  that  in  the  country  a  great  deal  oi 
play  had  been  made  of  the  appointment 
of  impartial,  highminded  commissioners 
to  deal  with  the  Bill,  but  the  country  had. 
not  been  told  that  these  impartial,  high- 
minded  conunissioners  never  came  into- 
play  unless  the  local  authority  pleased,, 
and  therefore  the  Church  of  England;, 
which  was  concerned  with  Section  3  of 
the  Bill,  was  at  the  mercy  of  the  local! 
authority.  If  the  local  authority  re- 
fused the  faciUties,  there  would  be  nonet 
If  that  were  the  outcome  of  negotiations* 
for  an  agreement,  then  they  got  Cpwper- 
Templeiwn  substituted  for  Church  of 
England,  teaching   in   the   schools*     Her 
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should  imitate  tlie  noble  reserve  which 
had  been  exercised  by  persons  very  much 
more  entitled  to  speak  upon  the  subject 
than  himself,  but  he  thought  it  right 
in  his  place  in  Parliament  that  he  should 
«ay  that  Cowper-Templeism  was  some- 
thing Jtotally  difierent  from  the  teaching 
of  the  Church  of  England.  The  Church 
of  England  was  a  religion  with  definite 
dogmas  and  beliefs ;  it  taught  children 
through  the  Catechism,  a  reUgion  which 
was  personal  and  supernatural.  It 
began  by  asking  the  child  its  name. 
It  went  on  to  ask  how  it  got 
that  name  and  then  it  dwelt  upon  the 
fact  that,  when  it  got  that  name  the 
child  was  made  a  member  of  the  mystic 
Body  of  our  Lord,  and  it  deduced 
its  responsibilities  from  that  supreme 
fact.  Therefore,  to  tell  him  a  teacher  had 
a  perfect  right  under  Cowper-Templeism 
to  read  passages  from  the  Bible  to  the 
<5hild,  but  that  he  could  not  tell  him  that 
our  Lord  was  Divine  seemed  to  him 
the  most  idle  of  all  teaching  of  religion. 
He  resented  the  arrogating  to  themselves 
l)y  the  Dissenters  or  their  political 
friends  the  words  "  Bible-teaching." 
The  mere  reading  of  the  Bible  was  one 
thing,  but  they  had  no  right  on  that 
.account  to  claim  to  teach  simple  Bible 
truth.  What  was  done  was  simply  to 
read  passages  from  the  Bible  as  they 
imight  from  Marcus  Aurelius,  or  from 
many  of  the  admirable  writers  of  philo- 
sophy. It  would  leave  the  child  entirely 
ignorant  of  everjrthing  essential  which 
was  taught  in  the  Church  Catechism. 
!He  had  spoken  of  theChurch  Catechism  for 
this  reason.  One  of  the  things  which 
the  Grovemment  had  unconsciously  done 
under  the  Bill  was  to  bring  together 
'Churchmen  who  were  a  little  alienated 
before,  upon  the  common  ground  of  the 
Church  Catechism.  He  had  dwelt  upon 
this  clause  because  the  result  of  their 
legislative  enactments  was  to  wipe  out 
Church  of  England  teaching  and  set  up 
Cowper  -  Templeism.  He  was  under- 
stating the  case,  because  there  was  no 
obligation  upon  the  local  authority 
to  teach  even  Cowper-Templeism.  On 
the  contrary,  they  had  got  the  option  of 
teaching  no  religion  at  all.  The  Bishop 
•of  London  had  mentioned  that  Cowper- 
Templeism  had  declined  in  quality 
during  past  years,  but  he  would 
venture  to  point  out  that  now, 
lArd  Bcbertson. 


ft 
by    the    choice     of   the    noble    Lord 

opposite  and  their  friends,  qaestions 
hadi^been  raised  and  consequently  in- 
creased attention  would  be  drawn  to 
the  lower  option  of  no  religion  at  all. 
He  could  quite  understand  that  with 
local  authorities  a  compromise  might 
be  come  to.  Some  might  propose  no 
religion  at  all  and  others  might  piopose 
Cowper-Templeism,  and  on  that  there 
might  be  a  compromise  arrived  at — not 
formally  upon  expressed  Resolutions, 
but  by  way  of  producing  harmony — 
that  Cowper-Templeism  should  be  as 
remote  from  dogmatic  religion  as  it 
possibly  could  be.  He  had  one  farther 
word  to  say  upon  the  subject,  which 
he  hoped  he  had  treated  without  in- 
delicacy and  without  presumption.  He 
objected  altogether  to  people  supposing 
that  they  left  unimpaired  the  churches 
while  they  were  capturing  their  schools. 
In  pronouncing  what  reUgion  their 
children  were  to  receive  in  the  schools 
the  inevitable  result  would  be  to  diminish 
the  authority  of  what  was  afterwards 
taught  in  the  church.  If  the  children 
were  brought  up  in  this  diluted  and 
unauthoratative  religion  they  would  not 
readily  submit  themselves  to  the  yoke 
of  dogma  and  authority.  If  children 
up  to  fourteen  years  of  age  thought 
that  they  had  got  options  from  existing 
religions,  was  it  likely  they  would  be 
so  amenable  to  the  authority  of  the 
Church  when  the  time  came  for  their  ^ 
confirmation  1  He  hoped  he  had  made ' 
good  hislpromise  to  prove  that  the 
^cilities  professed  to  be  ofEered  to  the 
Church  of  England  under  Clause  3  were 
illusory  because  they  were  entirely 
optional. 

.The  Earl  op  CREWE  :  Facilities  are 
oiily  so  far  optional  that  the  school 
may  not  be  taken  at  all. 

♦Lord  ROBERTSON  :  I  can  assure 
the  noble  Lord  I  am  not  ignorant  of  that. 

The  Earl  of  CREWE  :  But  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  say  so  ;  if  he  will  pardon 
me,  he  said  something  entirely  different. 

♦Lord  ROBERTSON  said  he  was  not 
able  to  say  all  the  various  points  which 
completed   hi<«   argument  at   once.     He 


1297        Educaii'm  (England        {2  August  1906}  and  Wales)  Bill  129i^ 


was  going  to  say  that  in  all  this  talk  about 
Commissioners  and  what  not  there  had 
been  an  attempt  to  throw  dust  in  the* 
eyes  of  the  public  and  to  persuade  them 
that  all  was  well  because  there  were 
Commissioners  appointed  in  the  Bill. 
Let  them  see  what  they  could  do.  He 
had  dealt  hitherto  with  the  case  of  an 
agreement  not  being  come  to ;  but,  when 
they  came  to  an  agreement,  what 
took  place  ?  Could  the  owners  of  the 
Church  schools  apply  to  the  Commis- 
sioners ?  They  could  not.  The  initia- 
tive was  solely  with  the  local  authority. 
There  was  no  access  to  the  Com- 
missioners except  through  the  local 
authority.  Perhaps  he  was  anticipat- 
ing the  question  of  the  Bishop  of  Lon- 
don to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  which  the 
Lord  Chancellor  was  best  qualified  to 
answer,  but  let  them  suppose  that  the 
proprietors  of  a  school  were  suddenly 
deprived  of  the .  Government  grant  and 
less  suddenly  of  the  rates  and  found 
themselves  unable  to  carry  on  the 
school.  Then  the  local  authority  would 
go  to  the  Commissioners  and  say  the 
Church  people  could  not  carry  on  the 
school  and  accordingly  ask  that  it 
should  be  handed  over  to  them.  That 
was  the  course  of  afiairs.  If  the  noble 
Lord  meant  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  the  Church 
could  raise  the  money  by  her  own  un- 
aided efEoits,  then  it  was  quite  true  they 
could  go  on  and  nobody,  as  he  under- 
stood, could  prevent  it,  but  there  would 
be*  no  Government  grant. 

The  Earl  op  CREWE:  That  is 
correct. 

♦Lord  ROBERTSON  said  he  believed 
it  was  accurate,  and  he  did  not  think 
it  was  reasonable  to  expect  him,  of  all 
people,  to  try  to  evade  a  difficult  ques- 
tion. He  now  turned  to  the  question 
of  the  extended  facilities.  He  found 
in  Section  5  exactly  what  he  found  in 
the  previous  section,  and  that  was  a 
manifest  intention  to  keep  the  Church 
out  of  the  facilities.  Apart  from  the 
limitation  of  area  and  of  population 
they  had  all  sorts  of  fences  to  ti.ke; 
they  had  to  go  through  the  ballot 
or  inquiry,  or  this  and  that,  and  then 
fijoally   the^^thing   could   be  gone  back 


upon  as  soon  as  the  figures  adjusted 
themselves,  or  were  adjusted,  so  a  §  to 
enable  the  local  authority  to  withdraw 
this  power.  He  had  treated  this  of  sucli 
importance  because  he  wished  to  concen- 
trate attention  upon  the  position  of 
the  Church  of  England  in  the  matter* 
He  noticed,  as  a  very  curious  result,  that 
the  Government  had  been  afraid  ta 
put  in  a  direct  appeal  from  the  local 
authority  with  the  effect  that  the 
superior  power  could  order  the  thing  to- 
be  done.  What  happened  when  the^ 
appeal  was  foimd  to  be  just  ?  The 
school  remained  a  State-aided  school; 
and  accordingly  the  whole  scheme  was 
upset  in  favour  of  the  Roman  CathoUc 
schools.  They  were,  when  they  could 
satisfy  the  Commissioners,  to  revert  to 
the  position  before  1902,  and  they  would 
therefore  have  a  set  of  Roman  Catholic 
schools  on  the  old  system  before  1902 
while  everybody  else  was  elsewhere.  He 
asked  the  House  to  permit  him  to  call 
its  attention  to  the  very  grave  question 
that  this  was  private  property,  private- 
in  the  best  sense  of  the  term,  because  it 
was  charitable  property.  The  noble 
Lords  opposite  had — he  did  not  say  un- 
fairly— very  fully  developed  the  point 
that  the  State  had  met  the  givers  of 
those  gifts  in  a  handsome  way.  Some- 
times, however,  as  the  most  rev.  Pre- 
late had  pointed  out,  the  contributions- 
from  the  State  had  been  so  small  that 
they  were  nothing  more  than  an  imprima- 
tur of  the  efiort  made  by  voluntary  con- 
tributions. This  was  the  taking  over  of 
those  large  properties  in  order  to  divert 
them  to  purposes  substantially  different, 
to  Cowx>er-Templeism  from  the  Church 
of  England.  What  was  the  reason  of  it  ? 
Was  it  that  the  principle  was  wrong; 
was  it  that  it  was  impossible  for  thia 
country  at  this  time  of  day  to  sanction 
the  giving  of  public  money  where  doctrinal 
or  dogmatic  religion  was  being  taught  ? 
If  it  was  not  that,  what  was  it  1  He 
would  tell  them  what  it  was  in  a  moment, 
but  he  would  ask  them  to  solve  the 
problem  for  themselves  by  an  easy  test* 
He  was  quite  certain  they  had  received 
eager  and  unswerving  support  from  the 
Liberal  Members  for  Scotland,!  and,  if 
they  asked  them  or  their  own  Education 
Department,  they  would  learn  that 
dogmatic  teaching  of  a  most  absolute 
kind  was  common  in  the  board  schools. 


1299 


Education  {England  {LORDS} 


and  Wales)  BUI 


1300 


They  taught  the  Shorter  Catechism,  in 
which  Predestination  and  all  the  my- 
steries of  that  scheme  of  religion  were 
found,  to  children,  and  yet  he  had  never 
heard  that  it  had  shocked  the  con- 
sciences of  noble  Lords  opposite.  He 
knew,  having  been  a  dissenter  from  this 
doctrine  himself,  that  he  had  paid  rates 
and  taxes  for  the  support*of  that  form  of 
religion,  but  he  had  never  yet  been  in 
prison.  If  the  desire  of  the  conscience, 
or  whatever  was  the  proper  name  for  it, 
to  have  satisfaction  was  acute  upon  this 
question,  surely  they  were  entitled  to  ask 
whether  a  Bill  would  be  brought  in  for 
Scotland  to  prevent  the  teaching  of 
dogmatism.  He  had  promised  to  say 
what  he  thought  was  the  real  reason  for 
the  Bill,  but  he  had  reserved  his  opinion 
until  he  had  heard  the  speeches  of  the 
three  Cabinet  Ministers,  to  which  he  had 
listened  with  the  most  profound  attention. 
He  acknowledged  the  graceful  and  literary 
diction  of  the  President  of  the  Coimcil, 
but  he  was  involved  in  the  details  of  a 
very  complicated  measure,  and  he  could 
not  say  he  obtained  a  very  clear  insight 
into  the  necessity  or  scope  or  the  gist  of 
the  measure.  He  must  not*  however, 
omit  the  Minister  for  Agriculture.  He 
€ould  not  say  with  great  respect  to  him 
that  he  gathered  more  information  from 
him  on  the  subject,  but  he  certainly 
learned  much  of  his  own  heroic  virtues 
«nd  intentions.  He  heard  also  the 
speech  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
imd  again  he  must  take  leave  to  remark 
that  he  derived  great  satisfaction  from 
the  conclusive  evidence  the  speech 
afforded  that  so  Uttle  of  his  lame  was 
abstracted  from  the  affairs  of  iihe  Ad- 
miralty and  devoted  to  these  miscel- 
laneous topics.  He  mentioned  those 
speeches  because  they  afforded  a  gUmpse 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Cabinet  Council. 
What  coherent  or  inteUigent  poUcy  was 
xepresented  by  these  utterances  1  The 
great  Liberal  Party,  with  all  its  man- 
dates, had  felt  itself  unable  to  cope  with 
the  disestabUshment  of  the  Church  of 
England,  but,  deprived  of  that  eager 
«poil,  it  had  thought  that  that  deficiency 
in  their  programme  might  be  made  up 
by  setting  up  Nonconformity  in  the 
schools.  That  and  nothing  else  was 
the  explanation  of  this  measure.  It 
was  idle  to  say  that  the  Co wper- Temple 
^clause,  which  was  merely  negative  and 
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prohibitive  of  definite  creed,  represented 
in  terms  Nonconformity,  but,  when  they 
*f  ound  that  those  who  were  unanimouBly 
acreed  and  eager  in  support  of  the 
measure  were  the  Nonconformists,  and 
that  all  the  dogmatic  religions  were 
against  them,  he  thought  it  was  legiti- 
mate to  say  that  they  were  the  people 
who  were  welcoming,  if  not  inspiring,  it. 
If  that  was  so,  he  thought  the  ftirty 
on  his  side  of  the  House  had  good  reason 
to  congratulate  themselves  on  the  posi- 
tion in  which  they  stood.  One  of  the 
pristine  traditions  of  the  Conservative 
Party  had  been  its  attachment  and 
support  to  the  Church  of  England,  and 
that  not  merely  in  the  old  days  when 
there  was  privilege  and  the  prejudice 
which  attached  to  privilege,  but  in  the 
modem  days  when  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land had  struck  deep  root  into  the 
democracy  of  the  country,  and  when 
the  future  of  the  Church  of  England 
was  bound  up,  not  with  the  privil^jed 
classes,  but  with  the  whole  population. 
The  Li>»e:al  Party  had  done  this  for 
them :  they  had  united  the  Church  which 
formerly  upon  some  subjects  had  been 
a  little  divided ;  and  they  had  put  into 
their  hands  a  momentous  weapon  of 
political  warfare.  The  people  of  the 
country  had  a  warm  feeling  towards 
the  Church  of  England  and  towards 
fair  play,  and  when  they  saw  that  the 
Opposition  were  identifying  themselves^ 
in  the  defence  of  the  Church,  with 
the  cause  of  fair  play,  he  did  not  doubt, 
in  the  utter  barrenness  of  argument  in 
support  of  the  Bill,  that  it  would  be 
ultimately  defeated. 

"^LoRD  REAY  said  he  admitted  that 
the  point  of  view  from  which  he  looked 
at  the  Bill  was  very  different  from  that 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  had 
just  spoken.  In  his  impressive  speech 
yesterday  the  most  rev.  Prelate  seemed 
to  him  to  acknowledge  the  merits  of 
the  Act  of  1870  and  to  regret  it  was 
no  longer  the  educational  code.  To 
a  great  extent  he  shared  that  regret, 
but  the  Act  of  1902  had  undoubtedly 
made  a  return  to  the  Act  of  1870  im- 
possible. He  always  considered  that  the 
principles  of  the  Act  of  1870  were  based 
upon  a  solid  foundation.  He  thou^t 
they  might  assume  that  the  exclusion  of 
religion  from  the  school  was  not  desired 
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\>y  any  large  section  of  the  community, 
«ind  that  experiments  in  secularism 
would  be  very  likely  to  break  down  as 
they  had  broken  down  in  Birmingham 
and  elsewhere.  There  was  a  difierence 
•of  opinion  as  to  the  method  of  the  recog- 
nition of  religion.  He  was  pleased  to 
hear  the  admissions  of  a  noble  Lord 
<»pposite — Lord  Ampthill — that  a  Bill 
had  to  be  introduced  establishing  public 
'Control  and  also  a  national  system  of 
education.  That  was  the  origin  of  the 
BilL  There  should  be  in  every  parish  in 
the  country  a  school  to  which  parents 
•could  send  their  children  without  fear  of 
their  hearing  anything  which  was 
opposed  to  their  own  principles ;  but  the 
great  majority  of  parents  wished  to  have 
the  Scriptures  taught  to  their  children  in 
accordance  with  Christian  principles,  in 
accordance  with  the  Apostles'  Creed. 
That  was  what  the  Cowper-Temple 
clause  allowed.  It  did  not  introduce  a 
new  religion.  It  accepted  Christianity 
in  the  form  which  was  common  to  all 
the  Churches,  which  divided  them  least. 
It  excluded  formularies,  it  did  not 
exclude  dogma.  It  could  be  given  by 
teachers  to  whatever  denomination  they 
belonged.  It  was  the  foundation  on 
which  the  Churches  could  build  their 
•own  specific  doctrinal  views.  It  was 
neither  Nonconformist  nor  Church  of 
England.  Presb3rterians  had  a  distinct 
•creed  and  distinct  formularies — and  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  would  not  deny 
ithat  they  were  donatio  —  but  they 
did  not  insist  that  they  should  be  taught, 
not  because  they  were  indifferent,  but 
because  they  recognised  the  impossibility 
of  insisting  on  deaominitional  teaching 
;8Duth  of  the  Tweed  in  public  elementary 
sohools.  That  applied  to  other  Non- 
conformist bodies.  No  distinctive  Non- 
•conformist  principles  were  taught,  and 
the  children  of  parents  who  were  attached 
to  the  Church  of  England  would  not 
hear  anything  opposed  to  the  creed 
•of  the  Church  ;  and  experience  showed 
that  a  great  number  of  parents  belonging 
to  the  Church  of  England  were  satisfied 
with  the  religious  instruction  given 
in  provided  schools  by  the  teachers. 
IHe  had  no  hesitation  in  stating  that 
the  religious  instruction  given  in  the 
London  Council  schools  had  been  in 
the  highest  degree  beneficial  to  thousands 
•of  children  and  that  hardly  any  difficulty 


had  been  experienced  in  carrying  out 
the  syllabus  of  instruction.  He  had 
been  informed  by  those  who  w^re  con- 
cerned in  the  management  of  board 
and  of  voluntary  schools  that  there  was 
hardly  any  difEerence  between  the  method 
of  Bible  instruction,  and  that  the  only 
difference  was  that  in  the  voluntary 
schools  the  Cateohism  was  taught.  If 
facilities  were  given  in  the  transferred 
schools  for  the  Catechism  —  and  he 
did  not  anticipate  the  difficulties  on 
which  the  noole  and  learned  Lord 
laid  so  much  stress  —  the  difference 
would  not  be  perceptible.  The  transfer 
of  Church  schools  to  the  local  education 
authority  was  inevitable  as  soon  as 
the  voluntary  element  almost  entirely 
disappeared.  It  was  foreseen.  They  must 
never  forget  to  render  to  the  Church  of 
England  their  gratitude  for  its  erection 
and  maintenance  of  schools  in  former 
days,  but  the  Act  of  1902  was  an  admission 
that  the  State  alone  could  grapple 
with  the  educational  needs  of  the  country. 
The  answer  to  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord's  question  why  this  Bill  was  inevit- 
able was  a  very  simple  one,  viz.,  that  the 
Act  of  1902  transferred  the  voluntary 
schools  to  the  rates.  The  Church  of 
England  claimed  to  be  the  national 
Church.  As  such  it  was  comprehen- 
sive, and  various  schools  of  theology 
were  represented  in  it.  Much  hostility 
had  been  displayed  to  this  Bill,  but 
he  had  s^en  no  assertion  that  the 
Church  was  prepared  to  undertake  what 
had  been  transferred  to  the  State.  It  would 
be  well  if  so  great  and  so  influential 
a  body  as  the  Church  of  England  accepted, 
as  a  national  Church,  a  national  solution 
of  the  educational  problem  and  co- 
operated with  the  State  in  preserving 
the  Christian  character  of  the  schools. 
Many  eminent  men  in  the  Church,  and 
the  Bishop  of  Ripon,  in  his  eloquent 
speech  yesterday,  had  clearly  pointed  out 
the  danger  of  an  irreconcilable  attitude. 
The  argument  that  no  religious  education 
was  of  value  which  was  not  conducted 
on  denominational  lines  and  not  directed 
to  the  aim  of  attaching  the  children  to  a 
particular  denomination  struck  him  as 
a  negation  of  the  transcendent  efficacy 
and  power  of  Christianity.  Christian 
teaching  could  be  given  to  the  children 
of  Christian  parents  by  Christian  teachers. 
That  teaching  was  given  in  9,000  schools 
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to  3,000,000  scholars,  and  no  serious 
difficulty  had  arisen.  It  was  not  in- 
tended to  detach  the  children  from 
the  denomination  to  which  they  belonged, 
and  he  had  not  heard  that  it  had  had 
that  effect.  No  one  had  ever  contended 
that  it  was  injurious,  only  that  it 
was  insufficient.  In  as  far  as  it 
was  insufficient  in  transferred  schools, 
there  would  be  the  two  hours  a  week, 
the  whole  of  Saturday  and  the  Sunday 
school  to  fill  the  gaps.  Apart  from 
the  special  facilities  schools,  if  the 
direct  influence  of  the  Church  of  England 
was  not  to  be  the  same  in  the  future  as 
in  the  past  its  indirect  influence  was  not 
threatened.  In  the  training  of  teachers, 
in  the  drawing  up  of  the  syllabus,  in 
watching  the  effect  given  to  the  syllabus, 
in  controlling  the  facilities  for  denomina- 
tional instruction  it  would  have  a  field  of 
operations  in  which  it  could  co-operate 
with  all  those  who  desired  to  uphold  the 
Christian  character  of  the  schools.  There 
need  not  be  any  antagonism  between 
the  Church  of  England  and  Nonconfor- 
mists. On  the  essential  truths  of 
Christianity  there  was  no  difference  of 
opinion.  The  Cowper-Temple  clause  did 
not  offer  any  impediment  to  instruction 
in  those  truths.  It  was  an  injustice  to 
the  children  not  to  teach  them  the  truths 
on  which  all  Christians  were  agreed  be- 
cause at  a  certain  point  differences  arose. 
These  were  not  vague  aspirations.  His 
experience  of  the  London  School  Board 
enabled  him  to  state  with  confidence  that 
Christian  teaching  could  be  given  in 
public  elementary  schools  which  was 
approved  by  parents  who  were  members 
of  the  Church  of  England  as  well  as  by 
those  who  were  Nonconformists,  although 
no  tests  were  applied  to  the  teachers. 
As  regarded  their  knowledge  of  the  Scrip 
tures,  the  children  of  the  London  Coimty 
Council  schools  were  not  inferior  to  those 
of  any  other  schools.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  anyone  acquainted  with  the 
facts  would  desire  to  alter  the  system, 
and  he  was  convinced  that  the  adoption 
of  what  was  called  the  right  of  entry 
would  not  give  such  good  results  and 
that  it  would  injure  the  religious  teaching 
and  the  discipline  of  the  schools.  The 
London  syllabus  had  been  generally 
approved  and  deserved  the  praise  which 
had  been  bestowed  on  it.  It  was  un- 
doubtedly  desirable    that^the    teachers 

Lord  Reay, 


should  be  well  qualified  to  give  the  re- 
ligious instruction.  The  University  of 
London  had  provided  at  their  Training 
College  for  instruction  in  Scripture  teach- 
ing, and  the  Senate  of  the  University  of 
London  was  undoubtedly  a  body  repre- 
sentative of  very  diverse  opinions.  Re- 
ligious instruction  was  the  salt  of  our 
educational  system.  It  was  givea 
by  the  teacher  in  accordance  with  his 
convictions,  and  tests, if  they  were  applied,, 
would  not  give  any  security  for  the 
reality  of  the  instruction.  They  had 
to  rely  on  the  teacher  and  to  trust 
him.  He  could  not  conceive  a  teaoher 
undertaking  to  teach  truths  in  which  he 
did  not  believe.  That  was  a  sufficient 
safeguard.  No  tests  were  imposed  on 
the  teachers  at  public  schools,  and  Mr. 
Page,  at  a  recent  meeting,  over  which: 
Lord  Jersey  presided,  had  said  that 
nine-tenths  of  the  religious  teaching  ia 
those  schools  was  simple  and  un- 
sectarian.  There  was  no  provision 
in  the  Bill  to  ascertain  whether 
a  teacher  who  was  willing  to  give 
religious  instruction  was  fit  to  give 
it.  The  local  authority  would  be  able 
to  ascertain  it.  He  would  remind  the 
House  of  the  interpretation  given  by  Mr. 
Gladstone  to^the  Cowper-Temple  clause 
on  June  30th,  1870. j|  Mr.  Gladstone  said 
the  object  was — 

"To  provi«'e  for  the  reading  of  the 
Scriptures  and  to  exclude  the  use  of  Catechisnio- 
and  dUtinctive  formulariea,  but  not  beyond 
that  to  im|.o&e  limitations  upon  the  freedom 
of  teaching.  If  we  are  to  have  teachers  who 
are  really  to  teach  religion,  that  religion  most 
spring  out  of  their  own  nearts  and  consciences, 
and  it  will  not  sabmit  to  be  confined  by 
detinitione  so  artificial  and  unreal  as  these'" 
[proposed  in  an  Amendment].  "He  mnst, 
when  he  find»  occasion,  refer  to  the  motive 
of  fear,  to  the  motive  of  hope,  and  above 
all,  to  the  motive  of  love.  ...  It  does  not 
impose  upon  religious  teaching  that  kind  of 
restriction  which  would  reduce  it  to  a 
formality." 

The  local  authority  was  not  forced  to- 

give  religious  teaching,  and  Hr.  Forster 

stated,  on  June  30th,  1870,  that— 

"The  forcing  of  religious  teaching  on  the- 
local  boards  would  have  given  strength  and 
power  to  the  small  minority  who  now  dis- 
approved it,  and  an  opposition  to  religious 
teaching  would  have  been  created  in  quarters- 
wheie  no  such  feeling  at  present  existed." 

In  giving  the  local  authority  a  limited 
discretion  with  regard  to  the  adoption  of 
religious  instruction  and  unlimited  dis^ 
cretion  with  regard  to  its  exclusion,  the. 
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Bill  simply  continued  the  powers  con- 
ferred m  1870 — and  it  should  be 
noticed — ^not  interfered  with  by  the 
Act  of  1902.  Leading  Noncon- 
formists in  a  recent  declaration  had 
declared  in  favour  of  instruction  in 
Bible  truth  as  an  essential  factor  in  the 
education  of  the  young  and  that  such 
instruction  should  not  be  inconsistent 
with  the  Apostles'  Creed  which  repre- 
sented the  general  consent  of  Christendom 
on  the  fundamental  facts  of  the  Christian 
religion.  The  Bishop  of  Ripon  yesterday 
oonsidered  that  declaration  satisfactory, 
and  he  (the  noble  Lord)  had  no  doubt  that 
the  large  body  of  opinion  in  the  Church  of 
England  represented}  by  the  right  lev. 
Prelate  could  co-operate  with  the  Non- 
oonformists  who  held  those  views.  In 
education  continuity  was  desirable.  Con- 
stant changes  of  system  were  undesirable. 
Those  who  were  engaged  in  the  schools 
were  entitled  to  consideration.  The  local 
authorities  who  would  have  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  would  have  to 
take  into  account  the  wishes  of  the 
IMtrents  of  the  children  in  the  various 
localities.  They  might  trust  them,  he 
thought,  and  the  guidance  they  would 
receive  from  the  Board  of  Education. 
The  Bill  is  a  compromise  which  was  im- 
perative if  public  control  of  the  schools 
is  to  be  adopted  with  a  minimum  of 
friction.  But  if  we  £.re  to  advance 
along  the  line  of  least  resistance,  if  the 
children  are  to  be  educated  in  the  fear 
of  God,  if  the  schools  are  to  be  in  the 
real  sense  National,  this  Bill  contains 
a  practical  solution  of  a  very  delicate 
problem.  He  would  conclude  with  Mr. 
Gladstone's  view  of  the  Cowper-Temple 
clause — 

"  We  think  it  is  the  best  mode  in  which  we 
can  reoognise  the  prevailing  and  very  general 
desire  and  conviction  of  the  people  for  in- 
cluding reliffion  in  the  career  of  education, 
within  rate-founded  schools,  and  that  it  is  the 
motft  equitable  manner  io  which,  while  im- 
posing a  certain  limitation  upon  the  discretion 
of  IocaI  boards,  we  can  on  the  one  hand  bring 
together  the  conffictin^^  opinions  of  various 
parties  and,  on  the  other,  if  not  wholly  get 
rid  of  what  may  be  called  denominational  con- 
troversies, yet  in  a  veqr  ^reat  degree  abate 
their  acrimony  and  diminish  their  range, 
besides  in  a  large  nnmber  of  cases,  abrogating 
ithem  altogether." 

It  was  certainly  the  ardent  wish  of 
those  interested  in  educational  progress 
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that  there  should  be  less  denominational 
friction  and  acrimony  and  more  unity 
of  purpose. 

Further    debate    adjourned    till    to- 
morrow. 


CHAIRMAN  OF  COMMITTEES. 

The  Lord  Bibblbsdale  appointed  to 
take  the  Chair  in  Committees  of  the 
Whole  House  this  day,  in  the  absence 
of  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 


FATAL  ACCIDENTS  AND  SUDDEN 
DEATHS  INQUIRY  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) ;  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived  : 
Then  (Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX 
having  been  suspended) :  Bill  read  3*, 
and  passed. 


MUSICAL  COPYRIGHT  BILL. 

House    in    Committee    according    to 
order. 

Lord  RiBBLESDALB  in  the  Chair. 


Eabl  BEAUCHAMP  said  he  was  very 
anxious  to  meet  the  convenience  of 
their  Lordships,  and,  if  it  was  in  accord- 
ance with  their  wishes,  he  might  move 
his  Amendments  together.  They  were 
drawn  up  in  order  to  meet  the  wishes 
of  certain  opponents  in  another  place. 
They  did  meet  their  wishes  entirely,  and 
the  Bill,  as  amended  by  their  Lordships, 
would  have  no  opposition  m  the  House 
of  Commons. 


Amendments  made :  Standing  Com- 
mittee negatived :  Then  (Standing  Order 
No.  XXxIX  having  been  suspended) : 
Amendments  reported :  Bill  read  3**, 
with  the  Amendments  and  passed,  and 
returned  to  the  Commons. 


LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Commons     Amendments     to     Lords' 
Amendments,  and  Commons  reason  for 
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disagreeing  to  certain  of  the  Lords' 
Amendments  considered  (according  to 
Order). 

The  Marquess  ofLANSDOWNE  :  Per- 
haps it  may  be  convenient  that  I  should 
say  a  few  words  as  to  the  position  in 
which  we  find  ourselves  with  regard  to 

these  Amendments.  I  would,  in  the  first 
place,  remind  the  House  that  this  Bill 
passed  through  Committee  with  an 
amount  of  cordial  support  which 
Irish  measures  do  not  always  receive. 
There  was  a  general  desire,  not  only  that 
it  should  become  law,  but  that  it  should 
become  law  as  soon  as  possible  and  that 
the  undoubted  advantages  which  it  confers 
upon  the  labourers  of  Ireland  should  be 
laced  within  their  reach  with  as  little  de- 
ay  as  possible.  Your  Lordships  inserted 
a  considerable  number  of  Amendments 
in  the  Bill,  some  of  them  Amendments 
of  a  very  material  importance,  which 
I  venture  to  think  greatly  improved 
the  measure.  There  now  remain  three 
Amendments,  with  regard  to  which  there 
is  a  difference  of  opinion.  Perhaps  I 
may  call  your  Lordships'  attention  to 
those  three  Amendments.  In  the  first 
place  your  Lordships  struck  out  Section 
4  of  the  Bill,  imder  which  the  period  of 
one  month  was  substituted  for  a  period  of 
fourteen  days,  as  that  within  which 
answers  might  be  given  to  notices.  The 
House  of  Commons  has  rejected  that 
Amendment,  has  re-inserted  Clause  4,  and 
has  substituted  twenty- one  days  for  the 
period  of  one  month  which  your  Lordships 
desire  to  have  in  the  Bill.  Then,  my 
Lords,  there  are  two  other  Amendments  on 
page  7  and  in  Clause  11  of  the  Bill.  Your 
Lordships  in  the  first  place  struck  out 
Sub-section  (9),  which  enacted  that  in 
determining  the  amount  of  compensation 
payable  to  any  person  the  arbitrator 
should  not  make  any  additional  allow- 
ance in  respect  of  the  purchase  being 
compulsory,  and  further  on,  in  the  same 
clause,  your  Lordships  added  to  Sub- 
section (11)  words  which  empowered  the 
Court  to  decide  whether  the  amount 
of  costs  which  are  limited  by  the  Sub- 
section to  £10,  should  not,  in  certain 
cases,  be  exceeded.  With  regard  to 
those  three  Amendments  I  would  ven- 
ture to  express  an  opinion.  The  first 
Amendment — ^that     which     substitutes 


twenty-one  days  for  a  month — is  not 
really  a  very  material  matter,  and  your 
Lordships  need  not  think  it  necessary 
to  insist  upon  your  Amendment.  The 
other  two  Amendments  are,  to  my 
mind,  of  a  much  more  serious  nature, 
not  only  on  account  of  their  intrinsic 
importance,  but  because  the  objection 
of  the  House  of  Commons  raises  the  im- 
portant question  of  privilege,  a  question 
which  has  often  been  debated  in  this 
House.  As  to  the  value  of  those  twoAmend- 
ments  I  would  only  say  that  I  am  advised 
on  very  high  authority  that  the  first — 
that  which  precludes  the  arbitrator  from 
making  any  additional  allowance  in  re- 
spect of  the  purchase  being  compulsory — 
really  has  very  little  effect  and  leaves 
the  law  very  much  where  it  is  at  present. 
The  other  Amendment — ^that  which  limits 
the  cost  in  every  case  to  £10 — seems  to 
me,  I  must  say,  to  involve  a  very  con- 
siderable hardship.  I  have  been  assured 
by  many  noble  Lords  with  practical 
knowledge  of  the  subject  that  there 
would  be  frequent  cases  where  the  pay- 
ment of  £10  would  not  be  sufficient  to 
cover  the  costs  and  where  very  great 
hardship  might  be  placed  upon  the 
person  who  thus  found  himself  com- 
pelled to  accept  the  sum  of  £10  in  satisfac- 
tion of  a  demand  which  might  reason- 
ably be  fixed  at  a  much  higher  point. 
The  real  importance  of  this  Amendment 
lies  in  the  fact  that  it  raises  the  question 
of  the  privileges  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. I  think  I  correctly  represent 
your  Lordships'  feeUng  when  I  say  that 
this  House  has  always  wished  to  respect 
the  privileges  of  the  House  of  Commons 
in  regard  to  financial  legislation.  Bat 
the  precise  limits  within  which  we  might 
or  might  not  interfere  with  such  legi^- 
tion  have,  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  never 
been  strictly  defined  and  this  House  has 
been  careful  on  more  than  one  occasion 
to  make  it  clear  that  we  do  not  accept 
what  I  may  call  the  extreme  interpreta* 
tion  of  the  House  of  Commons  claim. 
We  have  never  admitted  that  we  were 
precluded  from  legislating  upon  ques- 
tions of  principle  merely  because  of  the 
application  of  those  principles  involved 
indirectly  or  remotely  a  charge  upon 
the  rates.  I  need  not  point  out  to 
the  House  that  if  that  doctrine  were  to  be 
accepted  in  its  extreme  form,  your 
Lordships  woidd  be  absolutely  precluded 
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from  dealing  with  a  great  part  of  the 
most  important  legislation  which  comes 
before  you.  It  would  have  been  really 
at  many  points  a  paralysis  of  the  powers 
of  this  House.  Each  House,  however, 
has  been  tenacious  of  its  own  view,and  the 
matter  is  one  about  which  no  doubt  a  very 
acute  controversy  might  conceivably  arise. 
I  should  greatly  regret  that  such  a  con- 
troversy should  arise  in  reference  to  this 
Bill,  which  hitherto  has  been  conducted 
in  the  most  amicable  and  considerate 
manner.  There  is  also  this  to  be  said, 
that  if  such  a  controversy  were  to  be 
initiated  it  would  involve  postponement 
of  the  further  consideration  of  the  measure 
until  much  later  in  the  year  and  thereby 
retard  the  moment  when  it  can  come  into 
operation.  In  these  circumstances  it 
seemed  to  us  that  the  case  was  one  where, 
if  possible,  a  reasonable  settlement  was 
desirable,  and  we  have  to  propose  to  your 
Lordships  what  we  believe  to  be  such  a 
settlement.  It  is  as  follows:  In  regard 
to  the  first  Amendment,  as  I  have 
already  said,  we  do  not  propose  to  raise 
any  objection.  We  do  not  insist  upon 
our  Amendment.  In  regard  to  the 
Amendment  dealing  with  the  question  of 
cost  we  propose  not  to  Insist  upon  it,  but 
we  suggest  a  form  of  words  which  I  under- 
stand from  the  noble  Earl  opposite  will 
probably  be  acceptable.  The  words  runs 
thus — 

"  Provided,  where  the  Court  is  satisfied 
in  any  particular  case  that,  owing  to  the 
difiScnlty  of  showinfic  title,  the  cost  properly  or 
necessarily  incurred  in  respect  to  such  pay- 
ment amounted  to  a  larger  sum,  the  limit  of 
£10  may  be  exceeded." 

Those  words  have  the  same  effect  as 
the  Amendment  of  Lord  Donoughmore 
which  your  Lordships  carried,  and  I 
suggest  if  those  words  are  agreed 
to  that  your  Lordships  may  accept 
them  in  lieu  of  the  Amendment  of 
Lord  Donoughmore.  I  suggest  that 
we  do  not  insist  on  our  other  Amend- 
ment relating^  to  the  question  of  com- 
pensation in  cases  of  compulsory  pur- 
chase, but  I  am  extremely  anxious  that 
your  Lordships  should  not  be  held  to 
do  anything  involving  a  surrender  of 
your  right  to  legislate  upon  such  ques- 
tions as  these  and  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  best  mode  of  guarding  this  House 
against  the  use  of  this  case  as  a  prece- 
dent which  might  after  be  cited  with 


the  object  of  restricting  the  powers  of 
your  Lordships'  House  would  be  that 
we  should  agre^  to  place  upon  our 
journal  some  such  Resolution  as  that 
which  I  now  propose  to  read  to  your 
Lordships.    It   might  run   thus — 

*'  That  this  House,  although  not  insisting 
on  its  Amendments  in  page  7,  to  which  the 
Commons  have  disagreed,  maintains  its  right 
to  legislate  with  resard  to  the  principles  of 
valuation  upon  which  property  may  be  taken 
for  public  purposes.  ** 

I  think  if  that  Resolution  is  agreed 
to  by  your  Lordships  and  remains  upon 
our  journal  it  will  render  it  impossible 
for  anyone  to  contend  that  in  regard  to 
this  particular  episode  we  have  accepted 
any  other  view  of  the  rights  of  this 
House  than  that  which  I  have  endea- 
voured to   express   to   your  Lordships. 

♦Lord  CLONBROCK  said  that  he 
wanted,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House  and  as  the  mover  of  the  Resolu- 
tion, to  say  a  few  words  on  the  subject. 
When  he  moved  his  Resolution,  by 
which  Sub-section  (9)  was  thrown  out, 
which  sub-section  the  House  of  Commons 
now  proposed  to  re-insert,  he  had  not  the 
slightest  idea  that  it  could  be  construed 
into  a  breach  of  privilege.  Nor,  he 
was  sure,  had  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment any  such  idea,  otherwise  the 
objection  would  have  been  raised  at  the 
time.  He  had  raised  the  question  on 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  but 
neither  he  nor  other  noble  Lords,  when 
they  took  exception  to  the  principle  of 
the  sub -section — that  the  arbitrator 
should  be  prohibited  from  taking  com- 
pulsion into  account — knew  that  there 
would  be  any  dif&culty  in  the  sense 
of  a  question  of  privilege  being 
raised,  or  that  there  would  be  any  diffi- 
culty in  moving  an  Amendment  on  the 
subject.  If  they  had  known  this  it 
was  most  probable  they  would  have 
assumed  a  different  attitude  on  the 
Second  Reading.  He  spoke  with  the  ut- 
most diffidence  on  the  question  of  pri- 
vilege. An  objection  was  made  that 
the  Amendment  imposed  an  additional 
charge  on  the  ratepayer.  It  did  not 
necessarily  do  anything  of  the  kind ; 
all  it  did  was  to  leave  the  arbitrator 
unfettered  as  to  whether  he  would  con- 
sider compensation  or  not.  It  might 
be  argued  that  any  Amendment  of  any 
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measure  dealing  with  the  public  service 
might   in    some    contingency    or    other 
impose  an  additional  charge  upon  the 
ratepayer  or  taxpayer,  and  if  that  prin- 
ciple were  accepted  the  legislative  power 
of    their    Lordships'    House    would    be 
narrowed  in  a  most  dangerous  manner. 
He  was  glad,  therefore,  that  the  noble 
Marquess  did  not  accept  the  principle 
that    privilege    was    involved    in    this 
matter.     The  question,  however,  would 
naturally  arise  in  the  mind  of  anyone 
who  had  followed   what  had  occurred 
in    their    Lordships'    House,    that    the 
decision  in  the  matter  either  turned  on 
t!ie  question  of  privilege  or  did  not.  They 
were  assured  that  it  did  not  turn  on  a 
matter  of  privilege.     It  was  therefore  a 
very  remarkable  thing  and  they  in  Ireland 
had  the  right  to  complain  that  the  House, 
having  expressed  its  sense  of  the  injustice 
of  the  provision  by  throwing  it  out  on 
Monday   by   a    large   majority,    should 
consent  to  its  re-instatement  on  Thursday. 
The  matter  was  not  in  itself  a  large  one, 
Thoy  objected  to  the  provision,  not  so 
much  on  account  of  the  sum  involved  as  to 
it  being  in  their  minds  a  dangerous  pre- 
cedent.   They    still    adhered    to    their 
objection,  but  after  the  decision  of  the 
noble    Marquess    they    were    naturally 
powerless   to   take   any  further   action 
in  the  matter.    They  could  only  hope 
hat     in     any    future     measure     this 
would    not     be    accepted     as    a    pre 
cedent     and     that     any     claim     they 
made  for  fair  treatment  would  receive 
more  consideration  than  on  this  occasion. 

The  Earl  of  MATO  said  the  House 
had  determined  to  reject  Sub-clause  (9) 
and  they  objected  most  strongly  to 
putting  in  words  that  were  a  restriction 
on  the  arbitrator.  It  was  a  question 
for  their  Lordships  to  decide  whether 
the  Besolution  the  noble  Marquess  had 
suggested  really  kept  the  privileges  of 
this  House  as  they  were.  They  felt 
in  Ireland  that  their  privileges  had 
been  encroached  upon,  because  if  the 
clause  were  put  back  into  the  Bill  the 
arbitrator  was  restricted.  Their  Lord- 
ships' decision  the  oth^  night  was 
given  by  a  majority  of  fifty-four,  and 
if  they  w«re  content  to  reverse  it  they, 
the  noble  Lords  from  Ireland,  would 
have  to  bow  to  that  decision.  They 
must,    however,    remember    that    the 

Lord  ClonbrocL 


question  of  compulsion  was  much  more 
serious  to  them  in  Ireland  than  it  was 
in  England.  Compulsion  was  a  principle 
which  might  be  applied  to  very  large 
measures,  but  they  must  bow  to  the 
decision  of  their  Lordships'  House,  and 
if  their  Lordships  were  of  opinion  that 
such  a  protest  put  on  the  journals  of 
the  House  covered  the  privileges  of  the 
House,  all  he  had  to  say  was  that  he 
bowed  to  that  decision.  He  could  not 
utter  another  word  on  the  subject. 
They  had  entered  their  protest. 

The    Eabl     op    CKEWE  :     I    am 
exceedingly   sorry   the   noble   Marquess 
(Lord  Ripon)  is  not  able  to  be  in  his 
place.    He    would    have    spoken    with 
an  authority  derived  from  his  unique 
experience  of  this  House  which  is  in- 
finitely greater  than  I  can  lay  claim  to. 
I  fully  endorse  what  was  said  by  Lord 
Lansdowne  as  to  the  general  considera- 
tion shown  by  noble  Lords  opposite  in 
dealing  with  the  difierent  clauses,  and 
I  think  they  will  admit  we  did  not  show 
an  unconciUatory  spirit.    We  were  able  to 
meet  Lord  Ashbourne  and  also  the  noble 
Earl  who  spoke  last,  on  an  Amendment  of 
some  substance,  and  I  think  therefore  we 
showed  that  we  were  desirous  as  far  as 
possible   to   meet  noble   Lords   in   this 
matter.    As  regards  the  dilEerent  Amend- 
ments made  by  the  Commons,  I  under- 
stand, so  fair  as  Clause  4  is  concerned, 
that  noble  Lords  opposite  agree  to  t^e 
suggestion  made  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons which  was  the  same  as  that  made 
by  my  noble  friend  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  in  Conmiittee  here.    I  understand 
the   noble   Marquess   opposite   proposes 
that  the  Amendment  to  leave  out  sub- 
section 9  of  Clause  11  should  not  be  in- 
sisted upon.    I  think  it  right  to  remind 
your  Lordships    that    the    question    of 
privilege  was  not  raised  in  another  place 
by  the  Government  but  by  the  Speaker, 
and  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
when  moving,  as  it  was  his  duty  to  move, 
that  that  House  should  disagree  with  your 
Lordships'  Amendment,  explicitly  stated 
that  he  did  so  in  obedience  to  the  ruling 
of  the  Speaker.    I  think  I  may  be  able  in 
some  degree  to  reassure  the   two  noble 
Lords  from  Ireland  with  regard  to  the 
Amendment  of  Clause  4.    They  have  in 
mind  not  so  much  what  may  happen 
under   the  operation  of  this  particular 
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claoBo  as  what  might  happen  under  some 
future  circumstances  in  Ireland.    They 
fix  their  mind,  I  think,  upon  the  possi- 
bility of  some  general  scheme  of  land 
purchase   to  which  a   similar  principle 
might  be  applied.    I  express  no  opinion 
whatever  as  to  the  probability  or  possi- 
bility of  such  a  scheme,  but  I  do  point 
out  explicitly  that  I  do  not  think  that 
their  alarm  in  this  matter  is  well  founded, 
because  the  case  which  has  to  be  provided 
for  here,  namely  the  purchase  of  small 
plots  of  ground  by  local  authorities,   is 
completely   dilEerent  from  cases   which 
might  arise  if  there  were  a  general  scheme 
for  the  purchase  of  land  from  landlords  by 
the  tenants  or  by  any  body  existing,  or 
not  existing,  similar  to  the  Land  Com- 
mission.   If — ^and   I  again  speak   quite 
hypotheticaUy — any  such   scheme  were 
to  be  formed  the  whole  subject  of  the 
conditions   of   purchase   would,    in   my 
opinion,  have  to  be  considered  on  the 
then  merits  of  the  case.    I  now  pass  to 
the  second  Amendment  in  Clause  11,  the 
words  of  which  were  read  out  by  the 
noble  Marquess.  I  merely  have  to  say  that 
those  words  meet  with  our  entire  ap- 
proval, and  we  are  very  glad  that  the 
clause  should  go  back  to  ^the  other  House 
in  that  shape.    I  think,  however,  I  ought 
to  point  out  that  it  is  more  than  probable 
that  (HI  its  arrival  there  the  clause,  in  its 
new  form,  will  be  declared  by  the  officers 
of  the  House  to  constitute  a  breach  of 
privilege.    It  is  always  open,  however, 
to  the  other  House  to  waive  what  it 
considers  to  be  a  breach  of  privilege,  and, 
I  should  hope,  there  is  a  very  strong 
probabiUty  indeed  that  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  the  clause  is  sent  down  in  a 
different  form,  the  House  of  Commons 
will  agree  to  waive  its  privilege  and  that 
the  clause  in  that  form  will  form  part  of 
the  Bill.    As  regards  the  general  effect  of 
what  has  occurred,  I  take  it  that  the 
House    of    Commons    will    retain    their 
opinion  that  both  these    clauses    con- 
stitute a  breach  of  their  privileges,  and  I 
think  it  is  evident  from  what  feU  from  the 
noble  Marquess  that  the  majority  of  your 
Lordships   are    of   a    different   opinion. 
And  it  is  with  that  view  that  the  words 
read  out  by  the  noble  Marquess  are  in- 
tended to  be  placed  on  the  Journals  of 
the  House.    We  on  this  side  offer  no 
objection  to  their  being  so  placed,  and  the 
matter    therefore     stands     thus.     The 


question  between  the  two  Houses  will  not 
in  any  sense  have  been  decided,  but  each 
will  retain  its  own  opinion  as  to  the 
existence  or  non-existence  of  a  breach  of 
privilege  in  these  particular  cases,  and  any 
discussion  on  the  general  question  of 
privilege  will  by  these  means  be  avoided 
on  this  occasion.  Perhaps  I  may,  in  con- 
clusicm,  be  allowed  to  say  that  if  this 
happy  result  is  achieved  I  shall  be 
exceedingly  glad  both  because  it  would 
be  a  great  regret  if  the  two  Houses  were  to 
come  into  collision  onthismatter,  and  also 
on  the  ground  if  this  particular  measure 
were  to  be  sacrificed  to  a  difference  of 
opinion  between  the  two  Houses  there 
would  be  acute  disappointment  in  Ireland, 
where  it  has  been  looked  forward  to  with 
the  greatest  satisfaction  during  the  last 
few  months. 

The  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN  hoped  the 
solution  would  be  considered  a  satis- 
factory  one.    After    all,   they   had   to 
remember  that  the  Bill  had  been  amended 
in  the  most  important  of  all  matters, 
that  of  securing  judicial  appeal,  and  that 
that  Amendment  had  not  been  objected 
to.    The  other  Amendments  as  regarded 
the  option  of  an  arbitrator  to  add  some- 
thing to  his  award  in  the  case  of  land 
being    taken  compulsorily,    so    far    as 
it  affected  this  particular  Bill,  was  not 
really   of   very   great   importance.    He 
thought  they  might  feel  satisfied  that  in 
not  insisting  upon  their  Amendment  they 
were  not  in  any  way  raising  a  precedent 
which  might  be  appUed  to  legislation  of  a 
different  character.     It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  words  which  the  noble  Marquess 
suggested    were,    practically    speaking, 
with  a  very  little   alteration,   carrying 
out  the  third  Amendment  which  the 
House    of   Commons   had   objected  to, 
and  he  thought  their  Lordships  would 
be  well  advised  to  be  perfectly  satisfied. 
He  did  not  think  it  was  at  all  necessary 
for  him  or  for  anyone  else  on  the  present 
occasion  to  go  into  the  question  as  to 
whether  the  Amendments  involved  any 
possible  abuse  of  privilege.    It  passed 
his  wit  as  an  ordinary  layman  how  the 
Amendments  of  their  Lordships  could 
by  any  possibility  necessarily  add  one 
farthing  to  the  rates,  seeing  they  were 
merely  giving  an  option  to  an  arbitrator 
to  add  something  for  compulsion  which 
he  was  not  obliged  to  exercise,  and  which 
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even  if  he  did  exercise  need  not  of  necessity 
add  in  any  way  to  the  rates.  For, 
although  the  money  was  allocated  under 
the  Bill  to  acquire  land  and  build  cot- 
tages, there  was  nothing  in  the  measure 
to  say  what  land  should  be  acquired. 
The  arbitrator  might  limit  the  land  to  be 
acquired,  and  in  that  way  his  award 
need  not  add  to  the  rates. 


Lord    BALI  OUR    op     BURLEIGH 

saidjhe  hoped  nothing  he  said  would 
renew  any  possible  controversy.  The 
Motion  of  the  noble  Marquess,  in  his 
opinion,  ought  to  be  passed  unanimously. 
The  House  was  face  to  face  with  a  much 
larger  extension  of  the  claim  of  privilege 
.  than  he  had  ever  seen  in  his  experience.  He 
couldj^^however,  comfort  his  friends  from 
Ireland  by  saying  that  he  did  not  think 
the  Amendments  were  of  much  import- 
ance one  way  or  the  other.  He  had  been 
an  arbitrator  and  no  arbitrator  need 
disclose  whether  he  had  added  10  per 
cent,  for  compulsion  to  his  calculations. 
All  that  he  had  to  do  was  simply  to 
pitch  his  calculations  a  little  bit  higher. 
Providing  they  had  a  competent  and 
honest  arbitrator  he  did  not  think 
it  mattered  whether  the  words  were 
in  the  section  or  not.  He  should 
not  have  risen  at  all  if  it  had  not 
been  for  one  remark  which  fell  from  the 
President  of  the  Council  in  his  concilia- 
tory speech.  He  said  it  was  not  the 
Government  which  raised  the  question  of 
privilege.  Of  course  it  was  not ;  that 
was  not  the  way  these  things  were  done. 
The  question  of  privilege  was  always  raised 
intone  particular  way  by  the  officers,  who 
very  properly  took  the  opinion  of  the 
supreme  authority  in  the  other  House.  The 
point  for  them  was  not  the  source  from 
which  the  question  arose,  but  the  fact 
that  it  had  been  raised  and  decided  in  this 
particular  way.  He  would  give  them  an 
illustration  of  what  this  might  cover.  If 
the  other  House  were  to  pass  a  Bill  saying 
that  part  of  a  house  or  property  should 
be  taken  for  public  health  purposes  and 
their  .  JLordships  were  to  put  in 
the  clause  an  Amendment  that  they 
were  not  to  take  the  half  but  the 
whole,  then  that  would  in  just  the 
same  sense  as  the  words  of  the  Amend- 
ments to  the  present  Bill  be  an  addition 
to  the  responsibilities  and  rating  of  the 

^The  Earl  of  Dunraveu^ 


local  authority.    A-d  that  was  a  thing 
that  had  been  done  scores  of  times. 

It  was  absolutely  impossible  to  over- 
rate the  importance  of  the  principle 
which  was  now  being  raised  for  the 
first  time,  and  he  was  sincerely  glad 
that  the  noble  Marquess  proposed  to  put 
on  the  Journal  of  the  House  words  with 
the  avowed  purpose  of  declaring  that  they 
at  any  rate  did  not  admit  that  wide  inter- 
pretation of  the  question  of  privilege. 
He  had,  in  saying  that,  carefully  avoided 
one  single  word  of  censure  or  reproach 
upon  anyone  who  was  not  amenable  to 
this  House.  The  noble  Marquess,  the 
late  Lord  Salisbury,  on  these  matters 
always  used  to  say  that  each  House 
was  the  guardian  and  judge  of  its  own 
privileges.  They  had  been  enabled  by 
the  promptitude  of  the  noble  Marquess 
and  by  the  conciliatory  spirit  in  which 
he  had  been  met  by  the  President  of  the 
Council  to  avoid  any  discussion  on  the 
merits  of  the  question  on  this  occasion. 
He  was  very  glad  it  had  been  settled  in 
that  way,  and  he  cordially  agreed  that 
if  this  were  allowed  and  admitted  by 
their  Lordships  it  would  be  a  most 
dangerous  admission  so  far  as  their 
privileges  were  concerned. 

Moved,  That  the  omission  of  Clause  4 
with  which  the  Commons  have  dis- 
agreed be  not  insisted  on  and  that 
Amendments  made  by  the  Commons 
to  the  said  Clause  be  agreed  to. — (The 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne.) 

On  Question,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Moved,  That  Amendment  on  page  7 
to  Clause  11,  in  line  30,  to  which  Com- 
mons have  disagreed  be  not  insisted  on. 
— (The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne,) 

On  Question,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Moved,  That  Amendment  to  Clause 
11  page  7,  in  Une  41,  to  which  the 
Commons  have  disagreed,  be  not  in- 
sisted on,  but  that  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following  Amendment  be  agreed  to : 
"  Provided  where  the  Court  is  satisfied 
in  any  particular  case,  that  -owing  to 
the  difficulty  of 'showing  title,  the  cost 
properly  and  necessarily  incurred  in 
respect    of    such    payment    amounted 
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to  larger  sum,  the  limit  of  £10  may  be 
exceeded." — (The  Marquess  of  Lans- 
doume.) 


On  Question,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Moved,  That  the  following  Resolution 
be  placed  upon  the  Journals  of  this 
House  : — "  That  this  House,  although 
not  insisting  in  its  Amendments  in 
page  7,  to  which  the  Commons  have 
disagreed,  maintains  its  right  to  legislate 
with  regard  to  the  principles  of  valuation 
upon  which  property  may  be  taken 
for  public  purposes." — {The  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne.) 

On  Question,  agreed  to,  and  ordered 
to  be  entered  on  the  Journals. 

Bill  returned  to  the  Commons,  with 
the  Amendment. 


BRIS  rOL  CORPORATION  BILL. 

Returned   from    the    Commons    With 
the  Amendments  agreed  to. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS  OFFICES. 

Third  Report  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee made,  to  be  printed,  and  to  be 
considered  to-morrow.     (No.     204.) 

House  adjouroed  at  ten  minutes 
before  One  o^clock  a.m.,  till 
Twelve  o'clock  noon. 


HOUSE    OF     COMMONS. 
Thursday/,  2nd  August,  1906. 


The  House  met  at   a  quarter  before 
Three  of  the  Clock. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 

MESSAGE  FROxM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to. 

Grown  Lands  Bill,  Newburgh  and 
North  Fife  Railway  (Extension  of  Time) 
Order  Confirmation  Bill,  Paisley  Roads 
Order  Confirmation  Bill,  Inverclyde  Be- 
quest Order  Confirmation  Bill,  Perth 
Corporation  Gas  Order  Confirmation  Bill, 
without  Amendment. 

Amendments  to— Water  Orders  Con- 
firmation Bill  [liOrds],  Wallasey  Tram- 
ways and  Improvements  Bill  [Lords], 
without  Amendment. 


Reports,  (S:c, 
PETITIONS, 
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EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 
BILL  (RELIGIOUS  TEACHING.) 

Petition  from  Halifax,  against  altera- 
tion of  Law ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 

BILL. 

Petitions  from    Higham  Ferrers,   for 
alteration ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

POISONS  AND  PHARMACY  BILL  [Lords.] 

Petitions  from  Rotherhithe,  for  alterar 
tion ;  to  lie  upon  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petitions  from  Derby,  in  favour  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC, 


MARRIAGES,    BIRTHS,    AND    DEATHS 

(IRELAND.) 

Copy  presented,  of  Forty-second  de- 
tailed Annual  Report  of  the  Registrar- 
General  of  Marriages,  Births,  and  Deaths 
in  Ireland,  1905  [by  Command];  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

QUEEN'S  COLLEGE  (BELFAST.) 

Copy  presented,  of  Annual  Report  of 
the  President  for  1905-6  [by  Command] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND). 

Copy  presented,  of  Return  of  Evictions 
in  Ireland  for  the  quarto*'  ended  30th 
June,  1906  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

LUNACY  (IRELAND). 

Copy  presented,  of  Supplement  to  the 
Fifty-fourth  Annual  Report  of  the  Inspec- 
tors of  Lunatics  in  Ireland,  being  a 
Special  Report  on  the  alleged  increase  of 
Lunacy  in  Ireland  [by  Command] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

WAR     STORES     IN     SOUTH    AFRICA 
(ROYAL  COMMISSION). 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  War  Stores  in  South 
Africa,  together  with  Appendices  and 
Minutes  of  Evidence  (four  volumes)  [by 
Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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PARLIAMENTARY    ELECTIONS 
(EXPENSES). 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
(Address  March  13th;  Mr.  Lamoniy,  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  302.] 

LOCAL  AUTHORITIES  (UGHTS   UPON 

VEHICLES). 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
[Address  March  2l8t;  Mr.  MamJiam]; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  303.] 

DEATHS  FROM  STARVATION  OR 
ACCELERATED  BY  PRIVATION 
(LONDON). 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
[Address  March  27th  ;  Mr.  Talbot] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
304.] 

EDUCATION  (UNITED  KINGDOM). 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
[Address  April  4th  ;  Mr.  Thomas 
O'Donnein  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  305.] 

ILLITERATE  VOTERS  (GENERAL 
ELECTION,  1906). 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
[Address  May  9th ;  Mr.  Crooks] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
306.] 

PROBATION  OF  FIRST  OFFENDERS. 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
[Address  May  14th ;  Sir  Howard  VinceTU] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  307.] 

MAGISTRATES    (ENGLAND    AND 

WALES). 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
(Address  May  14th ;  Mr.  Benndt;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  308.] 

MIDWIVES. 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
[Address  July  25th ;  Mr.  Helme] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  309.] 

NAVAL  EXPENDITURE   (PRINCIPAL 
NAVAL  POWERS). 

Return    presented     relative     thereto 

[ordered  July  18th ;   Mr.  Thomasson ;  to 
ie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  310.] 


LOCAL  TAXATION  RETURNS 
(ENGLAND). 

Copy  piesented  of  the  Annual  Local 
Taxation  Returns  for  1904-5  [by  Act] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  311,] 

RAILWAY  SERVANTS  (HOURS  OF 
LABOUR). 

Copy  presented  of  Report  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  of  their  Proceedings  under  The 
Railway  Regulation  Act»  1893,  during  the 
year  ended  Julv  27th,  1906  [by  Act]  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  312.] 

WALNEY  LIGHT  DUTIES. 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
[ordered  May  9th ;  Major  Seely] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  313.] 

ARMY  (SPECIAL  PENSIONS). 

Return  presented  for  the  year  ended 
March  31st,  1906,  of  Pensions  speciaUy 
granted  under  Articles  730,  1173a,  and 
1207  of  the  Pay  Warrant  [by  Command] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ARMY  (REGIMENTAL  DEBTS) 

Copy  presented  of  Further  Regulations 
under  The  Regimental  Debts  Act,  1893 
[by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

VOLUNTEER  BRIGADES. 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
[Address  July  2nd ;  Sir  Howard  Fincent\; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printea. 
[No.  314.] 

LAND  REGISTRY. 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  of  the 
Registrar  of  the  Land  Registry  for  the 
years  1902,  1903,  1904,  and  1905,  as  to 
the  work  of  constructing  a  General 
Register  of  Title  for  the  County  of 
London  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

HIGHER  EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  /iND 
WALES)  (APPLICATION  OF  FUNDS 
BY  LOCAL  AUTHORITIES). 

Return  ordered,  "  showing  the  extent 
to  which  and  the  manner  in  which  Local 
Authorities  in  England  and  Wales  have 
applied  funds  to  the  purposes  of  Educa- 
tion other  than  Elementary  during  the 
year  1905-  6  under  any  of  the  followinj^ 
Acts ;     Education    Act,    1902 ;    Wel£ 
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Intermediate  Education  Act,  1889 ;  Public 
Libraries  and  Museum  Acts;  Local  or 
Private  Acts."— (Jtfr.  Birrdl.) 

POORRELTEF  (ENGLAND  AND 

WALES.) 

Return  ordered,  "of  Statement  of  the 
amount  expended  by  boards  of  guardians 
for  Poor  Kelief  during  the  half  year 
ended  Lady-day,  1906;  and  similar 
Statement  for  the  half  year  ended 
Michaelmas,  1906  (in  continuati(Hi  of 
Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  325,  of  Session 
1905)."— <i/r.  ltuncman.\ 

LOCAL  TAXATION  LICENCES,  Ac, 

1905-6. 

Eetum  ordered,  "  of  the  amount  re- 
ceived during  the  year  ended  31st  day  of 
March,  1906,  in  respect  of  each  adminis- 
trative county  and  county  borough  in 
England  and  Wales  for  Local  Taxation 
Licence  Duties,  and  penalties  and  for- 
feitures recovered  in  respect  of  such 
duties,  and  for  other  duties  and  payments 
which  are  directed  to  be  dealt  with  in 
the  same  manner  as  the  Local  Taxation 
Licence  Duties  (in  continuation  of 
Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  280,  of  Session 
1905)."— (J/r.  Itundman) 

PUBLIC  REVENUE  (LNTERCEPTION). 

Return  ordered,  "of  the  amounts  of 
all  Pubhc  Revenue  derived  from  taxes 
levied  by  Parliament,  and  from  any 
other  sources,  which  are  not  paid  into 
His  Majesty's  Exchequer,  for  the  years 
1904-^,  1905-6,  and  1906-7  (estimated), 
with  the  totals  in  each  case  (in  continua- 
tion of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  223, 
of  Session  1905)."— (Jfr.  Bowles.) 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED   WITH  THE    VOTES. 


Post  Office  Savings  Bank. 
Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick) :  To 
ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether  there 
are  dormant  ledgers  kept  at  the  Savings 
Bank  Department :  if  so  whether  non- 
interest-bearing  accounts,  on  which  no 
actual  transactions  have  taken  place  for  a 
number  of  years,  are  transferred  to  these 
ledgers  either  regularly  or  from  time  to 
time ;  and  whether  interest-bearing 
accounts,  on  which  no  actual  transactions 
have  taken  place  for  a  number  of  years, 
are  transferred  to  these  ledgers  either 
regularly  or  from  time  to  time. 


{Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.) 
There  are  ledgers  kept  at  the  Savings 
Bank  Department  to  which  non-interest 
bearing  accounts  which  have  not  been 
operated  on  for  a  considerable  period  are 
transferred  as  opportunity  arises.  No 
such  transfer  takes  place  in  the  case  of 
interest  bearing  accounts. 

Dnblin  City  MaQ  Oars. 

Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Postmaster- 
General  when  will  the  present  contract 
for  the  conveyance  of  the  mail  by  car  in 
Dublin  City  expire ;  or  have  the  present 
contractors  a  lease  of  the  undertaking. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.) 
The  contract  for  the  mail  cart  services 
in  Dublin  will  ccmtinue  in  force  until  one 
of  the  parties  gives  twelve  months'  notice 
to  determine  it. 

Dublin  Mail  Contractor. 

Mr.  FIELD :  To  ask  the  Postmaster- 
General  whether  he  can  state  under  what 
circumstances  are  officials  of  the  General 
Post  Office,  Dublin,  allowed  to  \4sit  the 
mail  contractors'  premises ;  and  if  it  is 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  Postmaster- 
General  that  an  officer  of  the  General 
Post  Office  is  in  attendance  at  the 
contractors'  office  several  evenings  each 
week. 

{Answei'Mt  by  Mr.  Sydn^  Buxton.)  My 
officers  visit  the  contractors'  premises 
whenever  necessary;  but  it  is  not  the 
practice  for  an  officer  to  attend  at  the 
contractors'  offices  several  evenings  each 
week. 

Overtime  in  the  Dublin  Post  Office. 

Mr.  DELANY  (Queen's  County, 
Ossory) :  To  ask  the  Postmaster-Geneial 
if  he  will  say  the  amount  of  overtime  at 
present  being  performed  in  the  Dublin 
General  Post  Office  (postal  and  telegraph 
branches)  from  the  1st  to  the  20th  of 
July ;  and  if  he  can  state  the  cause  thereof. 

Mr.  DELANY :  To  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  if,  in  view  of  the  amount  of 
overtime  worked  in  the  Dublin  General 
Post  Office,  he  will  make  arrangements  to 
have  the  staff  increased  by  placing  on  the 
establishment  some,  at  least,  of  the 
learners  at  that  office  who  are  at  present 
waiting  over  two  years  for  appointments. 
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Mr.  DELANY  :  To  ask  the  Postmaster- 
Oeneral  will  he  say  why  the  vacancies  that 
exist  on  the  sorting  and  telegraph  branches 
in  the  Dublin  General  Post  Office  are  not 
filed  up ;  and,  considering  that  these 
vacancies  have  now  existed  for  some  time, 
that  there  are  large  numbers  of  learners 
still  unappointed,  and  in  view  of  the 
amount  of  overtime  which  is  being 
worked,  will  he  see  the  appointments  are 
filled  up  forthwith. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,)  I 
may,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  answer  the 
hon.  Member's  three  Questions  on  this 
subject  together.  The  number  of  hours 
of  overtime  performed  on  week-days  by 
the  indoor  force  in  the  sorting  and 
telegraph  offices  in  Dublin  from  the  1st 
to  the  20th  July  inclusive  were  2,577  and 
1,591  respectively.  I  regret  the  amount 
of  overtime  which  has  been  necessary,  the 
greater  part  of  which  was  due  to  the 
withdrawal  of  officers  for  season  pressure, 
for  substituting  officers  on  leave,  and  for 
loan  to  provincial  offices,  that  is  to  say,  to 
causes  incidental  to  the  summer  season. 
The  staff  of  the  Dublin  office  is  at  present 
under  revision,  and  I  am  not  able  to 
appoint  the  learners  to  established  posts 
until  the  revision  is  completed. 

Purchases    of   the    Congested  Districts 

Board. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  if  he  will 
state  the  number  of  years'  purchase  paid 
by  the  Congested  Districts  Board  for  the 
various  estates  which  they  have  acquired, 
and  the  date  of  each  such  purchase, 
indicating  the  area  of  each  estate  and  the 
entire  amount  paid  for  it. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Sinclair,)  Except  in 
the  case  of  Glendale,  the  estates  were 
bought  after  negotiation  and  the  lowest 
possible  price  was  paid.  The  figure  giVen 
was  not,  therefore,  a  precise  calculation 
of  so  many  years  purchase.  For  infor- 
mation on  the  other  points  alluded  to  by 
the  hon.  Member,  I  must  refer  him  to 
page  9  of  the  Congested  Districts  Board 
Report  for  1905-6. 

Scottish  Local  Qoyemment  Board. 

Mb.  watt  (Glasgow  College):  To 
ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  if  he  will 
state  the  names  of  the  Members  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  of  Scotland; 
who    appoints    them;   and  under  what 


authority  and  under  what  conditions  they 
hold  office  as  to  emoluments,  meetings, 
expenses,  and  termination  of  office. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Sinclair,)  The  names 
of  the  appointed  members  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  are — Mr.  J.  Patten 
MacDougall,  Vice-President;  Mr.  Ewan 
MacPherson  ;  and  Dr.  Leslie  MacKenzie. 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  refer  to  Sections 
3  and  4  of  The  Local  Government 
(Scotland)  Act,  1894,  he  will  find  the 
rest  of  the  information  desired. 

Konia  Bagdad  Railway. 

Captain  FABER  (Hampshire, 
Andover) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  has  any 
information  regarding  the  extension  of 
the  Konia  Bagdad  Railway  to  Khor 
Abdullah  which  lies  on  the  sea  to  the 
north-east  of  Koweit  in  the  Persian  Gulf  ; 
whether  there  is  good  anchorage  at  Khor 
Abdullah  8  to  10  fathoms  deep  within 
300  yards  of  a  bluff  solid  enough  to  bear 
the  terminus  of  a  great  railway ;  and 
whether  the  British  Fleet  has  surveyed 
Khor  Abdullah,  which  belongs  to  the 
Sheik  of  Koweit. 

{Atmvered  by  Secretary  Sir  Edicard 
Grey,)  I  have  no  information  as  to 
whether  any  decision  has  been  taken  in 
regard  to  the  extension  of  the  Konia 
Bagdad  Railway  to  Khor  Abdullah.  No 
proper  survey  of  Khor  Abdullah  has 
ever  been  made  by  the  British  Fleet,  and 
T  have  no  information  which  would 
enable  me  to  make  a  statement  as  to  the 
depth  of  water  or  the  configuration  of 
the  land  in  that  locality. 

British  Concession  at  flin-chwang. 

Mr.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,  Mid.): 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  the  British  Concession 
on  the  north  side  of  the  river  at 
Niu-chwang,  granted  in  the  spring  of 
1899,  has  ever  been  taken  over;  and 
whether  it  is  now  intended  to  take  steps 
to  complete  the  acquisition  of  the  same. 

{Answered  by  Secretary  Sir  Edward 
Grey,)  No  report  on  the  subject  of  the 
Concession  has  been  received  since  April, 
1899.  The  limits  of  the  Concession  were 
then  still  under  discussion  with  the 
Chinese  authorities.  Inquiry  is  being 
made. 
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Leigh  Cockles* 

Mr,  whitehead  (Essex,  S.K): 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board  whether  his  attention 
lias  been  called  to  the  recent  action  of 
the  Fishmongers  Company  in  stopping 
the  sale  at  Billingsgate  of  all  cockles 
from  Leigh ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
this  was  done  in  consequence  of  an 
allegation  that  a  basket  of  bad  cockles 
had  originated  from  Leigh ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  basket  from  which  the 
<Jockles  alleged  to  have  caused  typhoid 
were  supplied  was  not  owned  by  any 
cockier  at  Leigh,  and  that  the  cocklers  at 
Leigh  observe  the  regulations  necessary 
for  the  protection  of  the  public  as  laid 
down  by  Dr.  Klein ;  ana  whether  he 
proposes  to  take  any  action  in  regard  to 
this  exercise  of  authority  by  the  Fish- 
mongers Company,  in  view  of  the  loss 
inflicted  on  the  cockle  fishermen  at 
Leigh. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  John  Bums.)  I  have 
communicated  with  the  Fishmongers 
Company  on  this  subject,  and  find  that 
they  have  taken  the  action  referred  to  in 
consequence  of  their  bein^  satisfied  that 
the  cocklers  at  Leigh  had  not  observed 
the  regulations  laid  down  by  the  com- 
pany for  the  protection  of  the  public. 
The  company  state  that  they  have  no 
information  with  reference  to  the  basket 
of  bad  cockles  referred  to  in  the  Question. 
I  have  no  control  over  the  company  in 
the  matter. 

Stobs  Gamp. 

Sir  J.  JARDINE  (Roxburghshire); 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
what  arrangements  were  made  by  his 
predecessor  in  office  at  the  time  of 
creating  rifle  ranges  at  Stobs  Camp  for 
the  safety  of  shepherds,  farm  servants, 
and  other  pedestrians  using  the  public 
right  of  way  and  drove  road  crossing  tlie 
slopes  of  Penchrise  Pen  from  the  River 
Slitrig  to  the  Allan  Water  and  Teviot 
Valleys ;  and  whether  the  precautions 
provided  by  law  in  cases  of  dangerous 
proximity  are  applied  at  these  ranges 
for  the  safety  of  persons  using  these 
ways. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  ffaldane.) 
When  firing  is  being  carried  out  on  the 
ranges  danger  flags  and  two  look-out 
men  are  posted ;  the  latter  are  in  signal 
Jtnd  telephonic  communication  with  the 


firing  points ;  and  when  persons  wish  to 
cross  the  range  firing  is  stopped.  Xo 
complaint  has  been  received  since  the 
ranges  were  taken  into  use. 

Empire  Day  at  Malta. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  To  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  be 
is  aware  that  on  Empire  Day,  Colonel 
Fortescue,  of  Pembroke  Camp,  Malta,  had 
his  full  band,  who  are  almost  entirely 
Protestants,  playing  at  a  Roman  Catholic 
f^te  at  the  Jesuit  College  in  Malta ;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  the  bandsmen  them- 
selves were  unwilling  to  attend  these 
proceedings,  he  can  say  by  whose 
authority  and  for  what  reason  they  were 
compelled  to  do  so. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldaiie.) 
No  information  has  been  received  at  the 
War  Office  as  to  the  matters  alleged  in 
the  Question. 

Artillery  Experts'  Beports. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Croydon)  • 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
Reports  of  Sir  Frederick  Stopford  and 
other  Artillery  experts  referred  to  by  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  ;  and  whether 
the  entire  approval  of  the  Government's 
proposals  with  regard  to  the  reduction  of 
the  Artillery  expressed  by  these  officers, 
extended  only  to  the  figures  or  to  the 
principle  of  the  changes. 

(Anstvered  by  Mr.  Secretary  ffaldane.) 
The  answer  to  the  first  part  of  this 
Question  is  in  the  negative.  The  answer 
to  the  second  part  is  in  the  affirmative  on 
both  points. 

MiUtia  nniform  Gontracts. 

Mr.  ANNAN  BRYCE  (Inverness 
Burghs) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether,  with  the  view  of  encourag- 
ing local  industries,  he  will  consider  the 
question  of  placing  at  Inverness  contracts 
for  the  furnishing  of  the  Militia  uniforms 
required  in  the  Highlands,  as  has  for 
many  years  been  done  by  the  Admiralty 
in  the  case  of  uniforms  required  by  it  for 
local  use. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secietary  ffaldayie.) 
Uniforms  are  not  provided  specially  ior 
the  Militia  but  for  the  Army  generally. 
Tenders  for  the  supply  of  material  and 
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the  making  up  of  uniforms  are  open  to 
the  whole  country.  At  the  present  time 
upwards  of  thirty  contracts  for  clothing 
and  clothing  material  are  running  in  Scot- 
land. It  would  not  be  practicable  to 
arrange  for  independent  local  provision 
of  uniforms  for  Militia  battalions. 

New  Oonstitntion  for  the  Transvaal. 

Sir  henry  KIMBER  (Wandsworth) : 
To  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  in  the  Letters 
Patent  intended  to  be  granted  by  the 
Gk>vemment  to  the  Transvaal  giving  it 
self-governing  powers,  there  will  be 
contained  any  power  to  His  Majesty  to 
revoke  or  alter  its  terms  afterwards  ;  and, 
if  there  be  no  such  express  power  in  the 
grant,  is  there  any  constitutional  law  by 
which  such  a  grant  once  made  can  be 
derogated  from. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Churchill,)  The 
Answer  to  both  Questions  is  in  the 
negative. 

Native  Prisoners  in  Sonth  African  Mines. 

Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest  of  Dean) :  To  ask  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  Government  of  Natal  have 
proposed  to  let  native  poUtical  prisoners 
to  mine-owners  and  other  employers ; 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  declarations  on  the  subject  made  by 
Lord  Carnarvon  when  Secretary  of  State ; 
and  if  further  communications  on  the 
matter  have  passed  between  His 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Govern 
ment  of  Natal  since  the  assurances  given 
by  him  to  the  House. 

(Ansuei-ed  by  Mr,  ChurdnlL)  The 
Natal  Government  have  introduced  a 
Bill  permitting  the  employment  of 
prisoners  sentenced  to  imprisonment  with 
hard  labour  for  any  period  exceeding  three 
months  by  contract  between  the  Govern- 
ment authority  and  any  municipality,  or 
fublic  body,  or  company,  or  individual. 
t  does  not  therefore  apply  specifically  to 
political  prisoners.  I  have  seen  the 
statement  of  Lord  Carnarvon.  The 
Secretary  of  State  is  not  aware  that  any 
assurances  have  been  given  that  His 
Majesty's  Grovemment  would  interfere 
in  a  matter  properly  within  the  control  of 
the  Parliament  of  Natal  and  of  the 
Ministers  responsible  thereto. 


Oork  Begistnur  of  Title. 
Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.):  To  ask  Mr.  Attorney- 
General  for  Ireland  who  is  at  present 
discharging  the  duties  of  registrar  of  title 
for  the  county  of  Cork,  and  at  what,  if 
any,  rate  of  pay ;  who  appointed  such 
person;  will  he  lay  upon  the  Table  a 
copy  of  the  document  under  which  such 
person  was  appointed  ;  are  fees  charged 
to  applicants  for  registration ;  and,  if  so» 
under  what  authority  and  to  whom  are 
same  paid. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Cherry,)  Mr.  Henrys 
Wright  is  at  present  discharging  the 
duties  of  registrar  of  title  for  the  countr 
of  Cork  pending  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
now  beiore  Parliament.  He  is  not 
receiving  any  special  salary  in  respect  of 
those  duties,  but  is  in  receipt  of  the  salary 
appointed  for  the  office  of  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  and  Peace  for  the  East  Riding  of 
the  County  Cork  and  City  of  Cork  for 
the  performance  of  the  duties  of  those 
offices,  including  local  bankruptcy.  The 
Lord  Chancellor  is  unable  to  recommend 
the  payment  of  any  salary  to  Mr.  Wright 
as  local  registrar  of  title,  nor  would  the 
Treasury  assent  to  any  such  payment  U> 
him.  Mr.  Wright  was  appointed  in 
succession  to  Mr.  Standish  O'Grady,  but 
the  law  officers  of  the  late  Government  ad- 
vised that  his  appointment  was  irregular, 
as  Mr.  Wright  was  not  qualified  under 
the  statute  regulating  the  periormance  of 
the  duties  of  the  office,  and  the  present 
Lord  Chancellor  takes  the  same  view.  I 
have  no  objection  to  laying  upon  the 
Table  a  copy  of  the  document  purporting 
to  appoint  him  if  the  hon.  Memoer  should 
move  for  it.  As  regards  the  latter  portion 
of  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  no  fees 
are  charged  for  first  registration  in  respect 
of  purchases  completed  through  the  Land 
Commission  since  the  1st  January,  1892, 
Section  23  (1)  (b),  of  The  Local  Regis- 
tration of  Title  (Ireland)  Act,  189L 
With  regard  to  purchases  completed 
before  that  date,  fees  are  charged  to  all 
such  applicants  as  did  not  apply  for 
registration  before  the  Ist  of  January, 
1893,  Section  22  (2).  Fees  are  charged 
for  all  suljsequent  dealings  with  registered 
land  under  Section  8  of  the  Act  and  Rule 
11  of  the  Consolidated  Rules  of  21st 
December,  1891,  20th  December  1893, 
and  24th  August,  1896.  All  fees  are 
taken  in  stamps,  which  are  purchased 
from  the  Inlana  Revenue.     The  insurance 
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fees  which  are  payable  under  Section  92 
of  the  Act  are  placed  to  the  credit  of  the 
truBteea  of  the  insurance  Fund. 

Ballyaadaie  Fortshore. 

Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  :  To 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  farmer  named 
M'Gloin  recently  recovered  damages  for 
trespass  against  a  fisherman  named 
Cavanagh  for  mooring  his  boat  in  Bally- 
sadare  Bay,  county  Sligo,  at  a  place 
marked  as  foreshore  upon  the  Admiralty 
chart,  and  upon  which  it  was  proved  the 
tide  ebbed  and  flowed  at  all  ordinary 
tides ;  and  will  he  inquire  as  to  the  facts 
from  the  coastguard  officer  who  gave 
evidence  for  the  defence,  and  direct  that 
the  coastguard  shall  be  watchful  to 
prevent  claims  arising  by  user  of  fore- 
shores by  the  farmers  whose  lands  abut 
on  the  bay  so  as  to  secure  to  the  fishermen 
their  privileges  of  landing  boats  and  nets 
on  the  shores  vested  in  the  Crown. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  lAayd-Oeorge.)  I 
have  asked  the  coastguard  officer  to 
report  on  all  the  matters  mentioned  in 
the  hon.  Member's  Question,  and  when 
I  have  received  the  Report  I  shall  be 

flad    to    communicate    with    the    bon. 
fember. 


Loss  of  the  «<  Horace." 

Sir  SEYMOUR  KING  (Hull,  Central): 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  case  of  the  sinking,  on  the 
17th  May  last,  of  the  sloop  "Horace," 
by  collision  with  the  steamship  ''  Zero," 
in  the  River  Humber,  resulting  in  the 
death  of  Harold  Grimbleby;  why  no 
Board  of  Trade  inquiry  has  been  held ; 
and  whether  he  has  received  a  request 
from  the  parents  of  the  dead  man  for  an 
inquiry  to  be  held. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Lloyd-George.)  A 
request  for  inquiry  has  been  received 
from  the  representatives  of  the  relatives 
of  the  man  who  lost  his  life  by  the 
collision  between  the  sloop  ''Horace" 
and  the  steamer  "Zero."  Depositions 
were  made  by  the  masters  of  both  vessels 
before  the  Receivers  of  Wreck  and  an 
inquest  was  held  at  Hull.  As  the  collision 
was  found  not  to  be  the  fault  of  the 
"  Zero "  and  the  master  of  the  sloop  has 
no  certificate,  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
not  be  justified  in  incurring  the  expense  | 


of  a  formal  inquiry  under  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Acts.  I  am  advised  that  the 
master  of  the  "Zero"  attempted  to 
manoeuvre  his  vessel  into  position  so  as 
to  lower  his  boat  on  the  spot  where  the 
men  were  expected  to  be,  and  only 
desisted  from  putting  his  boat  in  the 
water  when  he  saw  the  sloop's  boat  with 
the  survivors  in  her.  But  the  coroner 
stated  after  his  inquiry  that  it  would 
have  made  no  difference  if  half  a  dozen 
boats  had  been  launched. 

Leizlip  Mails. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Kildare,  N.) : 
To  ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  outgoing  mails  from 
Leixlip,  county  Kildare,  leave  at  6  p.m. 
and  4  a.m. ;  and  whether  he  could  make 
such  a  rearrangement  of  mail  departures 
as  would  enable  the  people  of  that  district 
to  send  replies  to  morning  letters  by  a 
mid-day  mail. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,)  I 
have  called  for  a  report  on  this  subject 
and  I  will  send  the  hon.  Member  an 
Answer  in  due  course. 

The  Stanley  Revision. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  (Finsbury,  Central): 
To  ask  the  Postmaster-G^nend  whether 
the  Stanley  scheme  for  improvements  in 
the  postal  service  included  the  payment 
of  double  time  for  Sunday  duty  to  the 
staff;  and,  if  so,  when  it  is  proposed  to 
put  tills  part  of  the  scheme  into  effect. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.)  No 
change  has  been  made  or  proposed  in  the 
rate  of  pajrment  for  Sunday  duty. 

Central  Telegraph  Office— Telegraphist's 

Oomplaint. 

Mr.  STEADMAN :  To  ask  the  Post- 
master-General whether  he  is  aware  that 
a  telegraphist,  named  Evershed,  in  the 
Central  Office,  London,  applied  for  an 
exchange  from  right  duty  for  one  month, 
commencing  July,  on  the  ground  of  ill- 
ness of  his  mother,  and  of  the  fact  that 
he  himself  had  barely  recovered  from  a 
long  period  of  sickness,  and  that  he 
proviaed  a  competent  substitute ;  whether 
seeing  that  although  he  furnished  a 
medical  certificate  showing  he  was  unfit 
for  night  duty,  the  Deputy  Controller 
compelled  him  to  perform  the  work  and 
declmed  to  accept  the  substitute,  he  will 
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measure  dealing  with  the  public  service 
might    in    some    contingency   or    other 
impose  an  additional  charge  upon  the 
ratepayer  or  taxpayer,  and  if  that  prin- 
ciple were  accepted  the  legislative  power 
of    their    Lordships'    House    would    be 
narrowed  in  a  most  dangerous  manner. 
He  was  glad,  therefore,  that  the  noble 
Blarquess  did  not  accept  the  principle 
that    privilege    was    involved    in    this 
matter.    The  question,  however,  would 
naturaUy  arise  in  the  mind  of  anyone 
who   had  followed   what  had  occurred 
in    their    Lordships'    House,    that    the 
decision  in  the  matter  either  turned  on 
t'le  question  of  privilege  or  did  not.  They 
were  assured  that  it  did  not  turn  on  a 
matter  of  privilege.     It  was  therefore  a 
very  remarkable  thing  and  they  in  Ireland 
had  the  right  to  complain  that  the  House, 
having  expressed  its  sense  of  the  injustice 
of  the  provision  by  throwing  it  out  on 


consent  to  its  re-instatement  on  Thursday. 
The  matter  was  not  in  itself  a  large  one, 
They  objected  to  the  provision,  not  so 
much  on  account  of  the  sum  involved  as  to 
it  being  in  their  minds  a  dangerous  pre- 
cedent. They  still  adhered  to  their 
objection,  but  after  the  decision  of  the 
noble  Marquess  they  were  naturally 
powerless  to  take  any  further  action 
in  the  matter.  They  could  only  hope 
hat  in  any  future  measure  this 
would  not  be  accepted  as  a  pre 
cedent  and  that  any  claim  they 
made  for  fair  treatment  would  receive 
more  consideration  than  on  this  occasion. 

The  Earl  of  MATO  said  the  House 
had  determined  to  reject  Sub-clause  (9) 
and  they  objected  most  strongly  to 
putting  in  words  that  were  a  restriction 
on  the  arbitrator.  It  was  a  question 
for  their  Lordships  to  decide  whether 
the  Besolution  the  noble  Marquess  had 
suggested  really  kept  the  privileges  of 
this  House  as  they  were.  They  felt 
in  Ireland  that  their  privileges  had 
been  encroached  upon,  because  if  the 
clause  were  put  back  into  the  Bill  the 
arbitrator  was  restricted.  Their  Lord- 
ships' decision  the  oth^  night  was 
given  by  a  majority  of  fifty-four,  and 
if  they  were  content  to  reverse  it  they, 
the  noble  Lords  from  Ireland,  would 
have  to  bow  to  that  decision.  They 
must,    however,    remember    that    the 

Lord  ClorJbrodc 


question  of  compulsion  was  much  more 
serious  to  them  in  Ireland  than  it  was 
in  Eng^nd.  Compulsion  was  a  principle 
which  might  be  appUed  to  very  large 
measures,  but  they  must  bow  to  the 
decision  of  their  Lordships'  House,  and 
if  their  Lordships  were  of  opinion  that 
such  a  protest  put  on  the  journals  of 
the  House  covered  the  privileges  of  the 
House,  all  he  had  to  say  was  that  he 
bowed  to  that  decision.  He  could  not 
utter  another  word  on  the  subject. 
They  had  entered  th^  protest. 

The  Earl  of  CBEWE  :  I  am 
exceedingly  sorry  the  noble  Marquess 
(Lord  Ripon)  is  not  able  to  be  in  his 
place.  He  would  have  spoken  with 
an  authority  derived  from  his  unique 
experience  of  this  House  which  is  in- 
finitely greater  than  I  can  lay  claim  to. 
I  fully  endorse  what  was  said  by  Lord 


Monday   by   a    large   majority,    should  Lansdowne  as  to  the  general  considera- 


tion shown  by  noble  Lords  opposite  in 
dealing  with  the  different  clauses,  and 
I  think  they  will  admit  we  did  not  show 
an  unconciUatory  spirit.  We  were  able  to 
meet  Lord  Ashbourne  and  also  the  noble 
Earl  who  spoke  last,  on  an  Amendment  of 
some  substance,  and  I  think  therefore  we 
showed  that  we  were  desirous  as  far  as 
possible  to  meet  noble  Lords  in  this 
matter.  As  regards  the  dilEerent  Amend- 
ments made  by  the  Commons,  I  under- 
stand, so  iax  as  Clause  4  is  concerned, 
that  noble  Lords  opposite  agree  to  the 
suggestion  made  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons which  was  the  same  as  that  made 
by  my  noble  friend  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  in  Conmiittee  here.  I  understand 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite  proposes 
that  the  Amendment  to  leave  out  sub- 
section 9  of  Clause  11  should  not  be  in- 
sisted upon.  I  think  it  right  to  remind 
your  Lordships  that  the  question  of 
privilege  was  not  raised  in  another  place 
by  the  Government  but  by  the  Speaker, 
and  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
when  moving,  as  it  was  his  duty  to  move, 
that  that  House  should  disagree  with  your 
Lordships'  Amendment,  explicitly  stated 
that  he  did  so  in  obedience  to  the  ruling 
of  the  Speaker.  I  think  I  may  be  able  in 
some  degree  to  reassure  the  two  noble 
Lords  from  Ireland  with  regard  to  the 
Amendment  of  Clause  4.  They  have  in 
mind  not  so  much  what  may  happen 
under   the  operation  of  this  particular 
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clause  as  what  might  happen  under  some 
future  circumstances  in  Ireland.    They 
fix  their  mind,  I  think,  upon  the  possi- 
bility of  some  general  scheme  of  land 
purchase   to  which   a   similar  principle 
might  be  applied.    I  express  no  opinion 
whatever  as  to  the  probability  or  possi- 
bility of  such  a  scheme,  but  I  do  point 
out  explicitly  that  I  do  not  think  that 
their  alarm  in  this  matter  is  well  founded, 
because  the  case  which  has  to  be  provided 
for  here,  namely  the  purchase  of  small 
plots  of  ground  by  local  authorities,   is 
completely   difEerent   from   cases  which 
might  arise  if  there  were  a  general  scheme 
for  the  purchase  of  land  from  landlords  by 
the  tenants  or  by  any  body  existing,  or 
not  existing,  sinular  to  the  Land  Com- 
mission.   If — and   I   again  speak   quite 
hypotheticaUy — any  such   scheme  were 
to  be  formed  the  whole  subject  of  the 
conditions   of   purchase   would,    in   my 
opinion,  have  to  be  considered  on  the 
then  merits  of  the  case.    I  now  pass  to 
the  second  Amendment  in  Clause  11,  the 
words  of  which  were  read  out  by  the 
noble  Marquess.  I  merely  have  to  say  that 
those  words  meet  with  our  entire  ap- 
proval, and  we  are  very  glad  that  the 
clause  should  go  back  to  ^the  other  House 
in  that  shape.    I  think,  however,  I  ought 
to  point  out  that  it  is  more  than  probable 
that  on  its  arrival  there  the  clause,  in  its 
new  form,  will  be  declared  by  the  officers 
of  the  House  to  constitute  a  breach  of 
privilege.    It  is  always  open,  however, 
to  the  other  House  to  waive  what  it 
considers  to  be  a  breach  of  privilege,  and, 
I  should  hope,  there  is  a  very  strong  I 
probability  indeed  that  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  the  clause  is  sent  down  in  a 
different  form,  the  House  of  Commons 
will  agree  to  waive  its  privilege  and  that 
the  clause  in  that  form  will  form  part  of 
the  Bill.    As  regards  the  general  effect  of 
what  has  occurred,  I  take  it  that  the 
House    of    Commons    will    retain    their 
opinion  that  both  these    clauses    con- 
stitute a  breach  of  their  privileges,  and  I 
think  it  is  evident  from  what  fell  from  the 
noble  Marquess  that  the  majority  of  your 
Lordships   are   of   a    different    opinion. 
And  it  is  with  that  view  that  the  words 
read  out  by  the  noble  Marquess  are  in- 
tended to  be  placed  on  the  Journals  of 
the  House.    We  on  this  side  offer  no 
objection  to  their  being  so  placed,  and  the 
matter     therefore     stands     thus.     The 


question  between  the  two  Houses  will  not 
in  any  sense  have  been  decided,  but  each 
will  retain  its  own  opinion  as  to  the 
existence  or  non-existence  of  a  breach  of 
privilege  in  these  particular  cases,  and  any 
discussion  on  the  general  question  of 
privilege  will  by  these  means  be  avoided 
on  this  occasion.  Perhaps  I  may,  in  con- 
clusion, be  allowed  to  say  that  if  this 
happy  result  is  achieved  I  shall  be 
exceedingly  glad  both  because  it  would 
be  a  great  regret  if  the  two  Houses  were  to 
come  into  collision  on  this  matter,  and  also 
on  the  ground  if  this  particular  measure 
were  to  be  sacrificed  to  a  difference  of 
opinion  between  the  two  Houses  there 
would  be  acute  disappointment  in  Ireland, 
where  it  has  been  looked  forward  to  with 
the  greatest  satisfaction  during  the  last 
few  months. 


The  Eabl  of  DUNRAVEN  hoped  the 
solution  would  be  considered  a  satis- 
factory  one.    After    all,    they   had   to 
remember  that  the  Bill  had  been  amended 
in  the  most  important  of  all  matters, 
that  of  securing  judicial  appeal,  and  that 
that  Amendment  had  not  been  objected 
to.    The  other  Amendments  as  regarded 
the  option  of  an  arbitrator  to  add  some* 
thing  to  his  award  in  the  case  of  land 
being    taken  compulsorily,   so    far    as 
it  affected  this  particular  Bill,  was  not 
really   of   very   great   importance.    He 
thought  they  might  feel  satisfied  that  in 
not  insisting  upon  their  Amendment  they 
were  not  in  any  way  raising  a  precedent 
which  might  be  applied  to  legislation  of  a 
different  character.     It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  words  which  the  noble  Marquess 
suggested    were,    practically    speaking, 
with   a  very  little   alteration,  carrying 
out  the   third  Amendment  which  the 
House    of   Commons   had    objected  to, 
and  he  thought  their  Lordships  would 
be  well  advised  to  be  perfectly  satisfied. 
He  did  not  think  it  was  at  all  necessary 
for  him  or  for  anyone  else  on  the  present 
occasion  to  go  into  the  question  as  to 
whether  the  Amendments  involved  any 
possible  abuse  of  privilege.    It  passed 
his  wit  as  an  ordinary  layman  how  the 
Amendments  of  their  Lordships  could 
by  any  possibility  necessarily  add  one 
farthing  to  the  rates,  seeing  they  were 
merely  giving  an  option  to  an  arbitrator 
to  add  something  for  compulsion  which 
he  was  not  obliged  to  exercise,  and  which 
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even  if  he  did  exercise  need  not  of  necessity 
add  in  any  way  to  tlie  rates.  For, 
although  the  money  was  aUocated  under 
the  Bill  to  acquire  land  and  build  cot- 
tages, there  was  nothing  in  the  measure 
to  say  what  land  should  be  acquired. 
The  arbitrator  might  limit  the  land  to  be 
acquired,  and  in  that  way  his  award 
need  not  add  to  the  rates. 


Lord    BALI  OUR    of     BURLEIGH 

saidjhe  hoped  nothing  he  said  would 
renew  any  possible  controversy.  The 
Motion  of  the  noble  Marquess,  in  his 
opinion,  ought  to  be  passed  unanimously. 
The  House  was  face  to  face  with  a  much 
larger  extension  of  the  claim  of  privilege 
.  than  he  had  ever  seen  in  his  experience.  He 
couldj^however,  comfort  his  friends  from 
Ireland  by  saying  that  he  did  not  think 
the  Amendments  were  of  much  import- 
ance one  way  or  the  other.  He  had  been 
an  arbitrator  and  no  arbitrator  need 
disclose  whether  he  had  added  10  per 
cent,  for  compulsion  to  his  calculations. 
All  that  he  had  to  do  was  simply  to 
pitch  his  calculations  a  little  bit  higher. 
Providing  they  had  a  competent  and 
honest  arbitrator  he  did  not  think 
it  mattered  whether  the  words  were 
in  the  section  or  not.  He  should 
not  have  risen  at  all  if  it  had  not 
been  for  one  remark  which  fell  from  the 
President  of  the  Council  in  his  concilia- 
tory speech.  He  said  it  was  not  the 
Government  which  raised  the  question  of 
privilege.  Of  course  it  was  not ;  that 
was  not  the  way  these  things  were  done. 
The  question  of  privilege  was  always  raised 
intone  particular  way  by  the  officers,  who 
very  properly  took  the  opinion  of  the 
supreme  authority  in  the  other  House.  The 
point  for  them  was  not  the  source  from 
which  the  question  arose,  but  the  fact 
that  it  had  been  raised  and  decided  in  this 
particular  way.  He  would  give  them  an 
illustration  of  what  this  might  cover.  If 
the  other  House  were  to  pass  a  Bill  saying 
that  part  of  a  house  or  property  should 
be  taken  for  public  health  purposes  and 
their  ,  JLordships  were  to  put  in 
the  clause  an  Amendment  that  they 
were  not  to  take  the  half  but  the 
whole,  then  that  would  in  just  the 
same  sense  as  the  words  of  the  Amend- 
mentu  to  the  present  Bill  be  an  addition 
to  the  responsibilities  and  rating  of  the 

^The  Earl  of  Dunraven^ 


local  authority.    A-d  that  was  a  thing 
that  had  been  done  scores  of  times. 

It  was  absolutely  impossible  to  over- 
rate the  importance  of  the  principle 
which  was  now  being  raised  for  the 
first  time,  and  he  was  sincerely  glad 
that  the  noble  Marquess  proposed  to  put 
on  the  Journal  of  the  House  words  with 
the  avowed  purpose  of  declaring  that  they 
at  any  rate  did  not  admit  that  wide  inter- 
pretation of  the  question  of  privilege. 
He  had,  in  saying  that,  carefully  avoided 
one  single  word  of  censure  or  reproach 
upon  anyone  who  was  not  amenable  to 
this  House.  The  noble  Marquess,  the 
late  Lord  Salisbury,  on  these  matters 
always  used  to  say  that  each  House 
was  the  guardian  and  judge  of  its  own 
privileges.  They  had  been  enabled  by 
the  promptitude  of  the  noble  Marquess 
and  by  the  conciliatory  spirit  in  which 
he  had  been  met  by  the  President  of  the 
Council  to  avoid  any  discussion  on  the 
merits  of  the  question  on  this  occasion. 
He  was  very  glad  it  had  been  settled  in 
that  way,  and  he  cordially  agreed  that 
if  this  were  allowed  and  admitted  by 
their  Lordships  it  would  be  a  most 
dangerous  admission  so  far  as  their 
privileges  were  concerned. 

Moved,  That  the  omission  of  Clause  4 
with  which  the  Commons  have  dis- 
agreed be  not  insisted  on  and  that 
.Ajnendments  made  by  the  Commons 
to  the  said  Clause  be  agreed  to. — (The 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne,) 

On  Question,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Moved,  That  Amendment  on  page  7 
to  Clause  11,  in  line  30,  to  which  Com- 
mons have  disagreed  be  not  insist  3d  on. 
— (The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne.) 

On  Question,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Moved,   That  Amendment  to  Clause 
I  11    page   7,   in   line   41,  to   which   the 
j  Commons   have   disagreed,   be   not   in- 
sisted on,  but  that  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following    Amendment    be    agreed    to  : 
"  Provided  where  the  Court  is  satisfied 
'  in  any  particular  case,  that  -owing  to 
the  difficulty  of  showing  title,  the  cost 
properly    and    necessarily    incurred    in 
respect    of    such    payment    amounted 
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to  larger  sum,  the  limit  of  £10  may  be 
exceeded." — (The  Marquess  of  tans- 
downe.) 

On  Question,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Moved,  That  the  following  Resolution 
be  placed  upon  the  Journals  of  this 
House  : — "  That  this  House,  although 
not  insisting  in  its  Amendments  in 
page  7,  to  which  the  Commons  have 
disagreed,  maintains  its  right  to  legislate 
with  regard  to  the  principles  of  valuation 
upon  which  property  may  be  taken 
for  public  purposes."— (TA^  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne.) 

On  Question,  agreed  to,  and  ordered 
to  be  entered  on  the  Journals. 

Bill  returned  to  the  Commons,  with 
the  Amendment. 

BRISTOL  CORPORATION  BILL. 

Returned  from  the  Commons  With 
the  Amendments  agreed  to. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS  OFFICES. 

Third  Report  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee made,  to  be  printed,  and  to  be 
considered  to-morrow.     (No.     204.) 

House  adjoarned  at  ten  roinutes 
before  One  o*clock  a.ni.,  till 
Twelve  o'clock  noon. 


HOUSE    OF     COMMONS. 
Thursday,  2nd  August,  1906. 


The  House  met  at   a  quarter  before 
Three  of  the  Clock. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to. 

Crown  Lands  Bill,  Newburgh  and 
North  Fife  Railway  (Extension  of  Time) 
Order  Confirmation  Bill,  Paisley  Roads 
Order  Confirmation  Bill,  Inverclyde  Be- 
quest Order  Confirmation  Bill,  Perth 
Corporation  Gas  Order  Confirmation  Bill, 
without  Amendment. 

Amendments  to— Water  Orders  Con- 
firmation Bill  [liOrds],  Wallasey  Tram- 
ways and  Improvements  Bill  [Lords], 
without  Amendment. 


Repmis,  d;c, 
PETITIONS, 
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EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 
BILL  (RELIGIOUS  TEACHING.) 

Petition  from  Halifax,  against  altera- 
tion of  Law ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 

BILL. 

Petitions  from    Higham  Ferrers,   for 
alteration ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

POISONS  AND  PHARMACY  BILL  [Lords.] 

Petitions  from  Rotherhithe,  for  altera^ 
tion ;  to  lie  upon  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  BILL. 

Petitions  from  Derby,  in  favour  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC, 


MARRIAGES,    BIRTHS.    AND    DEATHS 

(IRELAND.) 

Copy  presented,  of  Forty-second  de- 
tailed Annual  Report  of  the  Registrar- 
General  of  Marriages,  Births,  and  Deaths 
in  Ireland,  1905  [by  Command];  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

QUEEN'S  COLLEGE  (BELFAST.) 

Copy  presented,  of  Annual  Report  of 
the  President  for  1905-6  [by  Command] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND). 

Copy  presented,  of  Return  of  Evictions 
in  Ireland  for  the  quarter*  ended  30th 
June,  1906  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

LUNACY  (IRELAND). 

Copy  presented,  of  Supplement  to  the 
Fifty-fourth  Annual  Report  of  the  Inspec- 
tors of  Lunatics  in  Ireland,  being  a 
Special  Report  on  the  alleged  increase  of 
Lunacy  in  Ireland  [by  Command] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

WAR     STORES     IN     SOUTH    AFRICA 
(ROYAL  COMMISSION). 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  War  Stores  in  South 
Africa,  together  with  Appendices  and 
Minutes  of  Evidence  (four  volumes)  [by 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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PARLIAMENTARY    ELECTIONS 
(EXPENSES). 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
[Address  March  13th;  Mr.  Lamoniy,  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  302.] 

LOCAL  AUTHORITIES  (UGHTS   UPON 

VEHICLES). 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
[Address  March  21st;  Mr.  MarrJiam]; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  303.] 

DEATHS  FROM  STARVATION  OR 
ACCELERATED  BY  PRIVATION 
(LONDON). 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
[Address  March  27th  ;  Mr.  Talbot]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
304.] 

EDUCATION  (UNITED  KINGDOM). 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
[Address  April  4th  ;  Mr.  Thomas 
ffDonnein  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  305.] 

ILLITERATE  VOTERS  (GENERAL 
ELECTION,  1906). 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
[Address  May  9th ;  Mr.  Crooks] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
306.] 

PROBATION  OF  FIRST  OFFENDERS. 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
[Address  May  14th ;  Sir  Hovoard  VinceTU] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

[No.  307.] 

MAGISTRATES    (ENGLAND    AND 

WALES). 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
(Address  May  14th  ;  Mr.  Bennett;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  308.] 

MIDWIVES. 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
[Address  July  25th  ;  Mr.  Helme]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  309.] 

NAVAL  EXPENDITURE   (PRINCIPAL 
NAVAL  POWERS). 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
[ordered  July  18th ;  Mr.  Thomasson ;  to 
Be  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  310.] 


LOCAL  TAXATION  RETURNS 
(ENGLAND). 

Copy  piesented  of  the  Annual  Local 
Taxation  Returns  for  1904-5  [by  Act] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  311.] 

RAILWAY  SERVANTS  (HOURS  OF 
LABOUR). 

Copy  presented  of  Report  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  of  their  Proceedings  under  The 
Railway  Regulation  Act,  1893,  during  the 
year  ended  Jidv  27th,  1906  [by  Acy  ;  to 
ue  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  312.] 

WALNEY  LIGHT  DUTIES. 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
[ordered  May  9th ;  Major  Seely] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  313.] 

ARMY  (SPECIAL  PENSIONS). 

Return  presented  for  the  year  ended 
March  31st,  1906,  of  Pensions  specially 
granted  under  Articles  730,  1173a,  and 
1 207  of  the  Pay  Warrant  [by  Command]  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ARMY  (REGIMENTAL  DEBTS) 

Copy  presented  of  Further  Regulations 
under  The  Regimental  Debts  Act,  1893 
[by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

VOLUNTEER  BRIGADES. 

Return  presented  relative  thereto 
[Address  July  2nd ;  Sir  Hormrd  Fincenf]; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  314.] 

LAND  REGISTRY. 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  of  the 
Registrar  of  the  Land  Registry  for  thb 
years  1902,  1903,  1904,  and  1905,  as  to 
the  work  of  constructing  a  General 
Register  of  Title  for  the  County  of 
London  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

HIGHER  EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  /iND 
WALES)  (APPLICATION  OF  FUNDS 
BY  LOCAL  AUTHORITIES). 

Return  ordered,  "  showing  the  extent 
to  which  and  the  manner  in  which  Local 
Authorities  in  England  and  Wales  have 
applied  funds  to  the  purposes  of  Educa- 
tion other  than  Elementary  during  the 
J  ear  1905-  6  under  any  of  the  following 
Acts;     Education    Act,    1902;    WelS 
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Intermediate  Education  Act,  1889 ;  Public 
Libraries  and  Museum  Acts;  Local  or 
Private  Acts."— (ilfr.  Birrell) 

POOR-RELIEF  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES.) 

Return  ordered,  "of  Statement  of  the 
amount  expended  by  boards  of  guardians 
for  Poor  Relief  during  the  half  year 
ended  Lady-day,  1906;  and  similar 
Statement  for  the  half  year  ended 
Michaelmas,  1906  (in  continuaticm  of 
Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  325,  of  Session 
1905)."— (i/>-.  Runcman.\ 

LOCAL  TAXATION  LICENCES,  Ac, 

1905-6. 

Return  ordered,  "  of  the  amount  re- 
ceived during  the  year  ended  31st  day  of 
March,  1906,  in  respect  of  each  adminis- 
trative county  and  county  borough  in 
England  and  Wales  for  Local  Taxation 
Licence  Duties,  and  penalties  and  for- 
feitures recovered  in  respect  of  such 
duties,  and  for  other  duties  and  payments 
which  are  directed  to  be  dealt  with  in 
the  same  manner  as  the  Local  Taxation 
Licence  Duties  (in  continuation  of 
Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  280,  of  Session 
1905)."— (J/r.  Runciman) 

PUBLIC  REVENUE  (INTERCEPTION). 
Return  ordered,  "of  the  amounts  of 
all  Pubhc  Revenue  derived  from  taxes 
levied  by  Parliament,  and  from  any 
other  sources,  which  are  not  paid  into 
His  Majesty's  Exchequer,  for  the  years 
1904-5,  1905-6,  and  1906-7  (estimated), 
with  the  totals  in  each  case  (in  continua- 
tion of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  223, 
of  Session  1905)."— (Jfr.  Bowles.) 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED   WITH  THE    VOTES, 


Post  Office  Savings  Bank. 
Mr.  FIELD  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick) :  To 
ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether  there 
are  dormant  ledgers  kept  at  the  Savings 
Bank  Department :  if  so  whether  non- 
interest-bearing  accounts,  on  which  no 
actual  transactions  have  taken  place  for  a 
number  of  years,  are  transferred  to  these 
ledgers  either  regularly  or  from  time  to 
time ;  and  whether  interest-bearing 
accounts,  on  which  no  actual  transactions 
have  taken  place  for  a  number  of  years, 
are  transferred  to  these  ledgers  either 
regularly  or  from  time  to  time. 


{Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.) 
There  are  ledgers  kept  at  the  Savings 
Bank  Department  to  which  non-interest 
bearing  accounts  which  have  not  been 
operated  on  for  a  considerable  period  are 
transferred  as  opportunity  arises.  No 
such  transfer  takes  place  in  the  case  of 
interest  bearing  accounts. 

Dnblin  City  Mail  Can. 

Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Postmaster- 
General  when  will  the  present  contract 
for  the  conveyance  of  the  mail  by  oar  in 
Dublin  City  expire ;  or  have  the  present 
contractors  a  lease  of  the  undertaking. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.) 
The  contract  for  the  mail  cart  services 
in  Dublin  will  continue  in  force  until  one 
of  the  parties  gives  twelve  months'  notice 
to  determine  it. 

Dnblin  Mail  Contractor. 

Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Postmaster- 
General  whether  he  can  state  under  what 
circumstances  are  officials  of  the  General 
Post  Office,  Dublin,  allowed  to  visit  the 
mail  contractors'  premises;  and  if  it  is 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  Postmaster- 
General  that  an  officer  of  the  Greneral 
Post  Office  is  in  attendance  at  the 
contractors'  office  several  evenings  each 
week. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.)  My 
officers  visit  the  contractors'  premises 
whenever  necessary;  but  it  is  not  the 
practice  for  an  officer  to  attend  at  the 
contractors'  offices  several  evenings  each 
week. 

Overtime  in  the  Dublin  Post  Office. 

Mr.  DELANY  (Queen's  County, 
Ossory) :  To  ask  the  Postmaster-General 
if  he  will  say  the  amount  of  overtime  at 
present  being  performed  in  the  Dublin 
Greneral  Post  Office  (postal  and  telegraph 
branches)  from  the  1st  to  the  20th  of 
July ;  and  if  he  can  state  the  cause  thereof. 

Mr.  DELANY :  To  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  if,  in  view  of  the  amount  of 
overtime  worked  in  the  Dublin  General 
Post  Office,  he  will  make  arrangements  to 
have  the  staff  increased  by  placing  on  the 
establishment  some,  at  kast,  of  the 
learners  at  that  office  who  are  at  present 
waiting  over  two  years  for  appointments. 
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Mr.  del  an  Y  :  To  ask  the  Postmaster- 
General  will  he  say  why  the  vacancies  that 
exist  on  the  sorting  and  telegraph  branches 
in  the  Dublin  General  Post  Office  are  not 
filled  up;  and,  considering  that  these 
vacancies  have  now  existed  for  some  time, 
that  there  are  large  numbers  of  learners 
still  unappointed,  and  in  view  of  the 
amount  of  overtime  which  is  being 
worked,  will  he  see  the  appointments  are 
filled  up  forthwith. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Si/dney  Bvaton,)  I 
may,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  answer  the 
hon.  Member's  three  Questions  on  this 
subject  together.  The  number  of  hours 
of  overtime  performed  on  week-days  by 
the  indoor  force  in  the  sorting  and 
telegraph  offices  in  Dublin  from  the  1st 
to  the  20th  July  inclusive  were  2,577  and 
1,591  respectively.  I  regret  the  amount 
of  overtime  which  has  been  necessary,  the 
greater  part  of  which  was  due  to  the 
withdrawal  of  officers  for  season  pressure, 
for  substituting  officers  on  leave,  and  for 
loan  to  provincial  offices,  that  is  to  say,  to 
causes  incidental  to  the  summer  season. 
The  staff  of  the  Dublin  office  is  at  present 
under  revision,  and  I  am  not  able  to 
appoint  the  learners  to  established  posts 
until  the  revision  is  completed. 

Purchases    of   the   Congested  Districts 

Board. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  if  he  will 
state  the  number  of  years'  purchase  paid 
by  the  Congested  Districts  Board  for  the 
various  estates  which  they  have  acquired, 
and  the  date  of  each  such  purchase, 
indicating  the  area  of  each  estate  and  the 
entire  amount  paid  for  it. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Sinclair,)  Except  in 
the  case  of  Glendale,  the  estates  were 
bought  after  negotiation  and  the  lowest 
possible  price  was  paid.  The  figure  giVen 
was  not,  therefore,  a  precise  calculation 
of  so  many  years  purchase.  For  infor- 
mation on  the  other  points  alluded  to  by 
the  hon.  Member,  I  must  refer  him  to 
mge  9  of  the  Congested  Districts  Board 
Report  for  1905-6. 

Scottish  Local  Government  Board. 

Mb.  watt  (Glasgow  College):  To 
ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  if  he  will 
state  the  names  of  the  Members  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  of  Scotland; 
who    appoints    them ;    and  under  what 


authority  and  under  what  conditions  they 
hold  office  as  to  emolumentSy  meeting?, 
expenses,  and  termination  of  office. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Sindair.)  The  names 
of  the  appointed  members  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  are — Mr.  J.  Patten 
MacDougall,  Vice-President;  Mr.  Ewan 
MacPherson  ;  and  Dr.  Leslie  MacKenzie. 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  refer  to  Sections 
3  and  4  of  The  Local  Government 
(Scotland)  Act,  1894,  he  will  find  the 
rest  of  the  information  desired. 

Konia  Bagdad  Railway. 

Captain  FA.BER  (Hampshire, 
Andover) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  has  any 
information  regarding  the  extension  of 
the  Konia  Bagdad  Railway  to  Khor 
Abdullah  which  lies  on  the  sea  to  the 
north-east  of  Koweit  in  the  Persian  Gulf  ; 
whether  there  is  good  anchorage  at  Khor 
Abdullah  8  to  10  fathoms  deep  within 
300  yards  of  a  bluff  solid  enough  to  bear 
the  terminus  of  a  great  railway ;  and 
whether  the  British  Fleet  has  surveyed 
Khor  Abdullah,  which  belongs  to  the 
Sheik  of  Koweit. 

{Atiswered  by  Secretary  Sir  Edtranl 
Grey,)  I  have  no  information  as  to 
whether  any  decision  has  been  taken  in 
regard  to  the  extension  of  the  Konia 
Bagdad  Railway  to  Khor  Abdullah.  No 
proper  survey  of  Khor  Abdullah  has 
ever  been  maae  by  the  British  Fleet,  and 
T  have  no  information  which  would 
enable  me  to  make  a  statement  as  to  the 
depth  of  water  or  the  configuration  of 
the  land  in  that  locality. 

British  Concession  at  f9iu-chwang. 

Mr.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,  Mid.): 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  the  British  Concession 
on  the  north  side  of  the  river  at 
Niu-chwang,  granted  in  the  spring  of 
1899,  has  ever  been  taken  over;  and 
whether  it  is  now  intended  to  take  steps 
to  complete  the  acquisition  of  the  same. 

{Aiiswered  by  Secretary  Sir  Edtcard 
Grey,)  No  report  on  the  subject  of  the 
Concession  has  been  received  since  April, 
1899.  The  limits  of  the  Concession  were 
then  still  under  discussion  with  the 
Chinese  authorities.  Inquiry  is  being 
made. 
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Leigh  Cockles* 

Mr.  whitehead  (Essex,  S.K): 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  recent  action  of 
the  Fishmongers  Company  in  stopping 
the  sale  at  JBillingsgate  of  all  cockles 
from  Leigh ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
this  was  done  in  consequence  of  an 
allegation  that  a  basket  of  bad  cockles 
had  originated  from  Leigh ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  basket  from  which  the 
cockles  alleged  to  have  caused  typhoid 
were  supplied  was  not  owned  by  any 
cockier  at  Leigh,  and  that  the  cocklers  at 
Leigh  observe  the  regulations  necessary 
for  the  protection  of  the  public  as  laid 
down  by  Dr.  Klein ;  ana  whether  he 
proposes  to  take  any  action  in  regard  to 
this  exercise  of  authority  by  the  Fish- 
mongers Company,  in  view  of  the  loss 
inflicted  on  the  cockle  fishermen  at 
Leigh. 

{Answered  hy  Mr,  John  Burns,)  I  have 
communicated  with  the  Fishmongers 
Company  on  this  subject,  and  find  that 
they  have  taken  the  action  referred  to  in 
consequence  of  their  beine  satisfied  that 
the  cocklers  at  Leigh  had  not  observed 
the  regulations  laid  down  by  the  com- 
pany for  the  protection  of  the  public. 
The  company  state  that  they  have  no 
information  with  reference  to  the  basket 
of  bad  cockles  referred  to  in  the  Question. 
I  have  no  control  over  the  company  in 
the  matter. 

Stobs  Gamp. 
Sir  J.  JARDINE  (Roxburghshire); 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
what  arrangements  were  made  by  his 
predecessor  in  oflSce  at  the  time  of 
creating  rifle  ranges  at  Stobs  Camp  for 
the  safety  of  shepherds,  farm  servants, 
and  other  pedestrians  using  the  public 
right  of  way  and  drove  road  crossing  tlie 
slopes  of  Penchrise  Pen  from  the  River 
Slitrig  to  the  Allan  Water  and  Teviot 
Valleys ;  and  whether  the  precautions 
provided  by  law  in  cases  of  dangerous 
proximity  are  applied  at  these  ranges 
for  the  safety  of  persons  using  these 
ways. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Secretary  HaMane.) 
When  firing  is  being  carried  out  on  the 
ranges  danger  flags  and  two  look-out 
men  are  posted ;  the  latter  are  in  signal 
juid  telephonic  communication  with  the 


firing  points ;  and  when  persons  wish  to 
cross  the  range  firing  is  stopped.  No 
complaint  has  been  received  since  the 
ranges  were  taken  into  use. 

Empire  Day  at  Malta. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  To  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  he 
is  aware  that  on  Empire  Day,  Colonel 
Fortescue,  of  Pembroke  Camp,  Malta,  had 
his  full  band,  who  are  almost  entirely 
Protestants,  playing  at  a  Roman  Catholic 
f^te  at  the  Jesuit  College  in  Malta ;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  the  bandsmen  them- 
selves were  unwilling  to  attend  these 
proceedings,  he  can  say  by  whose 
authority  and  for  what  reason  they  were 
compelled  to  do  so. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Sea'etary  Halduiv.) 
No  information  has  been  received  at  the 
War  OflSce  as  to  the  matters  alleged  in 
the  Question. 

Artillery  Experts'  Reports. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Croydon)  • 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
Reports  of  Sir  Frederick  Stopford  and 
other  Artillery  experts  referred  to  by  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  ;  and  whether 
the  entire  approval  of  the  Government's 
proposals  with  regard  to  the  reduction  of 
the  Artillery  expressed  by  these  oflficers, 
extended  only  to  the  figures  or  to  the 
principle  of  the  changes. 

{Answered  hy  Mr,  Secretary  Haldane,) 
The  answer  to  the  first  part  of  this 
Question  is  in  the  negative.  The  answer 
to  the  second  part  is  in  the  aflfirmative  on 
both  points. 

Militia  Uniform  Contracts. 
Mr.  ANNAN  BRYCE  (Inverness 
Burghs) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether,  with  the  view  of  encourag- 
ing local  industries,  he  will  consider  the 
question  of  placing  at  Inverness  contracts 
for  the  furnishing  of  the  Militia  uniforms 
required  in  the  Highlands,  as  has  for 
many  years  been  done  by  the  Admiralty 
in  the  case  of  uniforms  required  by  it  for 
local  use. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane,) 
Uniforms  are  not  provided  specially  for 
the  Militia  but  for  the  Army  generally. 
Tenders  for  the  supply  of  material  and 
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the  making  up  of  uniforms  are  open  to 
the  whole  country.  At  the  present  time 
upwards  of  thirty  contracts  for  clothing 
and  clothing  material  are  running  in  Scot- 
land. It  would  not  be  practicable  to 
arrange  for  independent  local  provision 
of  uniforms  for  Militia  battalions. 

New  Oonstitntion  for  the  Transvaal. 

Sir  HENRY  KIMBER  (Wandsworth) : 
To  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  in  the  Letters 
Patent  intended  to  be  granted  by  the 
Gk)vernment  to  the  Transvaal  giving  it 
self-governing  powers,  there  will  be 
contained  any  power  to  His  Majesty  to 
revoke  or  alter  its  terms  afterwards  ;  and, 
if  there  be  no  such  express  power  in  the 
grant,  is  there  any  constitutional  law  by 
which  such  a  grant  once  made  can  be 
derogated  from. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Churchill.)  The 
Answer  to  both  Questions  is  in  the 
negative. 

Native  Prisoners  in  South  African  Mines. 

Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest  of  Dean) :  To  ask  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  Government  of  Natal  have 
proposed  to  let  native  pob'tical  prisoners 
to  mine-owners  and  other  employers ; 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  declarations  on  the  subject  made  by 
Lord  Carnarvon  when  Secretary  of  State ; 
and  if  further  communications  on  the 
matter  have  passed  between  His 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  Natal  since  the  assurances  given 
by  him  to  the  House. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Churchill.)  The 
Natal  Government  have  introduced  a 
Bill     permitting     the     employment     of 

Erisoners  sentenced  to  imprisonment  with 
ard  labour  for  any  period  exceeding  three 
months  by  contract  between  the  Govern- 
ment authority  and  any  municipality,  or 
fiublic  body,  or  company,  or  individual, 
t  does  not  therefore  apply  specifically  to 
political  prisoners.  I  have  seen  the 
statement  of  Lord  Carnarvon.  The 
Secretary  of  State  is  not  aware  that  any 
assurances  have  been  given  that  His 
Majesty's  Grovemment  would  interfere 
in  a  matter  properly  within  the  control  of 
the  Parliament  of  Natal  and  of  the 
Ministers  responsible  thereto. 


Oork  Begiiitnur  <tf  Title. 
Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.):  To  ask  Mr.  Attorney- 
General  for  Lreland  who  is  at  present 
discharging  the  duties  of  registrar  of  title 
for  the  county  of  Cork,  and  at  what,  if 
any,  rate  of  pay ;  who  appointed  soch 
person;  will  he  lay  upon  the  Table  & 
copy  of  the  document  under  which  such 
person  was  appointed ;  are  fees  charged 
to  applicants  for  registration ;  and,  if  so, 
under  what  authority  and  to  whom  are 
same  paid. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Cherry.)  Mr.  Henry* 
Wright  is  at  present  discharging  the 
duties  of  registrar  of  title  for  the  county 
of  Cork  pending  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
now  before  Parliament.  He  is  not 
receiving  any  special  salary  in  respect  of 
those  duties,  but  is  in  receipt  of  the  sdaiy 
appointed  for  the  office  of  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  and  Peace  for  the  East  Riding  of 
the  County  Cork  and  City  of  Cork  for 
the  performance  of  the  duties  of  those 
offices,  including  local  bankruptcy.  The 
Lord  Chancellor  is  unable  to  recommend 
the  payment  of  any  salary  to  Mr.  Wright 
as  local  registrar  of  title,  nor  would  the 
Treasury  assent  to  any  such  payment  to 
him.  Mr.  Wright  was  appointed  in 
succession  to  Mr.  Standish  O  Grady,  but 
the  law  officers  of  the  late  Government  ad- 
vised  that  his  appointment  was  irregular,, 
as  Mr.  Wright  was  not  qualified  under 
the  statute  regulating  the  performance  of 
the  duties  of  the  office,  and  the  present 
Lord  Chancellor  takes  the  same  view.  I 
have  no  objection  to  laying  upon  the 
Table  a  copy  of  the  document  purporting 
to  appoint  nim  if  the  hon.  Memoer  should 
move  for  it.  As  regards  the  latter  portion 
of  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  no  fees 
are  charged  for  first  registration  in  respect 
of  purchases  completed  through  the  I^d 
Commission  since  the  1st  January,  1892» 
Section  23  (1)  (b),  of  The  Local  Regis- 
tration of  Title  (Ireland)  Act,  1891. 
With  regard  to  purchases  completed 
before  that  date,  fees  are  charged  to  all 
such  applicants  as  did  not  apply  for 
registration  before  the  1st  of  «January, 
1893,  Section  22  (2).  Fees  are  charged 
for  all  subsequent  dealings  with  registered 
land  under  Section  8  of  the  Act  smd  Rule 
11  of  the  Consolidated  Rules  of  2l8t 
December,  1891,  20th  December  1893, 
and  24th  August,  18%.  All  fees  are 
taken  in  stamps,  which  are  purchased 
from  the  Inland  Revenue.     The  insurance 
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which  are  payable  under  Section  92 
of  the  Act  are  pkioed  to  the  credit  of  the 
t^rustees  of  the  Insurance  Fund. 

BaUysadare  Foreshore. 

Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  :  To 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
nrhether  he  is  aware  that  a  farmer  named 
M'Gloin  recently  recovered  damages  for 
tnrespass  against  a  fisherman  named 
Cavanagh  for  mooring  his  boat  in  BaUy- 
sadare Bay,  county  Sligo,  at  a  place 
marked  as  foreshore  upon  the  Admiralty 
chart,  and  upon  which  it  was  proved  the 
tide  ebbed  and  flowed  at  all  ordinary 
tides ;  and  will  he  inquire  as  to  the  facts 
from  the  coastguard  officer  who  gave 
evidence  for  the  defence,  and  direct  that 
the  coastguard  shall  be  watchful  to 
prevent  claims  arising  by  user  of  fore- 
shores by  the  farmers  whose  lands  abut 
on  the  bay  so  as  to  secure  to  the  fishermen 
their  privileges  of  landing  boats  and  nets 
on  the  shores  vested  in  the  Crown. 

(Answered  hy  Mr,  Lloyd-George.)  I 
have  asked  the  coastguard  officer  to 
report  on  all  the  matters  mentioned  in 
the  hon.  Member's  Question,  and  when 
I  have  received  the  Report  I  shall  be 

flad    to    communicate    with    the    bon. 
fember. 


Loss  of  the  ''  Horace.'' 

Sir  SEYMOUR  KING  (Hull,  Central): 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  case  of  the  sinking,  on  the 
17th  May  last,  of  the  sloop  ''Horace," 
by  collision  with  the  steamship  ''  Zero," 
in  the  River  Humber,  resulting  in  the 
death  of  Harold  Grimbleby;  why  no 
Board  of  Trade  inquiry  has  been  held ; 
and  whether  he  has  received  a  request 
from  the  parents  of  the  dead  man  for  an 
inquiry  to  be  held. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Lloyd-George.)  A 
request  for  inquiry  has  been  received 
from  the  representatives  of  the  relatives 
of  the  man  who  lost  his  life  by  the 
collision  between  the  sloop  ''Horace" 
and  the  steamer  "Zero."  Depositions 
were  made  by  the  masters  of  both  vessels 
before  the  Receivers  of  Wreck  and  an 
inquest  was  held  at  Hull  As  the  collision 
was  found  not  to  be  the  fault  of  the 
"Zero"  and  the  master  of  the  sloop  has 
no  certificate,  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
not  be  justified  in  incurring  the  expense 


of  a  formal  inquiry  under  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Acts.  I  am  advised  that  the 
master  of  the  "Zero"  attempted  to 
manoeuvre  his  vessel  into  position  so  as 
to  lower  his  boat  on  the  spot  where  the 
men  were  expected  to  be,  and  only 
desisted  from  puttine  his  boat  in  the 
water  when  he  saw  the  sloop's  boat  with 
the  survivors  in  her.  But  the  coroner 
stated  after  his  inquiry  that  it  would 
have  made  no  difference  if  half  a  dozen 
boats  had  been  launched. 

Leixlip  liails. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Kildare,  N.) : 
To  ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  outgoing  mails  from 
Leixlip,  county  Kildare,  leave  at  6  p.m. 
and  4  a.m. ;  and  whether  he  could  make 
such  a  rearrangement  of  mail  departures 
as  would  enable  the  people  of  that  district 
to  send  repUes  to  morning  letters  by  a 
mid-day  mail. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.)  I 
have  called  for  a  report  on  this  subject 
and  I  will  send  the  hon.  Member  an 
Answer  in  due  course. 

The  Stanley  Bevision. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  (Finsbury,  Central): 
To  ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether 
the  Stanley  scheme  for  improvements  in 
the  postal  service  included  the  pajrment 
of  double  time  for  Sunday  duty  to  the 
staff;  and,  if  so,  when  it  is  proposed  to 
put  this  part  of  the  scheme  into  effect. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.)  No 
change  has  been  made  or  proposed  in  the 
rate  of  payment  for  Sunday  duty. 

Central  Telegraph  Ofice— Telegxaphist's 

Complaint. 

Mr.  STEADMAN :  To  ask  the  Post- 
master-General whether  he  is  aware  that 
a  telegraphist,  named  Evershed,  in  the 
Central  Office,  London,  applied  for  an 
exchange  from  right  dutv  for  one  month, 
commencing  July,  on  the  ground  of  ill- 
ness of  bis  mother,  and  of  the  fact  that 
he  himself  had  barely  recovered  from  a 
long  period  of  sickness,  and  that  he 
provided  a  competent  substitute ;  whether 
seeing  that  although  he  furnished  a 
medical  certificate  showing  he  was  unfit 
for  night  duty,  the  Deputy  Controller 
compelled  him  to  perform  the  work  and 
declmed  to  accept  the  substitute,  he  will 
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investigate  the  circumstances,  and  explain 
why  the  request  for  an  exchange  was 
refused. 

(Anstvered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,) 
The  telegraphist  in  question  had  been 
allowed  to  exchange  from  night  duty  so 
freely  that  he  had  not  performed  any 
night  duty  for  several  years.  It  was  not 
considered  desirable  that  a  particular 
officer  should  be  thus  indirectly  exempted 
from  night  duty  in  permanence,  and 
further  substitution  was  therefore  refused, 
after  it  had  been  ascertained  by  medical 
examination  by  the  chief  medical  officer 
that  there  was  no  valid  reason  of  health 
to  prevent  this  officer  performing  night 
duty. 

BelllEtst  Overseer's  Promotion. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  To  ask  the 
Postmaster-General  if  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  memorial  of  January, 
1905,  regarding  a  promotion  made  the 
previous  month  to  the  class  of  overseer 
in  tho  Belfast  office ;  if  he  is  aware  that 
the  postmaster  of  Belfast  received  several 
deputations  of  men  who  were  passed 
over,  and  that  when  a  second  promotion 
was  made  to  the  overseers,  class  in 
February,  1905,  the  postmaster  of  Belfast 
assured  these  men  that  he  knew  of  no 
reason,  considering  their  record  and  work, 
why  they  should  not  be  promoted,  and 
assured  them  that  had  they  not  pressed 
their  protest  against  the  promotion  made 
in  the  previous  December  they  would 
not  have  had  to  complain  of  the  promo- 
tions made  in  the  following  February; 
will  he  say  whether  he  has  received 
reports  regarding  these  matters ;  and,  if 
not,  will  he  order  an  inquiry  into  the 
whole  question. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton,)  I 
cannot  review  cases  of  promotion  decided 
by  my  predecessor  eighteen  months  ago. 

BelfiBuit  Telegraphists'  Complaint. 

Mr.  SLOAN :  To  ask  the  Postmaster- 
General  if  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  complaints  made  by  the  telegraph  staff 
at  the  Belfast  office  regarding  a  smoke 
nuisance  for  which  the  proprietors  of  the 
Grand  Central  Hotel  are  responsible; 
and  whether,  seeing  that  assurances  given 
by  the  hotel  people  that  the  nuisance 


would  be  abated  have  been  totally  dis- 
regarded, will  he  say  what  steps  it  i» 
proposed  to  take  in  the  matter. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,)  The 
circumstances  appear  to  be  as  stated. 
Further  steps  are  being  taken  for  the 
abatement  of  the  nuisance  complained  of. 

East  Finchley  Telephone  Exchange. 

Mr.  NIELD  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  To 
ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether  any 
steps  have  yet  been  taken  to  establish  a. 
Post  Office  telephone  exchange  at  East 
Finchley  or  Finchley  (Church  End) ; 
when  it  is  likely  that  the  exchange  will 
be  ready  for  work ;  and  will  he  consider 
the  advisability  of  admitting  intending 
subscribers,  pending  the  commotion  of  an 
exchange  at  Finchley,  to  the  systems  of 
neighbouring  exchanges  at  the  ordinary 
rates  current. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.) 
Plans  were  prepared  some  time  ago  for 
the  extension  of  the  telephone  service  to 
Finchley,  and  the  establishment  of  ait 
exchange  at  Church  End  will  be  proceeded 
with  as  soon  as  the  necessary  wayleave 
consents  have  been  received  from  the 
district  council.  I  fear  that  it  will  not  be 
possible,  pending  the  establishment  of  the 
exchange,  to  give  residents  at  Finchley 
circuits  to  another  exchange  at  ordinary 
rates ;  but  I  propose  to  open  public  cut 
offices  in  the  district  at  an  early  date,  and 
these  will  I  hope  tend  to  minimise  the 
inconvenience  until  the  exchange  is* 
ready. 

HampBtead  Telephone  Exchange 
Employees* 

Mr.  NIELD  :  To  ask  the  Postmaster- 
General  whether  a  large  number  of  men,, 
formerly  engaged  in  connection  with  the 
constructional  work  of  the  Post  Office 
telephones  have  recently  been  dis- 
charged  owing  to  slackness  of  work ;  and 
whether  a  substantial  reduction  has  been 
made  in  the  employees  of  or  connected 
with  the  Hampstead  Exchange  on  this 
groimd  ;  and  whether  this  is  due  to  any 
falling  off  of  subscribers  to  this  Exchange 
or  generally  throughout  the  telephone 
service  of  the  northern  suburbs. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxion.)  In 
the  last  two  months  thirty-two  workmen 
have  had  to  be  paid  off  in  the  Hampstead 
district  in  consequence  of  the  completion. 
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of  the  main  duct  work  on  which  they 
were  employed.  There  is  no  falling  off 
in  the  number  of  subscribers  to  the 
Hampstead  or  otker  telephone  exchanges 
in  the  northern  suburbs. 

Torquay  Election— Cormpt  Praetiees. 

Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY  (Devon- 
shire, Honiton) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
it  is  the  practice  of  the  rublic  Prosecutor 
in  instituting  proceedings  to  rely  upon 
an  ex  parte  statement  made  by  the  com- 
plainants or  their  solicitor,  or  to  take 
any,  and,  if  so,  what  steps  to  verify  the 
charges  made ;  whether  any,  and,  if  so, 
what  steps  were  taken  by  the  Public 
Prosecutor  to  inquire  into  the  facts  of 
the  case  alleged  against  Mr.  Blackler, 
who  was  recently  prosecuted  at  the 
Exeter  Assizes  on  a  charge  of  corrupt 
practices  at  the  Torquay  election,  and 
a^nst  whom  the  grand  jury  found  no 
bill ;  and  whether  any  machinery  exists, 
in  a  case  such  as  that  of  Mr.  Blackler,  for 
providing  for  the  costs  of  the  accused  out 
of  the  public  funds. 

{Answered  hy  Sir  John  Walton,)  The 
Attomey-G^eneral  answers  t^jjs  Question 
at  the  request  of  the  Home  Secretary. 
The  director  of  public  prosecutions  makes 
such  inquiries  as  are  practicable  in  all 
cases  submitted  to  him.  [n  the  case  of 
Mr.  Blackler,  the  statements  of  the 
witnesses  were  taken  by  a  firm  of 
solicitors,  known  to  the  director,  and  in 
whom  he  had  confidence,  also  an  opinion 
of  counsel  was  forwarded  to  him  advising 
that  in  his  opinion  there  were  grounds 
for  proceeding  under  Section  2  of  46  and 
47  Vic,  c.  51.  This  afforded  evidence 
which  in  the  judgment  of  the  director 
justified  a  prosecution.  Process  was 
applied  for  and  granted.  The  accused 
when  before  the  bench  offered  no 
defence  or  explanation.  The  magistrates, 
eleven  in  number,  committed  him 
unanimously  to  take  his  trial  at  the 
assizes.  I  am  aware  of  no  machinery 
providing  for  the  payment  of  the  costs  of 
accused  persons  who  may  be  acquitted 
by  the  verdict  of  either  grand  or  petty 
juries  out  of  public  funds. 

Imprisonment  in  Deflaalt  of  Paying  Fines. 
Mr.  CAMERON  (Durham,  Houghton- 
le-Spring) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  whether, 
during  1904,  107,625  persons  were  sent 


to  prison  in  default  of  paying  fines ;  and» 
if  so,  whether  he  is  prepared  to  effect 
such  alterations  in  the  law  as  will  give 
such  persons  the  right  of  claiming  a  few 
weeks'  grace  before  conviction,  when  they 
give  hmafide  and  satisfactory  addresses, 
or  can  produce  reasonable  security. 

(Anstoered  hy  Mr.  Secretary  Gladstone.) 
The  number  of  persons  received  in  prison 
in  default  of  pajong  a  fine  during  1904 
is  correctly  stated  by  the  hon.  Member. 
The  law  contemplates  time  being  allowed 
defendants  to  pay  the  fines  imposed  on 
them,  and  only  last  year  a  circular  was 
issued  from  the  Home  Office  to  all  courts  of 
summary  jurisdiction  urging  that  full 
effect  should  be  given  to  the  merciful 
provisions  of  the  law.  I  have  no  reason 
to  doubt  that  the  considerations  urged  in 
the  circular  are  generally  borne  in  mind, 
and  that  a  person  with  a  settled  home  is 
rarely  or  never  refused  time  for  the  pay- 
ment of  a  fine;  but  if  information  is 
given  me  of  anv  case  in  which  they  have 
been  disregarded,  I  will  have  inquiry 
made.  It  should  be  remembered  that 
while  107,625  persons  were  received  in 
prison  during  1904  in  default  of  a  fine» 
the  total  number  fined  was  550,490. 
Both  figures,  I  may  add,  include  many 
cases  where  the  same  person  was  fined 
several  times  during  the  year,  and  there- 
fore appears  several  times  in  the  registers 
of  the  courts  or  of  the  prison. 


South 


War  Stores  Scandals. 


Mr.  HIGHAM  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Sowerby) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  in  connection  with  the  inquirv 
of  the  Boyal  Commission  on  the  scandals 
connected  with  the  purchases  and  re-sales 
of  stores  in  and  after  the  late  South 
African  War,  how  many  clerks  are 
engaged  upon  the  audit  of  the  accounts ; 
what  fee  per  day  is  being  paid  for  each 
clerk  to  the  firm  which  permanently 
employs  these  clerks ;  when  the  audit 
began;  and  when  it  is  expected  to 
terminate. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  McKerma.)  The  work 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers,  which 
was  undertaken  by  direction  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  War  Stores  in  South 
Africa,  was  not  so  much  an  audit  of 
accounts  as  an  inquiry  by  a  firm  of 
chartered  accountants  into  the  accounts 
of  the  War  Office  with  reference  ta 
transactions  during  and  after  the  war. 
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The  accountants  began  their  work  on 
July  29th,  1905,  and  concluded  it,  by  sub- 
mitting a  report  to  the  Boyal  Commission, 
on  March  19th,  1906.  The  number  of 
professional  clerks  employed  by  the  firm 
was  thirty  from  July  to  September,  and 
fortjr  from  October  onwanls,  with  an 
addition  of  twenty  clerks  supplied  by  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners  tor  the  more 
mechanical  work.  These  numbers  were 
gradually  reduced  as  the  inquiry  drew  to 
a  close.  The  fees  stipulated  for  by  the 
firm  were  at  the  rate  of  three  guineas  a 
day  for  chief  clerks  and  one  and  a  half 
guineas  a  day  for  other  professional 
clerks,  but  owing  to  the  unexpected 
length  of  time  occupied  by  the  work,  an 
abatement  was  made  on  the  settlement 
of  the  account  by  which  these  rates  were 
somewhat  reduced. 

Liverpool  Victoria  Legal  Friendly 

Society. 

Mr.  WHITEHEAD:  To  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  efforts 
being  made  by  the  officials  of  the  Liver- 
pool Victoria  Legal  Friendly  Society  to 
convert  that  society  into  a  company 
under  the  Companies'  Acts,  and  thereby 
chance  the  character  of  the  undertaking ; 
whetner  he  is  aware  that  the  persons 
insuring  in  that  society,  numbering  about 
3,000,000,  consist  mainly  of  people  of 
smaU  means  who  insure  their  children ; 
and  whether  the  Registrar  of  Friendly 
Societies  can  take  steps  to  secure  that 
these  persons  shall  have  an  opportunity 
of  being  heard  and  of  having  their  views 
considered  (either  through  attendance 
and  voting  at  meetings  or  otherwise) 
before  any  such  conversion  is  authorised. 

(Anstuered  by  Mr.  McKenna.)  I  would 
refer  my  hon.  friend  to  the  Answer  which 
I  gave  to  a  similar  Question  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow-in-Furne^s,  on  the 
24th  ultimo. 

Income-Tax  Bepayments. 

Mr.  SIMON  (Essex,  Walthamstow) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
paragraph  120  of  the  Report  of  the 
Departmental  Committee  on  Licome-tax 
of  last  year,  referring  to  the  pressure 
under  which  claims  for  repajrments  are 
dealt  with  at  Somerset  House  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  claims  of  this  nature 
involve  still  more  extreme  pressure  upon 


the  local  offices ;  whether  he  can  state  Ae 
number  of  firat  claims  for  repayment 
dealt  with  by  local  surveyors  in  the  same 
period  of  pressure  as  is  referred  to  in 
the  above  paragraph;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  will  cause  this  information  to 
be  provided;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
during  this  same  period  of  pressure 
local  surveyors  have  also  to  provide  for 
the  large  expansion  of  work  caused  by 
the  earher  delivery  of  schedules  of  unpaid 
amounts  of  Income  Tax  as  provided  in  the 
new  Regulations  issued  by  the  Boaid  of 
Inland  Revenue  in  1904;  whether 
frequent  and  heavy  overtime  without  pay 
is  periormed  by  the  clerical  staff  in  these 
local  offices  during  such  periods;  and 
whether  it  is  proposed  to  take  steps  to 
relieve  the  pressure  in  these  offices 
corresponding  to  the  steps  recently  taken 

to  relieve  the  pressure  at  the  head  office 
at  Somerset  House. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  McKenna.)  The 
number  of  first  claims  for  repayment 
received  at  Somerset  House,  after  being 
dealt  with  by  the  local  surveyors  in 
England  andWales,  between  Ist  March  and 
30th  June,  1 9p6,  was  about  40,000  (a  slight 
decrease  as  compared  with  the  number  of 
the  preceding  year),  an  average  of  163 
such  claims  for  each  of  the  246  surveyors' 
district  Speaking  generally,  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  work  in  surveyors'  offices  is 
heavier  in  the  winter  and  spring  than  in 
the  summer  months,  but  there  is  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  clerical  staff, 
which  has  been  largely  increased  in 
recent  years,  is  insufficient  to  meet  the 
demands  upon  it,  nor  are  there  any 
good  grounds  for  supposing  that  frequent 
and  heavy  overtime  without  pay  is 
performed  by  the  clerks  at  the  busy 
periods  of  the  year.  The  surveyors  are 
m  the  habit  of  applying  for  overtime 
allowances  for  their  clerks  in  times  of 
pressure,  and  all  appUcations  received 
are  fully  considered  and  dealt  with  on 
their  merits. 

Schoid  f or  TraiiwQff  PapU  Teachers  at 

Dr.  MASSIE  (Wiltshire,  CricUade)  : 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  whether  he  is  aware  that  one 
of  the  schools  proposed  to  be  used  in  the 
s^beme  for  training  pupil  teachers  in 
Oxford  IS  held  in  a  private  house  and  was 
opened  only  a  few  months  ago,  and  that 
the  head- mistress  holds  an  elementaiy 
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school  teacher's  certificate  only ;  that  the 
use  of  this  school  will  introduce,  for  the 
first  time  in  Oxford,  sectarian  controversy 
into  the  training  of  pupil  teachers,  the 
school  being  an  institution  of  an  extreme 
sectarian  type,  objected  to  by  a  large 
class  of  ratepayers;  and  whether  he 
proposes  to  take  any  action  in  the  matter. 

{Answered  hy  Mr,  BirrelL)  As  I  stated 
on  30th  July  in  reply  to  a  Question  on  this 
subject,  the  Board  of  Education  have  not 
recognised  any  particular  schools  for  the 
purposes  referred  to,  but  are  awaiting 
special  Eeports  by  their  inspectors,  ana 
other  information,  before  any  decision  is 
arrived  at.  I  will  see  that  the  various 
matters  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber are  borde  in  mind,  and  that  no 
scheme  is  sanctioned  which  will  recog- 
nise inefficient  provision  or  needlessly 
arouse  controversy. 

Hampshire  Rivers. 

xMr.  W.  D.  ward  (Southampton): 
To  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Somerset,  as  representing  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
whether  any  other,  and,  if  so,  which 
nvers  in  Hampshire  will  be  brought 
under  the  management  of  the  Avon  and 
Stour  Conservancy;  and,  if  no  decision 
has  at  present  been  reached,  whether 
there  is  prospect  of  a  decision  being 
reached  at  an  early  date. 

(Answered  hy  Sir  Edward  Strachey,) 
No  decision  has  yet  been  come  to  with 
regard  to  the  application  of  the  Avon 
and  Stour  Board  of  Conservators  for  an 
extension  of  their  district,  but  we  shall 
endeavour  to  arrive  at  a  settlement  of 
the  matter  with  as  little  delay  as  possible. 

Hagley  and  Glent  Street  Improvement* 

Mr.  C.  B.  HARMSWORTH  (Wor- 
cestershire, Droitwich) :  To  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  incon- 
venience occasioned  by  the  refusal  of  his 
Department  to  sanction  a  loan  of  £435 
applied  for  by  the  Bromsgrove  Rural 
District  Council  in  respect  of  private 
street  improvement  works  carried  out 
and  completed  in  the  parishes  of  Hagley 
and  Clent,  and  to  the  fact  that  the  plans 
and  specifications  for  such  works  received 
the  sanction  of  a  court  of  summary  juris- 
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diction,  sitting  at  the  court  house,  Stour- 
bridge, he  will  consider  the  possibility  of 
revising  the  decision  of  which  complaint 
is  made. 

(Answered  hy  Mr.  John  Burns.)  A  local 
inquiry  was  held  on  this  subject  by  one  of 
the  inspectors  of  the  Local  Grovernment 
Board,  and  it  appeared  that  the  works 
could  not  be  regarded  as  satisfactory.  I 
have  carefully  considered  the  matter,  but 
I  regret  that  I  do  not  see  my  way  to 
sanctioning  the  loan  desired. 

Indian  Food  Crop  Yields. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  To 
ask  the  Secretarv  of  State  for  Tndia  if  he 
will  state  how  the  yield  of  food  crops  per 
acre  in  each  province  in  India  for  the  year 
1904  compares  with  the  figures  for  the 
years  1880  and  1901. 

(Answered  hy  Mr.  Secretary  Morley.) 
Figures  for  1880  are  not  available,  as  pro- 
vincial estimates  of  the  yield  per  acre  of  the 
principal  crops  were  not  framed  until 
1892.  The  latest  volume  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Statistics  of  India  gives  a  compara- 
tive table  of  the  estimates  for  the  five 
years  ending  respectively  with  1897  and 
1902.  I  will  cause  a  copy  of  the  volume 
to  be  sent  to  my  honourable  friend  if  he 
desires  it. 

Ooolnakisha  Evicted  Tenant, 

Mr.  HAMMOND  (Carlow) :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord -Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  William  Agar,  for- 
merly of  Coolnakisha,  Old  Leighlin, 
Carlow,  has  any  prospect  of  being  re- 
stored to  his  former  holding  on  Sir 
Thomas  Butler's  property. 

(Answered  hy  Mr.  Bryce.)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  they  will 
have  William  Agar's  application  for  rein- 
statement inquired  into  as  soon  as  possible. 
The  Commissioners  understand,  however, 
that  Agar's  former  holding  is  in  the 
occupation  of  another  tenant.  Proceed- 
ings for  the  sale  of  Sir  T.  Butler's  estate 
have  not  yet  come  before  the  Commis- 
sioners. 


Fema  Bridge. 

Mr.  VINCENT  KENNEDY  (Cavan, 
W.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware 
that  the  Myles  O'Reilly  Coat  of  Arms  on 
the  bridge  of  Ferna,  county  Cavan,  is  now 
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placed  upon  a  level  with  the  roadway, 
and  if  left  in  this  position  will  shortly  be 
demolished  ;  and  will  he»  with  a  view  to 
preserving  this  historic  emblem,  have  it 
placed  higher  up  upon  the  bridge,  and 
thus  remove  it  from  danger  of  destruction 
and  secure  that  it  can  be  seen  by  passers 

by. 

(Anstuered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  The  Local 
Government  Board  have  no  information 
upon  this  subject.  The  matter  is  one  for 
the  local  authorities,  to  whose  notice  the 
Board,  without  delay,  will  brin^  the  hon. 
Member's  suggestion,  which  well  deserves 
to  be  considered. 

Irish  Poor  Law  Oommidsion. 

Captain  CRAIG  (Down,  E.) :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether,  in  view  of 
the  great  importance  of  the  subject  to  the 
whole  of  Ireland,  he  can  see  his  way  to 
reconsider  his  decision  regarding  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Irish  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sion and  appoint  to  it  an  independent 
member  of  tne  medical  profession  who  is 
thoroughly  conversant  with  the  whole 
principles,  honour,  and  interests  of  the 
roor  Law  medical  pi'ofession  in  Ireland. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  The  hon. 
Member  is  under  a  misapprehension.  No 
vacancy  exists  in  the  Irish  Poor  Law 
Commission,  which  has  now  practically 
completed  its  labours.  The  vacancy 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  in  mind  is 
in  the  Eoyal  Commission  on  the  Poor  Law 
for  the  United  Kingdom,  and,  as  to  that, 
I  would  refer  him  to  the  reply  given  by 
the  Prime  Minister  yesterday  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Waterford. 


Dromgriffen  Turbary  Bights. 

Mr.  HAZLETON  (Galway,  N.^ :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora-Lieu- 
tenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  state  whether 
William  Browne,  Gardenham,  Drum- 
griflfen,  county  Galway,  is  entitled  to 
rights  of  turbary  under  the  agreement 
purchasing  his  holding  from  Major 
William  W.  P.  Joyce,  dated  March  Ist, 
1905 ;  whether  be  is  aware  that  the  pur- 
chase of  this  holding  was  conditional  on 
such  rights  being  secured  to  him ;  and 
whether  the  Estates  Commissioners  can 
take  steps  to  see  that  they  are  so  secured. 


{Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  there  are 
before  them  two  agreements  for  purchase, 
signed  by  William  Browne,  dated  March 
1st,  1905.     One  of  these  relates  to  the 

Eurchase  of  one-fifteenth  share  of  a  turf 
ank,  comprising  altogether  seventy- 
three  acres.  When  the  case  comes  before 
the  Commisssionere  for  ruling,  they  will 
take  all  necessary  steps  to  secure  that 
Browne's  share  of  this  turf  bank  is 
properly  vested  in  him. 

Lavally  Parish  Committee. 

Mr.  HAZLETON :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  will  reconsider  their  decision  not 
to  give  a  grant  to  the  electoral  division 
of  Lavally,  county  Galway,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  a  parish  committee  scheme  ;  and 
whether  he  will  consider  the  advisability, 
in  case  the  Board  decide  to  give  a  grant, 
of  the  nearest  established  committee  ad- 
ministering the  grant,  thus  avoiding  the 
necessity  of  establishing  a  new  committee 
for  the  electoral  division  which  the  Board 
consider  inadvisable. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  This  matter 
will  be  brought  before  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  for  further  consideration 
at  their  next  meeting  on  the  Sth  instant. 

Irish  Army  Ordnance  Labourers  Fay. 

Mr.  FIELD  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  a  decision  has 
been  arrived  at  as  to  the  increase  of  pay 
of  labourers  in  the  Army  Ordnance  De- 
partment in  Ireland ;  and,  if  so,  from 
what  date  will  the  increase  take  effect. 


{Ansuoered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldam.) 
The  question  is  a  large  one.  It  is  not  at 
all  clear  that  the  wages  of  these  labourers 
are  below  the  market  rate  paid  for  the 
corresponding  class  of  labour  by  private 
employers  in  Dublin,  but  the  point  is  now 
under  close  investigation. 

Army  Hay  Oontracts. 
Sir  BRAMPTON  GURDON  (Norfolk, 
N.) ;  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  the  hay  and  straw  pur- 
chased for  the  Army  are  entirely  home- 
grown ;  or,  if  not,  what  proportion  is 
imported. 
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(Answered  hy  Mr,  Secretary  Haldane.) 
The  contracts  do  not  contain  any  specifica- 
tion as  to  sources  of  supply,  and  accord- 
ingly it  is  not  possible  to  dve  any  definite 
reply  to  the  Question.  Most  probably  by 
far  the  greater  part  is  home-grown. 

•     QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


War  Ship  Tonnage. 

Mr.  LUPTON  (Lincobishire,  Sleaford): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  if  the  aggregate  tonnage  of 
British  war  vessels  of  every  class  and 
type  is  equal  to  the  aggregate  tonnage  of 
the  war  vessels  of  France,  Germany, 
Bussia,  and  Italy. 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr.  Edbcund  Robbrtson,  Dun- 
dee) :  I  am  informed  that  the  aggregate 
tonnage  of  British  war  vessels  oi  every 
class  IS  2,041,113  tons.  The  aggregate 
tonnage  for  France,  Germany,  Russia, 
and  Italy  is  2,708,461  tons.  The  Answer 
to  the  Question  is,  therefore,  in  the 
negative. 

♦Mr.  BELLAIRS  (Lynn  Regis) :  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  this 
Answer  would  have  been  equally  true  at 
any  time  of  the  last  fifteen  years,  and 
that  these  tonnage  comparisons  are  most 
misleading  ? 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

♦Mr  BELLAIRS :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  in  obsolete  pro- 
tected cruisers  we  have  over  double  the 
tonnage  of  the  nations  named  in  the 
question  ? 

Mb.  ROBERTSON  was  understood  to 
say  that  he  had  only  to  answer  the 
Question  put  to  him. 

Tinned  Meats  for  the  Nav7. 

Mr.  ALDEN  (Middlesex,  Tottenham) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  whether  he  can  inform  the 
House  of  the  quantity  of  American  tinned 
meat  at  present  in  stock  at  the  Deptford, 
Plymouth,  and  Gosport  Victualling 
Yards ;  whether  this  meat  was  to  the 
order  of  the  late  Government ;  whether 
it  is  at  present  served  out  to  the  Navy ; 
what  is  the  intention  of  the  Grovemment 


with  regard  to  its  disposal ;  whether  he 
will  state  the  amount  of  jam  purchased 
by  the  late  Government  which  has  recently 
been  condemned  at  the  Deptford  Victual- 
ling Yard  ;  what  was  the  original  cost ; 
wh6  are  the  contractors;  and  whether 
they  can  be  held  responsible. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON :  The 
quantity  of  American  tinned  meat  at 
present  in  stock  at  the  victualling  yards 
mentioned  is  approximately  1,680,0001b. 
The  bulk  of  this  meat  was  purchased  in 
1903-04,  when  supplies  of  Australian 
meat  were  unobtainable  owine  to  drought. 
Men  serving  in  His  Majesty  s  ships  have 
for  the  present  been  allowed  the  option 
of  drawing  Australian  or  Argentine 
corned  beef  in  place  of  American,  but  it 
has  not  been  thought  necessary  to  con- 
sider special  measures  for  the  disposal  of 
the  stock  of  American  meat.  As  regards 
the  last  part  of  the  Question,  a  quantity 
of  jam,  amounting  to  269,0001b.,  has  been 
reported  as  unsuitable  for  issue,  and  the 
matter  is  now  under  investigation.  The 
prices  paid  for  this  jam  range  from 
28s.  7d.  to  34s.  5d.  per  cwt.  In  these 
circumstances  I  do  not  feel  in  a  position 
to  give  the  names  of  the  firms  concerned. 

Mr.  LUPTON:  How  long  has  this 
jam  been  in  stock  ? 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON:  I 
should  think  about  two  years. 

HMB.  "Montagn." 

Mr.  BELLAIRS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether  two 
of  the  ships*  companies  employed  in  the 
attempt  to  salve  the  "  Montagu  "  have  not 
been  able  to  go  ashore  or  obtain  leave 
for  over  two  months. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON :  Leave 
will  be  given  to  these  ships'  companies 
as  soon  as  the  work  on  the  "  Montagu  " 
permits. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether  the 
Admiralty  will  now  bring  to  an  end  the 
expenditure  on  the  attempt  to  salve  the 
"  Montagu ;  "  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  battleship  "  Duncan,"  in  the  aban- 
doned attempt  on  July  *J3rd,  struck  the 
ground  twice  and  was  imperilled  by  the 
tide  race ;  whether  one  cruiser  and  one 
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destroyer  employed  at  various  times  in 
the  salvage  operations  have  grounded; 
whether  a  lighter  was  sunk ;  and  whether 
he  has  any  further  information  of  casual- 
ties to  the  Navy  in  connection  with  these 
operations. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON :  The 
question  of  further  attempts  to  salve  the 
"  Montagu "  will  be  decided  after  the 
next  Spring  tides.  The  "  Duncan " 
touched  •ground  once  only,  the  damage 
being  very  slight;  she  was  at  no  time 
imperilled  by  the  tide  race.  The  only 
other  casualties  of  any  importance  which 
have  occurred  in  the  operations  are  the 
loss  of  a  lighter,  which  has  since  been 
recovered,  and  the  loss  of  two  ships* 
Doats. 

Torpedo  Boats. 
Mr.  NIELD  (Middlesex,  Ealing)  :  I 
oeg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
how  many  of  the  eighty-seven  torpedo 
boats  figuring  in  the  recently  issued  Re- 
turn are  upwards  of  fifteen  years  old ; 
how  many  are  capable  of  attaining  in 
practice  the  speed  of  a  modem  battleship, 
and  how  many  are  armed  with  the  obso- 
lete 14-inch  torpedo ;  and  what  is  the 
number  of  torpedo  boats  and  destroyers 
building  and  projected  for  the  chief  naval 
Powers. 

Mr.  EDMUND   ROBERTSON:    Of 
the  eighty-five  torpedo  boats  now  on  the 
list  fifty-five  are  upwards  of  fifteen  years 
old.     These  might  be  expected  to  attain 
a  speed  of  from  seventeen  to  eighteen 
knots.     Of  the  remaining  thirty,  seven- 
teen could  probably  reach  twenty  knots 
and    thirteen  over  twenty-three  knots. 
Sixty-four  of  these  boats  are  armed  with 
14-inch  torpedoes,  but  the  torpedoes  are 
of  types  which  are  not  considered  obso- 
lete.   The  number  of  destroyers  building 
for  Great  Britain  is  eighteen,  and  fourteen 
are  included  in  the  programme  of  new 
construction  for  this  year.     As  regards 
the  other  great  naval  Powers,  the  position 
is  as  follows.     France :  Under  construc- 
tion, fourteen  destroyers,  thirty  torpedo 
boats.       Projected,    eleven    destroyers, 
eleven  torpedo  boats.     Germany :  Under 
construction,  fourteen  destroyers.      Pro- 
jected, four  destroyers.     Russia:  Under 
construction,  sixteen  destroyers.     Italy  : 
Under  construction,  four  destroyers,  foui'- 
teen    torpedo    boats.       Projected,    ten 


destroyers,  fifteen  torpedo  boats.  United 
States :  Under  construction,  no  destroyers 
or  torpedo  boats.  Projected,  three  des- 
troyers. Japan:  Under  construction^ 
twelve  destroyers. 

Naval  Oanteen  Inquiry. 
Mr.  BOWLES  (Lambeth,  Norwood) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admir- 
alty whether  the  promised  inquiry  into 
the  abuses  of  the  naval  canteen  system 
has  been  instituted ;  whether  it  is  now 
proceeding ;  whether  it  proposes  to  he^ 
any  evidence  before  coming  to  a  con- 
clusion ;  and  whether,  before  its  conclu- 
sions are  acted  upon,  this  House  will  be 
afforded  some  opportunity  of  considerin, 
them. 


g 


Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON:  A 
Committee  has  been  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  system  of  naval  canteens,  and  it 
will  take  such  evidence  as  may  be  neces- 
sary. It  is  probable  that  any  proposals 
which  mav  be  formulated  by  tne  Com- 
mittee will  be  tested  experimentally  ii> 
some  fleet  or  squadron,  and  the  hon. 
Member  will  have  the  usual  opportunity^ 
of  bringing  up  the  question  in  the  House 
on  Navy  Vote  2. 


Sheemess  Reserve  Division— FirL 

Practice. 

Mr.  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  whether  he  baft 
now  completed  his  inquiry  into  the 
manner  in  which  quarterly  firing  practice 
was  carried  out  by  the  Sheerness  Reserve 
Division  in  April  last ;  whether,  in  order 
to  comply  with  the  admiral's  orders^ 
H.M.S.  "  Vindictive  "  fired  the  whole  of 
her  6-inch  heavy  gun  ammunition  in  ten 
minutes,  while  only  two  ships  were  per- 
mitted to  use  a  proper  range  for  this  pur- 
pose ;  whether  the  responsibility  for  this 
waste  of  training  and  ammunition  lies,  by 
King's  Regulation,  upon  the  rear-admiral 
commanding  the  division ;  and,  if  so, 
what  steps  the  Admiralty  have  taken  to 
enforce  this  responsibility  and  to  ensure 
that  such  waste  shall  not  recur. 

Mr.  EDMUMD  ROBERTSON :  As 
the  result  of  the  inquiry  now  completed^ 
it  would  appear  that  the  hon.  Alember 
has  been  misinformed,  and  that  there  is 
no  foundation  whatever  for  the  suggestion 
that  there  was  any  waste  of  ammunition^ 
or  that  the  firing  practice  was  in  any  way 
hurried. 
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BatUeehip  Constrnction— Wages  at 
Portsmouth. 

Mr.  J.  WARD  (Stoke-on-Trent):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admir- 
alty what  are  the  regulations  in  force 
as  to  extra  pay  to  workmen  employed 
in  the  construction  of  battleships  at 
Portsmouth  working  in  confined  spaces ; 
and  whether  wing  compartments  are 
treated  the  same  as  double  bottoms,  so 
far  as  extra  rates  are  concerned. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON :  Work- 
people engaged  in  cleaning  and  painting 
double  bottoms  or  working  in-  confined 
spaces,  are  paid  l^d.  an  hour  in  addition 
to  their  ordinary  rate  of  pay  while  so 
employed.  Wing  compartments  are 
treated  in  the  same  way  as  double 
bottoms  where  the  conditions  as  regards 
space,  nature  of  access,  and  ventilation 
are  the  same. 

Shoebnry  Shell  Dangers. 

Mr.  whitehead  (Essex,  S.E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  further  inquiiies  have  now 
been  made  by  the  War  Ofilce  into  the 
statement  brought  to  his  notice  last 
month,  that  on  the  4th  June  a  shell  from 
Shoeburv  fell  within  twenty  yards  of  a 
party  of  nine  who  were  fishing  in  the 
bawley  "Edgar,"  from  Leigh-on-Sea ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  pnor  to  the 
matter  being  brought  to  the  notice  of 
the  War  Office,  Sergeant-Major  Gunnett 
had  already  been  to  Leigh-on-Sea  to 
interview  the  skipper  of  the  bawley 
"  Edgar,"  with  reference  to  the  incident, 
and  had  ascertained  all  the  details ;  and 
that  those  responsible  for  the  firing  still 
allege  that  the  incident  did  not  take 
place  ;  and,  if  so,  can  he  state  why  Ser- 
geant-Major Gunnett  visited  Leigh  to 
interview  the  skipper  before  any  com- 
plaint or  allegation  had  been  made  to  the 
War  Office. 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Haldane,  Haddington) : 
A  Court  of  Inquiry  will  be  held  to  investi- 
gate fully  the  alleged  incident.  As 
regards  the  visit  of  Sergeant-Major  Gum- 
net  to  I^igh  which  took  place  on  the  20th 
June,  I  may  point  out  that  my  hon. 
friend  gave  notice  of  his  Question 
on  the  18th  June  and  that  the  attention 
of  the  Commandant  of  the  School  of 
Gunnery  was  drawn  to  it  on  the  19th 
June. 


Newtowngore  Ez-Soldier's  Pension. 

Mr.  T.  SMYTH  (Leitrim,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if 
he  will  reconsider  the  case  of  Thomas 
Henry  Bryson,  formerly  of  the  Royal 
Engineers  and  now  of  Newtowngore, 
County  Leitrim,  who  enlisted  on  29th 
December,  1877,  and  is  in  possession  of 
the  Zulu  medal,  with  the  only  clasp 
given  for  the  war,  and  is  disabled  with 
rheumatism,  which  he  contracted  whilst 
on  foreign  service ;  and  whether,  seeing 
that  his  pension  is  only  Is.  per  day,  while 
other  pensioners  who  served  in  the 
the  same  war  have  2s.  per  day,  he  wiD 
reconsider  his  case  with  a  view  to  in- 
creasing his  pension. 

♦Mr.  HALDANE:  This  man  was 
invalided  from  the  Royal  Engineers  after 
a  service  of  five  years,  332  days  only,  on 
account  of  rheumatism,  which  commenced 
at  Chatham  after  he  had  served  for  just 
over  a  year  and  before  he  served  abroad. 
His  present  pension  of  Is.  a  day  is  the 
highest  which  can  be  granted  to  him 
under  the  regulations. 

Corragh  Camp  Stabling. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  on  the  3rd  July  last,  six- 
teen polo  ponies,  the  property  of  officers 
of  the  19th  Hussars,  stationed  at  the 
Curragh  Camp,  were  brought  to  and 
provided  with  stabling  at  the  Marl- 1 
borough  Barracks,  Dublin,  till  the  end  of 
the  week ;  if  so,  whether  the  taxpayers 
are  bound  to  provide  free  stabling  for 
horses  kept  by  officers  for  their  own 
amusement;  and  if  the  taxpayers  are 
not  so  •  bound,  what  steps  does  he 
propose  to  take  to  prevent  a  recurrence 
of  tne  incident  in  question. 

♦Mr.  haldane  :  When  Government 
stabling  is  temporarily  vacant  and  pot 
actually  required  for  accommodation  of 
Government  horses,  the  private  horses  or 
ponies  of  officers  may  be  accommodated 
provided  that  no  expense  to  the  public 
is  thereby  incurred. 

Mr.  CLANCY :  And  is  there  no  ex- 
pense to  the  public  1 

♦Mr.  haldane  :  None. 

British  Indians. 

♦Mr.  REES  (Montgomery  Boroughs) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
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for  the  Colonies  whether  the  Gk>vemment 
will  make  further  representatioDs  to  the 
administrations  concerned,  to  the  effect 
that  the  exaction  of  a  literary  test  in 
English  from  British  Indians  is  unfair. 

The  tlNDER-SECRETAEY  for  the 
COLONIES  (Mr.  Churchill,  Man- 
chester) :  As  at  present  advised  the 
Secretary  of  State  is  not  prepared  to 
make  representations  on  the  subject  to 
the  Colonial  Governments. 

South  Afdcan  Murders— Bev.  Cteorgo 

Maddison. 

♦Mr.  REES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
the  Bev.  George  Maddison,  a  Wesleyan 
minister,  of  Johannesburg,  who  was 
assaulted  by  natives  in  the  early  part  of 
this  month,  has  died  of  his  wounds ;  and 
what  action  is  proposed  for  the  pro- 
tection of  Europeans  in  South  Africa. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  A  statement  to 
this  effect  has  appeared  in  the  newspapers, 
but  I  have  received  no  official  information. 
It  is  the  duty  of  the  local  Government 
to  afford  all  reasonable  protection. 

♦Mr.  REES  asked  if  this  was  not  the 
third  death  by  violence  oflered  to  a  party 
of  Europeans  of  which  Mr.  Maddison  was 
a  member,  and  Mr.  Churchill  requested 
him  to  give  notice. 

Major  SEELY  (Liverpool,  Aber- 
cromby) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  what  are 
the  number  of  white,  yellow  and  coloured 
persons  respectively  who  have  been 
murdered  by  Chinese  coolies  in  the 
Transvaal  during  the  first  six  months  of 
the  year. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  I  unintentionally 
misled  the  House  the  other  day  when  in 
answer  to  a  supplementarv  Question  I 
said  the  majority  of  the  murdered 
persons  were  whites.  The  number  of 
persons  murdered  by  Chinese  coolies  in 
Witwatersrand  ana  Pretoria  districts 
during  the  first  six  months  of  this  year 

19  I~— 

Whites    .        .        -        .        2 
Coloured  -        -        -        4 

Yellow    -        .        -        -       21 


Total 


27 


]>i8tenchis6d  Cape  Odony  Voten. 
Mr.  hicks  beach  (Gloucestershire. 
Tewkesbury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  how 
many  voters  were  disfranchised  in  Cape 
Colony  after  the  war,  and  when  these 
electors  will  regain  their  votes. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  According  to  a 
Cape  official  Return,  printed  in  1904,  the 
number  of  persons  disqualified  from 
voting  at  Parliamentary  elections  owing 
to  convictions  for  treason  in  ten  districts 

Principally  affected  by  rebellion  was  7,072. 
*he  sentence  in  the  case  of  ordinary 
rebels  was  for  five  years.  The  next 
biennial  registration  takes  place  in  1907, 
and  it  is  understood  that  the  number  of 
those  who  will  not  be  able  to  be  placed  on 
the  register  then  is  inconsiderable. 

Repatriation  of  Chinese  Coolies. 
Sir  henry  CRAIK  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities) :  I  be^  to  ask  the 
Under-Secretarv  of  State  for  tne  Colonies 
whether,  of  tne  Chinese  coolies  who 
applied  for  repatriation,  a  certain  number 
are  anxious  to  withdraw  their  application, 
but  have  been  refused  permission  to  do  so. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  Instructions  have 
been  given  that  the  cases  of  coolies  who 
change  their  minds  must  be  most  care- 
fully investigated  by  the  superintendent, 
and  a  record  kept.  If  he  is  completely 
satisfied  that  they  wish  to  remain  in  the 
Transvaal  they  are  not  to  be  repatriated 
against  their  will.  I  am  informed  that 
their  have  been  four  such  cases.  There 
is  no  reason  to  apprehend  that  any  have 
been  refused  permission  to  withdraw 
their  applications. 

Bepatriation  NoUcea. 
Mr.  F.  E.  smith  (Uverpool,  Walton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  he  is  satisfied 
that  the  terms  of  the  amended  repatria- 
tion notices  are  readily  intelligible  to  the 
coolies  employed  in  the  South  African 
mines;  and  how  many  of  them  have 
intimated  a  desire  to  avail  themselves  of 
the  facilities  thereby  promised. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  The  SecreUry  of 
State  has  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the 
amended  notice  has  not  been  understood. 
He  has  received  no  report  as  to  the  num* 
ber  of  applications  made  under  it. 
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Transvaal  Oivil  Service. 
Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  (Lan- 
arkshire, N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  what 
are  the  respective  numbers  of  British 
and  Boer  civil  servants  at  present 
serving  in  the  Transvaal. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  I  do  not  know 
what  the  numbers  may  be,  nor  whether 
such  classification  is  possible. 

Transvaal  Bywoners. 
Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  he  can  state  the 
estimated  number  of  bywoners  in  the 
Transvaal. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  I  cannot  under- 
take to  make  an  estimate. 

Transvaal  Second  Chamber. 
Mr.  GIBBS  (Bristol,  W.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  the  High  Commissioner 
will  be  consulted  as  to  the  persons  to  be 
nominated  for  the  Second  Chamber  of 
the  Transvaal  Government. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  It  is  our  practice 
to  consult  freely  with  the  High  Commis- 
sioner on  all  matters  of  public  import- 
ance which  concern  the  territories  under 
his  charge. 

Manhood  Snfhrage  in  South  Africa. 

Mr.  GIBBS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  manhood  suffrage  exists  in  Cape 
Colony  or  in  Natal. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :    No,  Sir. 

British  Cotton  Growing  Associa^on  and 
the  India  Oiike. 

*Mr.  REES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  whether  he  will  present 
the  correspondence  between  the  India 
Office  and  Government  of  India,  and  the 
British  Cotton  Growing  Association 
which  has  taken  place  since  the  pre- 
sentation of  C.  1982  of  1904. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  MoRLET,  Montrose 
Burghs) :  The  Grovemment  of  India  a 
few  months  ago  published  in  India  the 
correspondence  which  had  taken  place 


subsequent  to  the  date  referred  to.  I 
shall  be  happy  to  present  it  to  Parliament 
if  my  hon.  friend  will  move  for  it. 

Indian  Oonntry  Spirit. 
♦Mr.  REES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  whether  he  will 
communicate  to  the  House  the  results  of 
the  deputation  of  Major  Bedford,  I.M.S., 
to  investigate  the  avoidably  noxious 
properties  of  common  Indian  country 
spirit. 

Mr.  MORLEY  : '  When  the  Report 
reaches. me,  I  will  consider  whether  the 
Papers  can  be  presented. 

Assault  of  Sergeant  Maxwell  at 
Allahabad* 

♦Mr.  REES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  if  he  has  any  informa- 
tion regarding  the  assault  committed  last 
month  by  natives  of  India  upon  Sergeant 
Maxwell  at  Allahabad. 

Mr.  MORLEY:  No  information  on 
this  subject  has  reached  me. 

Bengal  Tea  Land  Assessment 
♦Mr.  REES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  whether  the  Grovem- 
ment of  Eastern  Bengal  proposes  to  in- 
crease the  assessment  of  lana  under  tea 
in  the  Surma  Valley  by  50  per  centum  ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
tea  industry  has  suffered  for  years  past 
irom  currency  legislation,  war  taxation, 
high  duties,  and  increased  cost  of  labour, 
that  prices  are  low,  and  the  condition  of 
estates  in  the  Surma  Valley  unsatisfac- 
tory, he  will  cause  inquiries  to  be  made 
by  the  Government  of  India  as  to  the 
justice  of  such  increased  assessment. 

Mr.  MORLEY:  I  would  refer  my 
honourable  friend  to  the  Answer  I  gave 
to  a  similar  Question  in  this  House  on  the 
31st  July.t  I  have  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  due  regard  has  not  been  paid  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  tea  industry,  and  I 
hardly  think  it  necessary  to  interfere 
with  the  discretion  vested  by  the  Law  in 
the  local  Gk>vemment. 

The  Opinm  Traffic 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  (Down,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  what  steps  he  has  taken,  or  intends 

t  See  (4)  Debates,  clxu.,  69S. 
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taking,  to  give  effect  to  the  unanimous 
Vote  of  the  House  of  Commons  against 
the  opium  traffic  between  India  and 
China. 

Mr.  MORLEY:  I  would  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  Answer  I  gave  to 
a  similar  Question  in  this  House  on  July 
17th,  as  to  the  action  which  His  Majesty's 
Grovernment  proposes  to  take  in  the 
matter,  viz.,  first  to  ascertain  exactly 
what  the  proposals  and  inclinations  of  the 
Chinese  Government  are,  and  secondly, 
to  see  whether  they  can  in  some  way 
meet  those  views. 

British  Trade  in  Manchuria. 

Mr.  LYNCH  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Bipon) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  what  steps  are 
being  taken  by  His  Majesty's  Government 
to  safeguard  and  to  develop  British  com- 
mercial interests  in  Manchuria,  in  view 
of  the  importance  to  this  country  of 
neutral  markets  on  account  of  oiur  Free 
Trade  principles. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  ¥0B 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir .  Edward 
Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick) :  His 
Majesty's  Government  understand  that 
there  are  no  longer  any  restrictions  on 
the  movements  of  foreign  traders  or 
merchandise  in  Manchuria.  A  Consul- 
General  will  be  appointed  to  reside  at 
Mukden,  and  there  is  also  a  Consul  at 
Newchang.  It  will  be  their  duty  to  see 
that  British  traders  receive  the  equal 
treatment  with  the  nationals  of  other 
countries  to  which  they  are  entitled,  and 
to  afford  them  such  assistance  as  they 

goperly  can.  A  few  weeks  ago  Mr. 
osie,  the  Commercial  Attache  at  the 
Pekin  Legation,  was  sent  specially  to 
Newchang  and  Mukden  to  report  on  the 
position  in  Manchuria. 

Disturbances  in  Persia. 

Mr.  lynch  :  I  beg  to  a^k  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
he  has  received  any  official  information  on 
the  subject  of  the  disturbances  in  Persia, 
especially  as  to  whether  any  persons,  and, 
if  any,  how  many,  have  taken  refuge  at 
the  British  Legation;  and  whether  he 
can  state  what  steps  are  being  taken  by 
His  Majesty  s  Grovernment  to  bring  about 
a  better  state  of  things  in  that  country, 
in  view  of  Great  Britain's  political  and 
commercial  interests  there. 


Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  His  Majesty's 
Government  are  being  kept  fully  informed 
of  the  state  of  Affairs  in  Persia,  and  the 
latest  telegraphic  information  received  is 
to  the  effect  that  some  12,000  persons 
have  taken  refuge  at  the  British  Legation 
at  Teheran.  His  Majesty's  Gk)vemment 
have  urged  upon  the  Persian  Government 
the  advisability  of  taking  immediate 
measures  to  put  a  stop  to  this  state  of 
affairs  by  giving  satisfaction  to  the 
reasonable  demands  of  the  refugees.  We 
have  been  informed  that  the  resignation 
of  the  Grand  Vizier  has  been  accepted  by 
the  Shah. 

The  Servian  Regicides. 

Mr.  BOTTOMLEY  (Hackney,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  what  precautions  have 
been  taken,  and^  what  guarantees  have 
been  obtained,  to  enable  the  British 
Minister  at  Belgrade  to  avoid  coming  into 
contact  with  regicides ;  how  the  British 
Minister  will  be  able  to  carry  out  his 
duties  efficiently  if  he  avoids  all  relations 
with  regicides  ;  and  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the  corres- 
pondence relating  to  the  renewal  of  diplo- 
matic relations  between  Great  Britain 
and  Servia. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY  :  His  Majesty's 
Government  have  received  from  the 
Servian  Grovernment  assurances,  which 
they  consider  satisfactory,  that  His 
Majesty's  Minister  at  Belgrade  shall  nol 
be  brought  into  contact  with  regicides. 
It  does  not  seem  necessary  to  lay  any 
Papers. 

Morocco  Police. 

♦Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Blackpool): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  Foreign 
Ministers  at  1  angier  have  power  to  use 
the  police,  which  are  being  formed  under 
European  instnictors  in  the  coast  towns 
of  Morocco,  to  stop  the  public  sale  of 
slaves  in  those  towns. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY:  The  European 
police  to  be  formed  in  Morocco  being  under 
the  Sovereign  authority  of  the  Sultan  wiD 
not  receive  directions  from  the  Corps 
Diplomatique  at  Tangier.  His  Majesty's 
Minister  at  Tangier  is  fully  aware  of 
the  importance  which  His  Majesty's 
Government  attach  to  the  issue  by  Uie 
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Sultan  of  stringent  orders  to  the  police  in 
the  coast  towns  for  the  suppression  of  the 
slave  traffic. 

*Mr.  ASHLEY  put  two  supplementary 
Questions  which  were  understood  to  have 
reference  to  the  appointment  of  inspectors 
and  was  referred  to  the  General  Act  of 
the  Algeciras  Conference. 

European  Land  Owners  in  Morocco. 
♦Mr.  ASHLEY :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
the  recommendations  of  the  Aleeciras 
Conference,  approved  of  by  the  Sultan  of 
Morocco,  have  in  any  way  altered  the 
conditions  under  which  Europeans  can 
obtain  titles  to  land  in  that  country. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  I  beg  leave  to 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  Article  60  of 
the  General  Act  of  the  Algeciras  Confer- 
ence, which  has  been  laid  before 
Parliament.  It  lays  down  that  in  con- 
formity with  the  right  recognised  as 
belonging  to  them  by  Article  11  of  the 
Madrid  Convention,  foreigners  shall  not, 
except  for  proper  reasons,  be  hindered 
from  acquiring  land  thi-oughout  the 
whole  of  Morocco,  while  "in  the  ports 
open  to  trade,  and  within  a  radius  of  ten 
kilometres  round  such  ports,"  the  consent 
of  the  Sultan's  Grovernment  is  granted 
"  in  a  general  manner,  without  such  con- 
sent having  henceforth  to  be  obtained 
specially  in  respect  of  each  purchase.'' 

In  reply  to  a  supplementary  Question, 
Sir  Edward  Grey  said  the  Act  would  not 
have  a  retrospective  effect,  and  conse- 
quently would  not  apply  to  land  sold 
at  Tangiers  before  it  was  passed. 

Disqnietude  at  Bengasi. 

Mr.  J.  M.  ROBERTSON  (North- 
umberland, Tyneside) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether,  in  view  of  the  recent  msquiet  at 
Bengazi,  and  the  reported  refusals  to 
allow  European  travellers  to  pass  through 
that  district,  he  will  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  the  Commission  engaged  on  the 
delimitation  of  the  frontier  at  Tabah 
being  employed  to  delimit  the  Tripolitan 
frontier. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  A  proper  de- 
limitation is  desirable,  but  His  Majesty's 
Government  do  not  consider  the  present 


moment  favourable  for  extending  the 
scope  of  the  Commission  now  engaged  on 
the  Sinai  frontier. 

Mecca  Pilgrims. 

Mr.  J.  M.  ROBERTSON :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  the  conveyance  by  sea  of 
Egyptian  pilgrims  from  Egypt  to  Arabia 
is  made  a  monopoly  of  the  Khedival 
Steamship  Company,  while  natives  of 
other  countries  are  allowed  to  sail  from 
the  same  ports  by  other  lines ;  and 
whether  Sir  Auckland  Colvin,  formerly 
financial  adviser  to  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment, is  the  chairman  of  the  company  in 
question. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  The  Foreign 
Office  are  not  in  possession  of  any  informa- 
tion on  the  matter,  which  is  one  that 
primarily  concerns  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  WEIR  (Ross  and  Cromarty) : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  make  in- 
quiry 1  This  matter  has  been  going  on  for 
years. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  If  any  evi- 
dence is  brought  to  my  knowledge  of  the 
matters  injuriously  affecting  British  ships 
I  will  inquire. 

Mr.  J.  M.  ROBERTSON :  And  other 
ships  also.  Is  it  permissible  to  give  a 
monopoly  for  the  benefit  of  English  ship- 
ping to  the  exclusion  of  all  other  shipping  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY:  I  presume 
the  interest  of  the  shipping  of  the  other 
countries  will  be  safeguarded  by  their 
own  Governments,  should  anything  bei 
done  by  the  Egyptian  Government  which 
they  deemed  to  be  prejudicial  to  those 
interests. 

Seamen's  Remittances— Deductions. 

Major  SEELY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  he  can  see  his  way  to  remit  that 
part  of  the  charge  of  threepence  in  the 

g)und,  levied  on  the  remittance  home  of 
ritish  seamen's  wages  from  Hamburg 
and  other  foreign  ports,  which  is  now 
retained  by  the  British  Consuls  in  those 
ports. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY  :  I  understand 
that  arrangements   have  been  come  to 


1355 


Questions. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 


1356 


with  the  Treasury  which  will  enable  us 
to  give  up  the  part  of  the  charge  referred 
tO)  which  amounts  to  twopence  in  the 
pound. 

Transvaal  Constitution. 

Mr.  GIBBS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  when 
the  Letters  Patent  will  be  issued;  and 
when  the  new  Transvaal  Constitution  will 
come  into  effect. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  No  precise  date 
can  yet  be  fixed  for  the  issue  of  the  Letters 
Patent,  nor  a  date  when  the  new  Con- 
stitution will  come  into  eflfect.  Every- 
thing will  be  done  to  expedite  the  matter, 
and  an  Order  in  Council  has  been  passed 
for  preparing  the  list  of  voters  by  addins 
the  fresh  voters  who  will  become  entitlea 
under  manhood  franchise.  I  should  ex- 
pect that  the  elections  will  be  held  not 
later  than  the  beginning  of  next  year. 

Sir  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  whether  the  Letters 
Patent  would  contain  any  restriction  on 
the  importation  of  munitions  of  war  into 
the  Transvaal  1 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  No,  Sir.  I  do 
not  think  there  will  be  any  departure 
from  the  ordinary  practice  in  the  case  of 
instruments  of  this  character. 

Mr.  LYTTELTON  (St.  George^s,  Han- 
over Square) :  When  will  further  Papers 
on  this  subject  be  laid  ? 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  replied  that  they 
would  be  out  shortly.  They  were  being 
gone  through. 

Death  Duties. 
Mr.  THORNE  (West  Ham,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
what  amount  of  death  duties  has  been 
paid  into  the  Exchequer  each  year  during 
the  past  six  years. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  ASQUITH,  Fifeshire,  E.) :  I 
would  refer  my  hon.  friend  to  the  table 
on  page  79  of  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Inland  Revenue  for  the  year 
1904-5  (Cd.  2033),  which  gives  the  Ex- 
chequer receipt  of  each  of  the  eleven 
years  from  1894-5  to  1904-5.  In  1905-6 
the  amount  paid  into  the  Exchequer  was 
£12,970,000. 


Discipline  in  the  Ohnich— Oost  of 
the  Beport. 

Sir  J.  JARDINE  (Roxburghshire)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer if  he  can  state  approximately  the 
eost  of  the  publication  of  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission  on  the  Discipline 
of  the  Church  of  England,  including  the 
volumes  containing  the  evidence. 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  The  total  cost  of 
printing  and  paper  is  about  £2,050. 

Collectors  of  the  King's  Taxes. 

Mr.  BOWLES:  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
collectors  of  King's  taxes  are  required  by 
the  terms  of  their  appointment  to  give  all 
their  time  to  the  duties  of  their  office  ; 
whether  they  are  permitted  to  combine 
with  those  duties  the  ownership  and 
conduct  of  house,  beer,  coal,  and  other 
agencies ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  is  held  to 
be  in  the  public  interest  that  information 
obtained  in  the  course  of  public  duty 
should  be  used  by  these  officers  to  further 
their  private  concerns. 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  Collectors  of  taxes 
are  not  required  to  give  their  whole  time 
to  the  duties  of  their  office.  They  may 
engage  in  other  avocations,  including 
those  mentioned.  The  use  of  information 
obtained  as  a  collector  of  taxes  for  the 
furtherance  of  private  interests  would  be 
regarded  as  a  serious  breach  of  official 
trust,  and  would  be  appropriately  dealt 
with  if  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue,  or  of 
the  Greneral  Commissioners  of  the 
District,  as  the  case  may  be. 

Qerman  Gipsies. 

Sir  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  he  is  aware  that  eight 
families  of  German  gipsies,  numbering 
seventy-five  persons,  led  by  a  Bavarian 
named  Peter  Gk>i,  arrived  last  March  at 
Leith  from  Hamburg,  and  have  since 
been  a  source  of  inconvenience  and  ex- 
pense to  the  local  authorities  and  people 
of  Glasgow,  Newcastle-on-Tyne,  Hul]» 
York,  Leeds,  Wakefield,  Bamsley, 
Sheffield,  and  Manchester,  as  well  as  to 
the  intervening  districts  ;  if  he  can  state 
who  was  responsible  for  the  adnussion  of 
these  aliens ;  if  he  will  reimburse  the 
areas  concerned  the  costs  to  which  they 
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have  been  put  by  the  laches  of  the  Immi- 
gration Department  of  the  Home  Office ; 
and  how  soon  he  will  rid  the  country  of 
these  foreign  caravans  under  the  powers 
conferred  upon  him  by  the  last  Wlia- 
ment. 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Gladstone,  Leeds,  W.) :  The  bands  of 
German  gipsies  referred  to  by  my  hon. 
and  gallant  friend  presumably  form  part 
of  those  who  landed  in  Scotland,  as  he 
says,  in  March,  April  and  May.  When 
it  became  apparent  that  the  traffic  in 
these  aliens  was  being  organised  so  that 
they  could  escape  inspection  I  took  steps, 
as  announced  to  this  House  on  May  10th, 
to  secure  that  any  further  arrivals 
by  the  steamship  line  which  was  carry- 
ing them  should  be  subjected  to 
inspection.  Those  steps  were  successful 
in  preventing  any  further  arrivids. 
The  admission  of  these  aliens  was  not 
due  to  any  failure  on  the  part  of  the 
officials  engaged  in  administering  the 
Aliens  Act,  and  that  Act  gives  me  no 
jurisdiction  to  deal  with  them. 

Sir  HOWARD  VINCENT :  How  are 
we  to  get  rid  of  these  wretched  people  1 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  afraid  no 
action  can  be  taken  unless  people  inter- 
ested provide  money  for  their  passage  to 
the  Continent. 

London  Ambulance  Service. 

Sir  W.  J.  COLLINS  (St.  Pancras,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  he  will  state  what 
action  the  Home  Office  has  taken,  and 
proposes  to  take,  in  reference  to  the 
application  of  the  London  County  Council 
for  statutory  powers  to  establish,  or 
aid  in  establishing,  an  efficient  and  rapid 
ambulance  service  in  London  for  dealing 
with  cases  of  accident  and  sudden  illness 
in  the  streets  and  public  places. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  been 
making  inquiry  as  to  ambulance  service  in 
London  and  elsewhere,  and  I  think  it 
would  be  well  if  a  conference  were  held 
at  the  Home  Office  between  the  parties 
mainly  interested  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
formal discussion,  and  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  may  be  able  to  take  part  in  the 


conference.  Possibly  it  may  be  desirable 
to  appoint  a  small  (jommittee  to  take  evi- 
dence and  report. 

B^octicms  of  Aliens* 

Mr.  LUPTON:  I  bee  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  wie  Home  De- 
partment if  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  case  of  Zalman  Wein,  a  political 
refugee  from  Russia,  who  was  refused 
permission  to  land  by  the  officials  ad- 
ministering the  Aliens  Act,  also  to  the 
cases  of  Moses  Enighom,  Itzig  Levin, 
Sarah  Kamisar,  Cham  Sharogrofsky, 
Yankel  Truse,  Jacob  Pollack,  Sinuha 
Tusman,  and  other  similar  cases  all 
occurring  this  month ;  and  whether  in 
view  of  the  denial  of  the  right  of  asylum 
in  these  cases,  will  he  say  what  steps  he 
proposes  to  take. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  All  these  cases 
were  dealt  with  in  my  Answer  on  the 
30th  July  t  to  the  hon."  Member  for  the 
Loughborough  Division  of  licicestershire, 
and  I  have  nothing  to  add  to  that  Answer. 
Both  that  Question  and  this  were  based 
upon  newspaper  statements  which  have 
been  found  to  be  inaccurate  in  many 
essential  particulars. 

Imprisoned  Suffragist. 
Sir  WILLIAM  BULL  (Hammer- 
smith) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  is  now  prepared  to  recommend  the 
release  of  Mrs.  Jane  Sparborough,  one 
of  the  suffragists  sentenced  to  six  weeks 
imprisonment  on  6th  July,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  she  is  not  a  leader  of  the 
movement,  and  that  her  only  offence 
appears  to  have  been  her  reference  to  the 
word  "  Featherstone  "  under  Mr.  Asquith's 
window  at  a  time  when  all  the  crowd  had 
dispersed. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  make  any  recommendation  in 
this  case.  The  prisoner  can  obtain  her 
own  release  at  any  time  by  obeying  the 
order  of  the  Court,  and  in  any  case  her 
sentence  will  expire  on  the  14th  inst. 

Hindustani  Interpreters  for  London 

Prisons. 

Mr.  ALDEN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether,  in  any  of  the  London  prisons, 

t  See  (4)  Debates,  cbdi.,  431. 
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there  are  interpreters  who  can  speak 
Hindustani ;  faiHng  this,  whether  there 
are  Government  interpreters  at  the  docks 
who  might  be  sent  to  the  prisons  in  case 
of  need  ;  and,  if  so,  how  many. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  There  is  no 
Hindustani  interpreter  in  the  London 
prisons.  The  few  Hindustani  prisoners 
who  are  received  can  almost  always  speak 
enough  English  to  make  themselves 
understood :  but  if  necessity  should 
arise,  the  Prison  Commissioners  would 
procure  the  services  of  an  interpreter. 

« 

Merchant  Shipping  Laws  in  the  Channel 

Islands. 

Sir  W.  J.  COLLINS :  I  bog  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  what  reply  has  been  received 
from  the  Channel  Islands  authorities 
in  reference  to  the  question  of  extending 
the  provisions  of  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Laws  of  the  United  Kingdon  to  those 
islands. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  have  so  far 
been  engaged  in  correspondence  with  the 
insular  authorities  on  the  subject  of  their 
law  and  practice  relating  to  navigation 
and  the  certification  of  pilots.  But  I  do 
not  think  they  will  object  to  pass  legisla- 
tion providing  that  every  master  of  a 
ship  must  be  properly  certificated,  and  I 
am  about  to  propose  to  them  officially  that 
this  should  be  done. 

Biver  Tay  Pilots. 

Mr.  WILKIE  (Dundee)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  he 
is  aware  that  by  the  regulations  of  the 
Trinity  House,  Leith,  no  one  can  be 
licensed  to  act  as  a  pilot  for  the  River 
Tay  unless  he  has  had  at  .  least  three 
years  service  at  sea  in  a  square-rigged 
sailing  vessel ;  and  will  he  explain  why 
two  persons  have  been  appointed  who 
have  not  this  length  of  sea-service  while 
others  have  been  refused. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Lloyd-George,  Car- 
narvon Boroughs) :  I  am  aware  of  the 
requirement  referred  to  in  the  first  part  of 
the  Question.  The  Trinity  House,  Leith, 
informs  me  that  they  are  unaware  of  any 
licences  having  been  granted  to  persons 
who  have  not  had  the  requisite  sea- 
service,  and  if  the  hon.  Member  will  give 


me  the  names  of  the  two  pilots  to  whom 
he  refers  I  will  make  further  inquiry  in 
the  matter  and  will  let  him  know  the 
result. 

Mr.  JOYCE  (Limerick) :  Seeing  that 
steam  has  so  prominent  a  part,  will  the 
right  hon.  Genteman  see  that  their  sea- 
service  is  equally  divided  between 
steamers  and  sailing  vessels  1 


Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE : 
into  the  matter. 


I  will  look 


Railway  Carriage  Doors. 

Sir  WILLIAM  BULL :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether,  bearing  in  mind  the  number 
of  accidents  that  arise  on  our  railways 
from  insufficiently  fastened  carriage 
doors,  he  will  take  steps  to  compel  the 
various  railway  companies  to  attach  an 
outside  bar  or  fastener  on  every  rail- 
way carriage,  as  is  done  on  continental 
trains,  an  exception  being  made  in  the 
case  of  local  traffic. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  The  Board  of 
Trade  are  advised  by  their  technical 
officers  that  the  provision  of  such  an 
appliance  as  that  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  be  desirable,  inasmuch 
as  it  would  tend  to  prevent  the  free  egress 
of  passengers  from  the  carriages  of  the 
train  in  cases  of  emergency.  The  Board 
have,  however,  from  time  to  time  been  in 
commimication  with  the  railway  com- 
panies in  regard  to  the  use  of  inside 
handles  to  the  carriage  doors,  and  they 
have  recommended  the  abolition  of  such 
handles  on  all  trains  other  than  suburban 
trains.  The  matter  is  not  one,  however, 
in  which  the  Board  have  any  powers  of 
compulsion.  It  is  believed  that  the  greater 
proportion  of  the  accidents  caused  to  pas- 
sengers by  falling  from  trains  are  probably 
due  not  to  the  insufficient  fastening  of  car- 
riage doors,  but  to  the  doors  being  impro- 
perly opened  by  persons  in  the  carriages. 

Electric  Light  Undertakings  Audit. 

Mr.  T.  DAVIES  (Fulham) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
ultimate  purchase  by  the  local  authorities 
within  the  period  fixed  by  Parliament,  in 
pursuance  of  the  powers  given  him  under 
the  Electric  Lighting  Orders  Confirmation 
Acts,  granted  by  Parliament  to  companies 
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in  the  administrative  county  of  London, 
he  will  appoint,  as  auditor  of  the  accounts 
of  such  undertakings,  the  auditor  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  who  already 
audits  the  electric  lighting  accounts  of  the 
boroughs  holding  Orders  within  such 
area,  or  whether  he  will  take  steps  to 
assimilate  the  two  systems  of  audit  in 
order  to  secure  a  uniform  and  reliable 
basis  of  comparison. 

Mr.  LLOYDGEORGE  :  I  beg  to  refer 
my  honourable  friend  to  the  Answer  given 
on  July  31stt  to  a  similar  Question  which 
was  asked  by  my  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  Camberwell.  If  my  hon. 
friend  has  any  suggestions  which  he 
desires  to  make  on  the  subject  of  audit  I 
shall  of  course  be  very  happy  to  consider 
them. 

Seamen's  Bemittances— Dednctions. 

Major  SEELY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  can  see  his  way  to  remit  that  part  of 
the  charge  of  threepence  in  the  pound 
levied  on  the  remittance  home  of  British 
seamen's  wages  from  Hamburg  and  other 
foreign  ports  which  is  now  retained  by 
the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE:  This  matter 
is  still  under  consideration,  but  I  hope  to 
be     able     to    inform     my     hon.     and 

fallant  friend  of  the  decision  before  the 
[ouse  risesL 

West  Ham  Burgess  Boll. 

Mr.  THORNE  (West  Ham,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  l^resident  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  public  notice  issued  by 
the  West  Ham  overseers  stating  that 
certain  persons  who  occupy  certain  parts 
of  houses  and  pay  their  rent  to  other 
persons  residing  in  the  same  house  were 
lodgers,  and  not  entitled  to  be  registered 
as  householders,  and  have  been  omitted 
from  the  burgess  roll  as  occupiers  for  the 
ensuing  year;  and  whether  the  LoQal 
Government  Board  has  any  power  over 
the  overseers  to  compel  them  to  place  the 
names  of  all  persons  occupjdng  parts  of 
houses  on  the  burgess  roll,  even  if  they 
pay  rent  to  persons  residing  in  the  same 
house,  in  accordance  with  the  Devonport 
appeal  case. 

t  See  (4)  Debates,  clxiK,  681. 


The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  John 
Burns,  Battersea) :  I  have  seen  the  notice 
referred  to,  which  states  that  in  conse- 
quence of  a  decision  given  by  the  West 
Ham  revising  barrister  last  year,  the 
overseers  have  omitted  from  the  list 
of  voters  persons  occupying  part  of 
houses  ana  pajring  rent  to  other 
persons  resident  on  the  premises.  The 
notice,  however,  informs  all  such  occu- 
piers desiring  to  be  registered  either 
as  householders  or  as  lodgers  that  they 
may  claim  to  be  so  registered,  and  that 
all  such  claims  sent  in  to  the  assistant 
overseer  for  registration  before  the  20th 
instant  will  be  laid  before  the  revising 
barrister.  I  understand  that  the  over- 
seers consider  that  the  circumstances  at 
West  Ham  are  different  from  those  in  the 
Devonport  case,  and  that  at  West  Ham 
the  sub-tenant  is  in  most  cases  under  the 
control  of  the  landlord,  and  is  in  fact  a 
lodger.  The  correctness  of  the  view  taken 
by  the  overseers  will  no  doubt  come  before 
the  revising  barrister  in  connection  with 
claims  made  by  persons  affected.  The 
Local  Government  Board  have  no  control 
over  the  overseers  in  the  matter. 

Manitoban  Harrest  and  the  Unemployed. 

Mr.  fell  (Gt.  Yarmouth) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  great  harvest  in  pros- 
pect in  Manitoba  and  to  the  appeal  for 
20,000  men  to  help  to  gather  it ;  and 
whether  he  will  in  connection  with  the 
committees  under  the  Unemployed  Act 
supply  the  men  to  do  at  any  rate  a  part 
of  this  work  instead  of  farming  at  Hol- 
lesley  Bay  or  other  farm  colonies. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS:  I  have  con- 
sidered the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, but  it  does  not  appear  that  I  could 
render  any  effective  assistance  with 
regard  to  it. 

Tuberculous  Outbreak  at  Ipswich. 

Mr.  PARKER  (Halifax) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  Report  of  the 
Ipswich  Board  of  Guardians  Farm  Com 
mittee,  dealing  with  the  question  of  tuber 
culosis  in  the  cattle  of  the  workhouse 
farm ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  after  a    report  from  the   medical 
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officer  of  health  and  two  veterinary  but- 
geons  two  animals  were  slaughtered  and 
eight  others  have  since  then  been  con- 
demned as  unfit  for  food,  and  also  all 
milk  from  the  farm  prohibited  from  being 
consumed  in  the  workhouse,  he  will  order 
a  similar  investigation  to  be  made  in  the 
case  of  all  workhouse  farms  and  other 
farms  which  will  supply  milk  to  the  work- 
houses throughout  the  country. 

Mb.  JOHN  BURNS :  I  am  in  commu- 
nication with  the  Ipwich  Board  of  Guar- 
dians on  the  subject  of  the  Report 
referred  to. 

West  Ham  Unemployed. 

Mr.  THORNE:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
whether  he  will  at  once  consider  the 
advisability  of  making  a  substantial  grant 
from  the  Government  s  grant  of  £200,000 
to  the  West  Ham  Distress  Committee,  in 
consequence  of  the  poverty  in  the  borough 
caused  by  the  want  of  employment. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS:  I  am  giving 
consideration  to  the  subject  of  the  distri- 
bution of  the  grant,  but  I  am  not  at 
present  in  a  position  to  make  a  payment 
to  any  particular  distress  committee. 

Parliamentary  Grant  for  the  Unemployed 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green 
S.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  desire 
expressed  by  the  chairman  of  the  London 
Central  Unemployed  Committee  that 
before  the  adjournment  of  the  House  in 
August,  they  may  be  able  to  lay  the 
foundation  of  their  next  winter's  work; 
and,  in  these  circumstances,  will  he  inform 
the  central  committee  as  soon  as  possible 
what  sum  he  proposes  to  place  at  their 
disposal  out  of  the  Parliamentary  grant. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  The  subject  of 
the  distribution  of  the  grant  is  receiving 
my  attention;  but  I  cannot  at  present 
say  when  1  shall  be  in  a  position  to  state 
what  amount  will  be  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  the  central  (unemployed)  body. 

Poplar  Union  Audits. 

Mr.  PICKERSGHX  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  a  statement  given  in  evidence 


at  the  Poplar  inquiry  that  the  accounts 
of  the  Poor  Law  Guardians  of  Poplar  had 
been  regularly  audited  by  Government 
auditors,  and  that  on  no  occasion  had 
they  drawn  attention  to  any  contract  or 
price  as  improper  or  improvident ;  and 
whether  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  securing  a  more  efficient  audit  by  audi- 
tors instructed  to  call  attention  to  such 
matters  as  part  of  their  duty. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS:  I  understand 
that  a  statement  to  the  effect  referred  to 
was  made  at  the  inquiry.  I  propose  to 
consider  whether  any  further  instructions 
should  be  given  to  the  auditors,  together 
with  other  matters  arising  out  of  the 
inquiry,  when  the  Report  of  the  Inspec- 
tor has  been  received. 


Penny  Postage  to  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MORTON  (Sutherland) :  I  b^  to 
ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether  he 
has  had  a  substantial  offer  with  a  bank 
guarantee  to  cover  the  loss  for  three 
years,  if  any,  of  establishing  penny  post^ 
age  between  Great  Britain  and  the  tlnited 
States  of  America;  if  so,  will  he  say 
whether  he  has  accepted  that  offer  ;  and, 
if  not,  will  he  explain  why. 

The  POSTMASTER-GENERAL  (Mr. 
Sydney  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Pop- 
lar) :  The  correspondence  in  regard  to 
this  matter  has  already  appeared  in  the 
Press. 

Mr.  MORTON :  But  why  did  you  re 
fuse  to  accept  this  guarantee  1 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  Perhaps 
I  had  better  read  the  letters  sent  with 
regard  to  it.  (The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
then  read  the  letters  referred  to.) 

Mr.  MORTON  :  But  you  take  similar 
guarantees  with  regard  to  telegraph 
work. 

Mr,  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  Yes,  but 
that  guarantee  is  given  by  individuals  or 
localities  which  require  special  facilities 
that  would  involve  a  loss  to  the  Ex- 
chequer. This  is  an  entirely  different 
question — one  affecting  two  nations. 

Mr.  LUPTON  :  Still,  it  would  be  a 
great  convenience  to  the  public. 
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Stomoway  liails. 
Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master-General, in  view  of  the  fact  that 
during  the  last  nine  years  the  letters 
delivered  and  posted  at  Stomoway  have 
almost  doublea,  whilst  during  the  same 
period  the  parcels  delivered  and  posted 
have  far  more  than  doubled,  will  he  con- 
sider the  eiqpediency  of  arranging  for  a 
faster  boat  to  be  placed  on  the  Stomoway 
mail  service,  the  subsidy  for  which  has 
remained  unchanged  for  a  great  many 
years. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  Although 
the  amount  of  correspondence  for  and 
from  Stomoway  has  increased,  it  is  still 
very  small  compared  with  the  cost  of  the 
maii  service ;  and  I  should  not  be  justified 
simply  for  postal  purposes  in  incurring 
the  neavy  additional  expense  involved  in 
order  to  secure  the  employment  of  a 
faster  steamer  on  the  service. 

Gape  Colony :  Daty  on  Catalognes. 

Mr.  WALROND  (Devonshire,  Tiver- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  asK  the  Postmaster- 
Gteneral  whether  he  has  any  information 
to  the  effect  that  a  Customs  duty  of 
7d.  is  being  charged  on  each  cata- 
logue and  price  fist  entering  Cape 
Colony  ;  and,  if  so,  why  such  information 
has  not  been  given  to  the  public,  thereby 
saving  inconvenience  to  the  numerous 
firms  doing  business  with  Cape  Colony. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  Informa- 
lion  has  recently  been  received  that  a 
duty  of  the  kind  has  been  decided  on; 
but  in  reply  to  inquiries  for  full  particu- 
lars it  is  stated  by  the  Post  Office  of  the 
Cape  Colony  that  in  view  of  difficulties 
which  have  arisen  the  whole  question  of 
the  taxation  of  printed  papers  sent  to  the 
Colony  by  post  is  being  reconsidered  by 
a  Colonial  Customs  Conference.  The 
result  of  this  Conference  is  to  be  com- 
municated to  me  by  telegraph  at  the 
earliest  opportunity,  and  in  the  meantime 
I  am  without  the  information  necessary 
for  the  issue  of  a  notice  on  the  subject  to 
the  public. 

Newcastle-on-Tyne  Postmen's  Grievances. 
Mr.  HUDSON  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  rostmaster-General  if 
his  attention  has  been  called,  by  petition 
or  otherwise,  to  the  alleged  grievances 
of    the   postmen   of    Newcastle-on-Tyne 


respecting  the  introduction  of  drill 
qualification  as  a  necessity  for  appoint- 
ment to  the  position  of  assistant  inspector- 
ship of  telegraph  messengers;  and 
whether  he  can  say  if  ordinary  postmen 
of  service  will  be  allowed  to  occupy  those 
positions. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  A  memorial 
on  this  subject  has  been  received  from 
the  postmen  at  Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
The  question  raised  is  one  which  affects 
the  whole  country,  and  not  Newcastle 
alone,  and  is  under  consideration. 

Post  Office  Uniform  Contracts. 
Mr.  ANNAN  BRYCE  (Inverness 
Burghs) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster- 
General  whether,  with  the  view  of 
encouraging  local  industries,  he  will 
consider  the  question  of  placing  at 
Inverness  contracts  for  the  furnishing  of 
the  uniforms  required  for  post  office 
officials  in  the  Highlands,  as  has  for 
paany  years  been  done  by  the  Admiralty 
in  the  case  of  uniforms  required  by  it 
for  local  use. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  Tenders 
for  uniform  clothing  are  invited  every 
three  years,  by  advertisements  appearing 
in  Scottish  as  well  as  English  newspapers. 
The  present  contract  was  made  this  year, 
and  no  tender  was  received  from  Inver- 
ness. The  next  opportunity  of  tendering 
will  be  in  1909.  It  would  not  be 
expedient  to  make  separate  contracts 
for  different  localities. 

Telegraph  Poles— Creosoting  Contract 
Mr.  ANNAN  BRYCE :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster-General  whether  all  the 
posts  imported  from  the  Baltic  into  Scot- 
land for  use  as  telegraph  poles  are  landed 
and  creosoted  at  Methi^  in  Fifeshire ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Inverness  would, 
so  far  as  cheap  transit  by  rail  and  canal 
to  the  north  and  west  of  Scotland  is  con- 
cerned, be  a  better  port  of  landing  than 
Methil ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  a  creo- 
soting  pkuit  exists  at  Inverness;  and 
whether,  therefore,  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  landing  and  creosoting 
at  Inverness  such  portion  at  least  of  the 
Baltic  posts  as  are  required  for  use  in  the 
north  and  west  of  Scotland. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :  Telegraph 
poles  are  not  this  year  oeing  creosoted  in 
Scotland.    Poles  for  use  in  Scotland  have 
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in  previous  years  been  creosoted  at 
Metnil,  but  the  tender  received  for  this 
year  for  the  work  was  not  satisfactory. 
It  is  known  that,  at  Inverness,  as  indeed 
elsewhere  in  Scotland,  there  is  creosoting 
plant,  and  it  will  be  considered  whether 
when  the  time  comes  for  inviting  tenders 
for  next  year,  the  work  could  profitably 
be  done  there. 

Windward  and  Leeward  Islands  Mails. 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster-General,  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  loss  and  incon- 
venience caused  to  merchants  and  planters 
and  others  connected  with  the  Colonies 
of  British  Guiana  and  the  Windward  and 
Leeward  Islands  from  the  absence  of 
regular  mail  facilities  since  the  abandon- 
ment of  the  West  Indian  mail  contract 
on  30th  June,  1905,  and  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  the  Boyal  Commission 
which  visited  the  West  Indies  in  1897,  of 
which  the  right  honourable  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  was  a  member, 
emphasised  in  their  Report  the  importance 
of  the  establishment  of  cheap  and  frequent 
means  of  communication  between  the 
different  islands,  and  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury, 
in  a  Minute  dated  14th  June,  1890, 
recognised  in  how  large  a  manner  the 
convenience  and  business  of  the  West 
Indian  Colonies  depended  upon  the 
punctuality  and  absolute  regularity  of 
their  communication  with  Europe  and 
with  each  other  he  will  state  what  steps 
it  is  proposed  to  take  to  remove  the 
present  cause  of  complaint. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  The  question 
of  providing  regular  mail  facilities  in  the 
West  Indies  is  receiving  careful  con- 
sideration, but  I  am  not  yet  in  a  position 
to  make  a  definite  announcement  on  the 
subject. 

Stomoway  Post  Office, 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master-General if  he  will  state  when  it  is 
proposed  to  proceed  with  the  erection  of 
a  new  post  oflSce  at  Stomoway,  which  was 
sanctioned  some  time  since. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :  The  original 
plans  for  the  Stomoway  office  required 
modification,  and  the  revised  plans 
are     now     under     consideration.      The 


provision  of  a  new  office  is  a  matter  of 
urgency,  and  I  hope  that  the  building 
will  be  begun  soon. 


Post  Office 


Bank  Frauds. 


Mr.  WEIR :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  if  he  will  state  how  many 
Post  Office  Savings  Bank  depositors  have 
been  defrauded  during  the  current  year 
under  the  new  system  of  payment  on 
demand;  and  has  the  amount  lost  by 
such  depositors  been  made  good  by  the 
Department. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  During 
the  current  year,  fraudulent  withdrawals 
on  demand  have  been  made  from  the 
Savings  Bank  accounts  of  39  depositors, 
the  amount  in  each  case  being  necessarily 
less  than  £1.  The  total  loss  was 
£35  8s.  7d.  This  has  been  made  good 
by  the  Department,  except  in  sixteen 
cases,  where  the  depositors  elected  to  give 
a  discharge,  the  amount  so  made  good 
being  £21  Is.  7d.  The  total  amount 
withdrawn  on  demand  during  the  same 
period  was  about  £1,700,000,  and  the 
number  of  withdrawals  over  2,000,000. 

Mr.  J.  WARD  :  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  the  loss  was  made  good 
by  '*  the  Department,''  does  he  mean  the 
Post  Office,  or  the  Post  Office  officials 
who  were  unfortunate  enough  to  make 
the  payments  1 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  I  think 
in  this  case  it  was  the  Department,  not 
the  employees. 

Education  Ballots  and  LDQuiries. 

Mr.  hicks  BEACH  (Gloucestersbire, 
Tewkesbury) :  1  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Education  upon  whom  the 
cost  of  ballots  and  public  local  inquiries 
under  Clause  4  of  the  Education  Bill  will 
fall. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  EDUCATION  (Mr.  Birrell,  Bristol, 
N.) :  The  cost  of  public  local  inquiries 
will  be  borne  by  the  local  education 
authorities.  The  question  of  the  ballots 
will  be  dealt  with  in  the  regulations  for 
ballots  which,  as  promised,  are  being  pre- 
pared and  will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members 
on  Saturday  morning. 
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Mr.  fell  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether  it  is  proposed 
by  the  CJommissioners  of  Woods  and 
Forests  to  rebuild  Regent  Street  with 
a  colonnade  on  each  side ;  and,  seeing 
that  the  original  colonnade  in  the  Quadrant 
was  removed,  as  it  was  found  to  be  objec- 
tionable and  to  render  the  shops  too 
dark,4iud  that  colonnades  are  out  of  place 
in  this  dull  climate,  and  are  never  built 
now  even  in  the  city  of  Paris,  whether  he 
will  give  this  proposal  his  most  serious 
consideration  before  agreeing  to  it. 

The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  McKenna,  Mon- 
mouth,  N.):  I  understand  that  there  is 
no  intention  of  rebuilding  the  street  with 
a  colonnade. 


Licence  CompeiiBatioii. 

♦Mr.   CHARLES    ROBERTS     (Lin- 
coln) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  judgment  delivered  by  Mr. 
Justice  Kennedy  in  the  case  of  Ashby's 
Cobham  Brewery,  prescribing  that  com- 
pensation authorities,  in  fixing  the  amount 
of  compensation  payable  in  the  case  of 
refused  licences,  must   have   regard   to 
the  particulars  of  the  amount  of  trade  done 
on   the  premises ;    whether  the   Inland 
Revenue  would  be  willing  to  state  any 
particulars  known  to  them  of  the  amounts 
of  either  spirits  or  beer  supplied  for  a 
given  period  to  any  premises  the  licence 
of  which  has  been  refused,  if  any  com- 
pensation authority  asked  them  for  the 
information  in  such  a  case ;  and  whether, 
in  order  to  assess  the  ann*ial  value  of  all 
licensed  premises  for  purposes  of  income 
tax  under  Schedule  A,  the  Inland  Revenue 
intend  to  adopt  the    same    method  of 
ascertaining  their  real  value  as  is  pre- 
scribed by    Mr.    Justice    Kennedy    for 
ascertaining  the  value  in  cases  of  com- 
pensation. 


*Mr.  McKENNA:  The  judgment  is 
ens;aging  the  attention  of  the  Board  of 
Inland  Revenue.  The  Inland  Revenue 
have  no  information  in  regard  to  the 
business  done  in  particular  houses 
which  would  enable  them  to  supply 
details  of  the  kind  hkely  to  be 
of     use    to     compensation     authorities. 
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The  Answer  to  the  third  part  of  the 
Question  is  in  the  affirmative — in  so  far  as 
rests  with  the  Board,  and  in  so  far  as 
they  may  be  able  to  obtain  the  necessary 
information  which  under  the  existing 
circumstances  they  do  not  possess.  The 
assessments  are,  however,  actually  made 
by  the  general  commissioners  of  each 
district  and  not  by  the  Board 

Mr.  CHARLES  ROBERTS:  Surely 
some  of  the  information  could  be  obtained 
from  the  stock-books,  which  licensed 
victuallers  have  to  keep  and  which  are 
open  to  inspection  by  officials  of  the 
Inland  Revenue ) 

Eichmond  Pftrk. 
Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  (Orkney 
and  Shetland) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  if  he 
is  aware  that  the  speed  limit  in  Richmond 
Park  is  constantly  exceeded,  to  the  danger 
and  inconvenience  of  the  general  public 
and  to  the  injury  of  the  roads ;  and,  if 
it  is  found  impossible  to  deal  with 
offending  motorists,  will  he  consider  the 
advisabuity  of  closing  the  park  to  motor 
traffic. 


♦The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Harcourt,  Lancashire, 
Rossendale) :  I  am  aware  that  the  speed 
limit  in  Richmond  Park  is  sometimes 
exceeded :  from  the  fact  that  44  motorists 
have  been  summoned  and  fined  within  the 
last  three  months  the  hon.  Member  will  be 
satisfied  that  I  am  taking  steps  to  deal 
with  offenders.  I  am  not  at  present 
prepared  to  consider  the  advisability  of 
closing  the  park  to  motor  traffic :  it 
depends,  however,  on  the  conduct  of 
motorists  themselves  whether  some  such 
step  may  not  become  necessary. 

Cheshire  Oheese. 
Mr.  a.  L.  STANLEY  (Cheshire,  Eddis- 
bury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chairman 
of  the  Kitchen  Committee  whether  the 
Cheshire  cheese  supplied  in  the  dining- 
room  of  the  House  is  invariably  the 
product  of  Cheshire,  or  whether  it  is  an 
American  or  Canadian  imitation ;  if  the 
latter,  whether  he  will  undertake  that 
Members  asking  for  Cheshire  cheese  shall 
be  able  to  obtain  the  same. 

Mr.  JACOBY  (Derbyshire,  Mid.) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member*s  Question, 
the  purveyors  to  the  Kitchen  Committee 

2  Z 


guarantee  that  the  Cheshire  cheese 
supplied  by  them  is  a  genuine  .article, 
and  is  the  produce  of  Cheshire. 

Mr.  a.  L.  STANLEY  :  WiU  the  hon. 
Gentleman  instruct  the  waiters  in  the 
refreshment  room  not  falsely  to  inform 
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prohibiting  the  use  of  the  drift  net  in 
inland  waters  for  a  further  period  of  throe 
years.  Certain  communications  have 
been  received  objecting  to  the  confirma- 
tion of  the  bye-law,  which  will  be  fully 
considered  by  my  noble  friend  before 
coming    to    a    decision,    but    it    would 


Members' that  the  cheese  wfiich  is  called    be  contrary  to  practice  to  lay  them  on 
Cheshire  comes  from  America  1  the  Table. 


Mr.  JACOBY  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  mistakes  the  statement  with 
regard  to  Canadian  Cheddar,  which  is 
given  with  the  one  shilling  dinner,  as 
applying  to  Cheshire  cheese. 

Mr.  STANLEY  ;  I  have  not  mistaken 
Cheddar,  which  is  the  product  of  an  alien 
county,  for  Cheshire,  which  is  a  county  in 
which  I  take  a  little  interest.  The 
Cheshire  cheese,  I  was  informed,  was 
really  a  Canadian  or  American  imitation 
of  the  genuine;article. 

Ml.  JACOBY  !  Then  the  hoc.  Member 
was  wrongly  informed. 

Wye  Salmon  Fiflheries- 
Mr.  WEIR:  I  l>eg  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Somerset,  as  repre- 
senting the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture,  whether  he  is  aware  that 
in  1901-2  a  bye-law  was  passed  by  the 
Wye  Board  of  Conservators,  and  sanc- 
tioned bv  the  Board  of  Trade,  which 
prohibitecl  under  heavy  penalty  the 
of  the  drift  net  in  the  commercial  salmon 
fisheries  of  the  Wye  in  Herefordshire  tor 
the  fixed  period  of  four  years  from  that 
date  ;  is  he  aware  that,  although  the 
operation  of  this  bye-law  has  proved 
disastrous  to  the  fishermen  formerly  en 
gaged  in  the  salmon  fisheries,  the  Wye 
Board  of  Conservators  have  re-enacted 
the  bye-law  for  a  further  period  of  three 
years  from  16th  August  of  the  present 
year,  and  have  applied  to  the  I<oard  of 
Agriculture  for  confirmation ;  will  he 
state  whether  he  has  received  any  peti- 
tions or  memorials  praying  that  his 
sanction  will  not  be  given  to  s 
laws ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  lay  th 
the  Table  of  the  House  before  o 
a  decision. 

Sib  EDWARD  STKACHEY 
setshire,  S.) :  We  have  received 
Wye  Board  of  Conservators  an 
tion   for  the  confirmation  of  a 


Sntherlaod  Piers  and  Harbonrs- 
Mb.  MORTON :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  whether  he  will  con- 
sider the  necessity  of  getting  a  grant  of 
money  for  the  improvement  of  the  piers 
and  harbours  in  Sutherland,  so  that  the 
fishermen  may  be  able  to  carry  on  their 
work  without  undue  risk  and  danger. 

The  SECRETARY  fob  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  SiNCLAiB,  Forfarshire) :  Under 
Section  4  of  the  Congested  District* 
(Scotland)  Act  of  1897  money  Is  available 
for  these  purposes,  and  the  Board  have 
made  grants  in  any  case  where,  after 
inquiry,  thoy  were  of  opinion  advantage 
commensurate  with  cost  would  ensue. 

Sntberlandsliire  SteunbaM  Serrioes- 
Mr.  MORTON  :    I  beg  to    ask  ths 

Secretary  for  Scotland  whether  he  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  establishing 
a  regular  steamboat  ser\-ice  between 
Lochinvar  and  Thurao  and  intermediate 

ports  in  Butherlandshire. 

Mk.  SINCLAIR  r  The  proposal  of  my 
hon.  friend  will  be  laid  before  the  Con- 
geeted  Districts  Board,  but  I  have  further 
tio  inform  him  with  regret  that  a  steamer 
which  ran  during  the  recent  spring  fish- 
ing season  from  Loch  Clash  conveying 
fish  from  porta  on  the  West  Coast  of 
Sutherlatid  proved  an  almost  total  failure. 

DnablaiM. 
Mr.    MORTON  r    I  beg  to  aak  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  he  has  received 
from  the  town  clerk  of  Dunblane  a  list  of 
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The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Shaw, 
Hawick  Burghs) :  I  answered  a  similar 
Question  to  this  yesterday,  t 

Killafee  Evicted  Tenant. 

Mr.  T.  SMYTH  (Leitrim,  S.)  : 
I  beff  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  the 
Estates  Commissioners  have  received  an 
application  for  reinstatement  from  an 
evicted  tenant  named  Dominick  Maguire, 
residing  at  Killafee,  Carrigallen,  county 
Leitrim ;  and  if  an  inspector  will  be  sent 
down  to  inspect  the  farm. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  von 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.) : 
The  Estates  Commissioners  inform  me 
that  they  have  received  from  Dominick 
Maguire  an  amplication  for  reinstatement, 
and  will  have  the  matter  inquired  into 
by  one  of  their  inspectors  in  due  course. 

'  Oostrea  Evicted  Farm. 

Mr.  T.  SMYTH:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  state 
what  the  Estates  Commissioners  intend 
doing  with  an  evicted  farm  in  the  town- 
land  of  Costrea,  Mohill  rural  district, 
county  Leitrim,  on  the  Ruthven  Estate, 
which  formerly  belonged  to  Patrick 
M'Loughlin,  and  contained  about  34 
statute  acres,  the  rent  of  which  was  £22, 
raised  about  the  year  1874  to  £29,  when 
the  tenant  had  to  take  a  lease  for  31 
years,  owing  to  which  the  tenant  could 
liot  avail  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881,  and 
asked  the  landlord  for  a  reduction,  which 
was  refused,  and  the  tenant  was  served 
with  a  writ  for  three  half-years'  rent ;  is 
he  aware  that  in  1884  the  farm  was  sold 
and  was  Sought  in  on  behalf  of  the  land- 
lord for  £2 ;  that  later  on  in  the  same 
year  the  tenant  was  served  with  an 
ejectment  and  was  afterwards  decreed ; 
and,  seeing  that  possession  of  the  farm 
was  taken  in  November  1884,  and  has 
since  been  in  the  occupation  of  the  estate 
bailiff,  and  that  last  December  the 
Estates  Commissioners  sent  down  an  in- 
spector to  inspect  the  farm,  as  the  former 
tenant  sent  in  an  application  for  reinstate- 
ment, and  that  the  estate  is  about  being 
sold,  will  the  Estates  Commissioners  get 
instructions  not  to  sanction  the  sale, 
unless  M'Loughlin  gets  the  option  of 
buying. 
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Mb.  bryce  :  The  Estates  Commis- 
sioners inform  me  that  having  inquired 
into  the  case  of  the  evicted  tenant  and 
carefully  considered  their  inspector's 
report  thereon,  they  decided  in  May  las^i 
that  the  case  was  not  one  in  which  they 
should  endeavour  to  effect  the  restoration 
of  the  applicant  to  the  evicted  holding. 

Ferns  School,  Wexford. 

Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Wexford, 
N). :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  the 
work  of  erecting  the  proposed  two  new 
schools  in  the  parish  of  Ferns,  county 
Wexford,  may  now  be  proceeded  with.     , 

Mr.  BRYCE:  The  Commissioners  of 
National  Education  assume  that  the 
Question  refers  to  the  applications  for 
building  grants  for  the  Clologue  and 
Ballindaggin  schools,  near  Ferns.  As  the 
Commissioners  have  now  been  authorised 
to  proceed  with  the  consideration  of  appli- 
cations for  grants  in  urgent  cases,  the 
application .  in  question  with  others  of  a 
like  nature  will  receive  early  consideration, 
but  the  Commissioners  inform  me  that 
they  are  not  in  a  position  to  give  an 
immediate  authorisation  to  commence 
building  in  these  cases.  The  Commis- 
sioners will,  I  have  no  doubt,  expedite 
the  matter  as  much  as  possible. 

Irish  Primary  Education. 
Mr.  murphy  (Kerry,  E.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  when  he  intends 
to  make  any  proposals  to  remedy  the 
grievances  put  before  him  in  connection 
with  primary  education  in  Ireland ;  and 
if  he  can  give  any  indication  of  the  nature 
of  all  or  any  of  such  proposals. 

Mr  BRYCE :  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  add  anything  to  the  reply  which  I 
gave  to  the  hon.  Member's  Question  on 
this  subject  on  19th  July.^  The  questions 
involved  are  most  important,  but  they  are 
also  most  difficult. 

Boyal  Irish  Constabulary. 
Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  a  policy  of 
retrenchment  in  the  cost  of  the  constabu- 
lary force  in  Ireland  has  the  approval  of 
the  present    Irish  Government;    if   so, 

I  See  (4)  Debates,  dxL,  408, 
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what  steps  are  being  taken  at  present  to 
carry  it  into  practical  operation ;  and  if 
the  Government,  with  a  view  to  economy, 
will  throw  open  the  positions  of  district 
and  county  inspectors  to  intelligent,  well- 
conducted  constables  who  have  gained 
their  experience  in  the  ranks. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  For  the  Answers  to  the 
first  two  inquiries  I  beg  to  refer  to  my 
reply  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Birr  Division  on  Tuesday  last.f 
The  reply  to  the  concluding  inquiry  is 
that  every  alternate  promotion  to  the 
rank  of  district  inspector  is  given  to  men 
who  have  risen  from  the  rank  of  constable, 
and  promotions  to  county  inspectorships 
are  made  from  the  district  inspectors. 
No  change  in  this  respect  is  at  present 
contemplated. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  Will  the  rieht  hon 
Gentleman  consider  the  desirability  of 
making  more  promotions  from  the  ranks  1 

Mr.  BRYCE:  That  Question  will  be 
considered  with  others. 

Second  Term  Rent  Appeals- 

Mr.  murphy  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
laud  whether  in  the  several  cases  in  which 
second  term  rents  were  fixed  by  the  Land 
Commission  since  1881  to  the  31st  March, 
1906,  the  old  rental  was  reduced  from 
£2,690,762  68.  Id.  to £1,728,600 15s.lld.; 
whether  in  all  14,790  applications  to  fix 
first  and  second  term  rents  were  un- 
disposed of  on  the  last  mentioned  date 
by  the  Land  Commission  and  county 
courts  in  Ireland;  whether  he  can  take 
any  steps  for  a  speedy  hearing  of  these 
applications  so  as  to  ensure  that  purchase 
transactions  will  be  carried  out  on 
properly  fixed  rents ;  and  whether  he 
can  give  any  explanation  of  the  delay  in 
fixing  rents  by  the  Land  Commission  in 
the  cases  mentioned. 

Mr.  BRYCE :  The  Question  correctly 
states  the  facts  as  shown  by  the  Annual 
Report  of  the  Land  Commission  recently 
presented  to  Parliament.  The  Land 
C)ommission  inform  me  that  during  the 
three  months  following  31st  March  last 
the  number  of  fair  rent  applications 
undisposed  of  by  the  Commission  was 
reduced  by  over  500.  It  is  no  doubt  very 
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desirable  that  the  fixing  of  fair  rents 
should  proceed  as  rapidly  as  possible,  and 
I  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the 
Land  Commission  are  not  taking  all 
possible  steps  to  that  end.  There  is 
every  reason  to  anticipate  that  with  the 
progress  of  land  purchase  the  number  of 
outstanding  applications  to  fix  fair  rents 
will  continue  to  diminish. 


Teachers*  Balariea. 

Mr.  MURPHY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  can  state  the 
number  of  teachers  who,  having  completed 
a  two  years  coarse  of  training  in  1900, 
are  now  paid  a  higher  rate  of  salary  than 
£63  per  annum,  inclusive  of  cajMtation  ; 
whether  he  can  also  state  the  number  oi 
teachers  who  completed  a  two  years 
course  the  same  year  and  are  now  in 
charge  of  schools  having  an  average  of 
sixty  or  over  and  are  paid  at  the  rate  of 
£63  per  annum,  independent  of  capita- 
tion ;  and  what  reasons  are  assigned  by 
the  Commissioners  of  National  Education 
for  this  difference  of  treatment. 

Mr.  BRYCE :  The  Commissioners  of 
National  Educat'on  inform  me  th'U  they 
are  prepared  to  sive  the  informatioo 
asked  for,  but  it  wul  take  some  little  time 
to  prepare.  From  the  wording  of  the 
second  part  of  the  Question,  the 
Commissioners  assume  that  the  word 
*'  inclusive  "  in  the  first  part  should  read 
"exclusive."  The  Commissioners  also 
assume  that  the  information  is  sought  for 
in  regard  to  male  teachers  only. 


Iriflh  Intermediate  Board. 

Mr.  BRYCE  asked  leave  to  explain  to 
the  House,  in  view  of  the  anticipation  he 
had  held  out  that  the  correspondence 
between  Irish  Qovernment  and  the 
Intermediate  Board  of  Education  would 
be  laid  in  a  few  days,  that  he  had  received 
a  letter  from  the  Secretary  to  the  Board 
stating  that  as  the  members  were 
scattered  all  over  the  country  it  would 
not  be  possible  to  hold  a  meeting  to  draft 
a  reply  to  his  last  letter ;  and  the 
correspondence  therefore  would  not  be 
ready  for  some  time.  There  was  every 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  Qovernment  to 
publish  the  correspondence  at  the  eariiest 
possible  moment  consistent  with  fairness 
to  the  Board. 
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HewcMtle  (Oomity  Down)  ForaBhore- 
Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  Lord  Anneslej  holds  a  lease  of 
theioreshore  at  Newcastle,  county  Down, 
Ireland;  and,  if  so,  can  he  say  why 
others,  who  have  made  similar  applica- 
tions, have  been  refused,  and  on  what 
grounds. 

Mr.  LLOYIMJEORGE  :  Lord  Annes- 
ley  holds  a  lease  from  the  Board  of  Trade 
of  certain  foreshore  at  Newcastle,  county 
Down.  Without  knowing  the  special 
applications  to  which  the  non.  Member 
refers  as  having  been  refused,  I  am 
unable  to  state  the  grounds  of  such 
refusal,  but  all  applications  are  considered 
on  their  merits,  with  special  reference  to 
the  interests  of  the  public.  I  may  add 
that  it  is  only  in  exceptional  circumstances 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  grant  leases  of 
foreshore  to  private  individuals  unless 
works  are  in  immediate  contemplation. 

Mr.  SLOAN  reminded  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  had  been  in  corre- 
spondence with  the  Board  in  regard  to  a 
particular  case  and  he  had  personally 
brought  it  to  his  notice. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said  the 
incident  had  escaped  his  memory;  he 
would  look  into  it. 

BaliiMit  Dock  Accommodation. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford^:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  correspondence  which  has  passed 
between  Messrs.  Harland  and  Wolff  and 
the  Belfast  Harbour  Commissioners  with 
reference  to  the  failure  of  the  Com- 
missioners to  take  the  necessary  steps 
to  provide  proper  dock  accommodation 
at  that  port ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Messrs.  Harland  and  Wolff  have  stated 
that  within  the  past  seven  months,  owing 
to  the  lack  of  proper  dock  accommoda- 
tion, repairs  and  work  have  Lad  to 
be  refused  by  their  firm  which  has 
resulted  in  a  loss  to  the  city  of  Belfast  of 
anything  from  £200,000  to  £250,000; 
whether  Messrs.  Harland  and  Wolff,  in 
view  of  the  position  matters  are  now  in, 
have  offered  themselves  to  erect  a  dock 
if  the  Harbour  Commissioners  vould 
supply  the  ground ;  and  whether,  in  /iew 
of  this  loss   to  the  trade  and   working 


population  of  the  city  of  Belfast,  he  will 
take  steps  either  by  remedying  the 
present  exclusive  franchise  system  on 
which  the  Harbour  Commissioners  are 
elected,  or  by  other  means,  to  ensure  that 
so  large  a  sum  of  money  and  amount  of 
work  will  not  continue  to  be  diverted 
from  the  city  of  Belfast. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  I  understand 
from  the  Press  that  Messrs.  Harland 
and  Wolff  have  addressed  the  Belfast 
Harbour  Commissioners  substantially  in 
the  terms  described  in  the  Question,  and 
that  the  Commissioners  have  replied 
that  they  are  using  every  possible 
exertion  to  expedite  the  works  in 
question,  and  that  they  are  prepared  to 
consider  any  definite  proposal  on  the  part 
of  Messrs.  Harland  and  Wolff  for  ground 
to  build  a  graving  dock  themselves.  The 
Commissioners,  whose  constitution  is 
fixed  by  Statute,  consists  of  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  Belfast  ex  officio  and  twenty-one 
members  elected  by  a  constituency  of 
shipowners  and  ratepayers  voting  by 
ballot,  and  the  Board  of  Trade  have  no 
power  without  legislation  either  to  vary 
that  system  of  election  or  to  compel 
the  Commissioners  to  take  the  steps 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member.  I  fully 
recognise  the  great  importance  of  this 
matter  to  the  trade  and  industries  of  the 
city  of  Belfast  and  I  will  communicate 
with  the  Harbour  Conmiissioners  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.) :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  there  is  a 
strong  feeling  in  the  North  of  Ireland  in 
favour  of  assimilating  the  Harbour  fran- 
chise with  the  Parliamentary  franchise. 
Will  he  consider  thatf 


Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE :  I  have  had 
no  representations  to  that  effect. 

Belfkst  Stock  Exchange 
Mr.  MACVEAGH:  I  l)eg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  can  state  if  the  Dublin 
Stock  Exchange  is  incorporated  or  has  a 
regular  exchange ;  and  whether  the 
Belfast  Stock  Exchange  Association  is 
incorporated  or  has  a  regular  exchange. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE:  The  Dublin 
Stock  Exchange,  Limited,  is  registered  as 
a  company  in  Dublin  under  the  Companies 
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Acts  and  carries  on  business  there.  The 
Belfast  Stock  Exchange  does  not  a{)pear 
to  be  so  registered. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  Belfast  Ex- 
change consists  of  a  small  ring  of  stock 
jobbers  who  never  served  an  apprentice- 
ship to  the  business.  Would  it  not  be  in 
the  publio  interest  to  hold  an  inquiry  1 


Mr.     LLOYD-GEORGE:     I 
received  no  information  officially. 


have 


Howth  Harbour  and  Ireland's  Eye. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  will  state  who  is  re- 
sponsible for  seeing  that  dangerous  rocks 
on  the  coast  are  marked  by  buoys  or  li^ht ; 
and,  if  any  authority  is  responsible, 
whether  he  will  direct  its  attention  to  the 
unsafe  condition  of  the  sunken  rocks 
between  the  mouth  of  Howth  Harbour 
and  Ireland's  Eye. 

Mr.  LLOYDGEORGE  :  TheCommis- 
sioners  of  Irish  Lights  are  responsible  for 
lighting  and  buoying  the  coast  of  Ireland, 
except  within  the  limits  of  jurisdiction  of 
local  lighthouse  authorities.  As  it  is 
doubtful  whether  the  place  where  it  is 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  that  a 
buoy  should  be  placed  is  or  is  not  within 
the  limits  of  the  Howth  Harbour  Light- 
house Authority  (the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works)  I  have  called  the  attention 
of  both  the  General  and  the  Local  Light- 
house Authority  to  the  allegation  as  to 
the  unsafe  condition  of  the  sunken  rocks. 

Mr.  CLANCY :  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  received  any  reply  1 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  Not  yet. 

Cork  Post  Office  Oyerseers. 

Mr.  a.  ROCHE  (Cork) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmafeter-General  whether  over- 
seers in  the  telegraph  department  of  the 
Cork  Post  Office  frequently  act  in  the 
capacity  of  instrument  operators ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  a  like  system  obtains  in  the 
Dublin  General  Post  Office. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :  Neither 
in  Dublin  nor  in  Cork  are  overseers  regu- 
larly employed  on  instrument  work,  but 


it  is  their  duty  to  be  ready  to  assttt  at 
any  point  where  there  is  special  need  of 
their  services. 

Cork  Telephone  Operators. 

Mr.  a.  ROCHE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster-General  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  dravm  to  the  probability  of 
vacancies  occurring  in  the  female  opera- 
tors' staff  attached  to  the  telephone 
department  of  the  Cork  Post  Office  in 
the  immediate  future;  and,  if  so,  will 
such  vacancies  be  open  to  competitive 
examination  and  due  notice  given  as  to 
date  of  examination. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  I  am  not 
aware  that  vacancies  are  probable  in  the 
near  future,  but  in  any  case  I  have  no 
reason  to  substitute  open  competition  for 
the  present  method  of  appointing  tele- 
phone operators  at  Cork. 

Cork  Telegraph  StafT. 

Mr.  a.  ROCHE:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster-General  whether,  with  a  view 
to  ascertaining  the  numerical  sufficiency 
or  otherwise  of  the  telegraph  staff  at 
Cork,  he  will  grant  a  Return  of  the  waits 
recorded  in  that  office  as  having  been 
given  to  officers  in  communication  with  it 
during  the  month  of  June,  1906 ;  and 
whether,  pending  such  Return,  the  con- 
templated reduction  of  the  Cork  operative 
staff  will  be  deferred. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  The  ques- 
tion of  the  amount  of  force  required  in 
the  telegraph  department  of  the  Cork 
office  is  now  under  consideration,  and 
the  point  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member 
will  be  looked  into  in  connection  there- 
with ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  any 
advantage  will  be  gained  by  such  a 
Return  as  that  asked  for  by  the  hon. 
Member. 

Killamey  Postmen's  Loads. 
Mr.  MURPHY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster-General  whether  any  arruige- 
ment  could  be  made  to  relieve  the  post- 
men at  Killamey  from  the  work  of 
carrying  very  heavy  loads  of  mails  from 
the  post  office  to  the  raflway  station, 
which  is  a  considerable  distance. 

Mr.    SYDNEY   BUXTON:    I    wiU 
cause  inquiry  to  be  made  on  the  subject- 
and  will  inform  the  hon.  Member  of  th^ 
result. 
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DabUn  Ordnance  Sorroy  Staff. 

Mr.  CLANCY :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Somerset,  as  repre- 
senting the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  whether  Mr.  John  Fagan, 
late  of  the  Ordnance  Survey,  Dublin, 
who  was  recently,  after  eight  years  ser- 
vice, discharged  on  reduction  of  the 
establishment,  has  been  refused  4;he 
gratuity  provided  for  in  such  casSs  by 
the  rules ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  explain 
why. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY :  Under 
the  Treasury  regulacions  temporary 
civil  assistants  on  the  Ordnance  Survey 
are  only  eligible  for  a  gratuity  on  dis- 
charge or  retirement  if  they  have  com- 
(deted  seven  years  service  after  sixteen 
years  of  age.  This  condition  is  •  not  ful- 
filled in  the  case  of  Mr.  Fagan,  and  I 
regret  therefore  that  it  is  impossible  to 
recommend  him  for  a  gratuity. 

The  Ckmnty  Magistracy. 

Mr.  BRIDGEMAN  (Shropshire,  Os- 
westry)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister 
by  what  process  the  Lord  Chancellor  has 
ascertafned  the  political  views  of  the 
existing  justices  of  the  peace ;  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor regards  the  preponderance  of  Con- 
servative magistrates  as  a  great  evil,  it 
is  proposed  to  impose  a  political  test 
upon  those  who  may  in  future  be  proposed 
for  appointment  as  magistrates;  and,  if 
so,  what  method  will  be  adopted  to  carry 
it  out. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OP  THE  TREASURY  (Sir 
H.  Campbell-Bannerman,  Stirling 
Burghs) :  The  fact  that  existing  justices 
of  the  peace  in  the  counties  are  by  a 
a  very  great  majority  Conservatives  is 
notorious  and  has  never  been  disputed. 
What  the  Lord  Chancellor  regards  as  a 
great  evil  is  this  great  disparity,  and  he 
would  equally  deprecate  a  similar  dis- 
parity on  the  other  side.  The  question 
in  regard  to  a  test  is  evidently  not  put 
seriously. 

Mr.  BRIDGEMAN :  How  does  the 
Lord  Chancellor  propose  to  make  the 
disparity  less  without  a  test  t 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I  should  think  by  redressing  the  balance 
of  political  opinion  as  well  as  he  can. 


Mr.  BRIDGEMAN  :  How  is  he  to 
find  out  ? 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
There  is  no  difficulty  in  finding  out  that 
which  is  notorious. 


THE  TRADE  DISPUTES  BILL. 

Mr.  SHACKLETON  (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe)  asked  whether  the  Govern- 
ment, in  order  to  finish  the  Committee 
stage  of  the  Trade  Disputes  Bill  to- 
morrow, would  carry  the  sitting  if  neces- 
sary beyond  eleven  o'clock. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Yes,  Sir.  I  take  a  hopeful  view  of  the 
case ;  but  if  the  Committee  stage  of  the 
Bill  be  not  finished  by  eleven  o'clock,  we 
shall  continue  the  sitting  until  it  is. 


STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
forthwith ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 


CENSUS  OF  PRODUCTION  [EXPENSES]. 

Committee  to  consider  of  authorising 
the  payment,  out  of  moneys  provided  by 
Parliament,  of  any  expenses  mcurred  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Census  under  any 
Act  of  the  present  session  to  provide  for 
taking  a  Census  of  Production  (King's 
Recommendation  signified),  to-morrow. — 
{Mr.  fFhUeley.) 

LIGHT  RAILWAYS  BILL. 
Order    for  Second  Reading  [October 
23rd]   read,  and  discharged;   Bill  with- 
drawn. 


CONSOLIDATED   FUND    (APPROPRIA- 

TION)  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Major  SEELY  (Liverpool,  Aber- 
cromby),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  three  months,  said 
he  would,  in  the  fewest  words  pos- 
sible, describe  the  present  constitution 
of  the  Committee  of  Defence,  and 
the    changes    which     he     respectfully 
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submitted  to  the  House  should  be 
made  in  that  body ;  also  the  present 
drawbacks  and  the  advantages  of  the 
proposed  change.  The  present  Com- 
mittee of  Defence  was  formed  upon 
the  lines  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Forest  of 
Dean  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition.  He  thought 
that  was  a  true  historical  statement  of 
fust.  In  1894  negotiations  took  place 
between  all  those  interested  in  the 
matter  and  between  the  two  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  mentioned.  A  letter  was 
written  in  February,  1894,  suggesting 
that  it  was  necessary  for  the  safety  of 
the  Empire  that  there  should  be  some 
such  body  set  up.  •  Under  a  Liberal 
Gk)vernment  a  Committee  of  Defence 
was  formed.  That  Committee,  however, 
had  no  continuity  in  policy  for  it  kept  no 
continuous  record.  It  was  not  until 
1903  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  propounded, 
first  at  Liverpool,  and  then  in  the  House, 
a  scheme  for  a  great  Council  of  Imperial 
Defence.  It  was  not  necessary  to 
remind  the  House  how  great  were  the 
issues  involved  in  that  Committee.  How- 
ever much  we  longed  for  peace  we 
could  not  retain  it  except  by  a  readiness 
for  war,  and  this  readiness  could 
only  be  obtained  by  co-operation  through- 
out the  Empire.  In  1903,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  made  a  statement  to  the 
Mouse  the  result  of  which  was  the 
adoption  of  a  Resolution  to  the  effect 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  House,  the 
ever-growing  interests  of  the  Empire 
demanded  the  establishment  of  a 
Committee  of  Defence  upon  a  permanent 
basis.  After  discussion,  and  with  unani- 
mous approval,  a  Committee  of  Defence 
was  founded.  This  Committee  was  not 
quite  the  same  as  the  one  they  had  at 
present,  but  he  ventured  to  assert,  with 
great  respect,  that  neither  of  them 
fulfilled  the  purposes  they  were  designed 
to  serve.  What  he  would  suggest  was 
that  they  could  not  have  a  proper  Com- 
mittee of  Imperial  Defence  unless  that 
Committee  included,  not  only  repre- 
sentatives from  the  Colonies  and  India, 
but  also  representatives  of  the  great 
political  Parties  in  this  country.  He 
was  aware  that  this  proposal  was  some- 
what novel  to  the  Hodse,  but  he  would 
endeavour  to  show  that  it  was  not  novel 
in  other  countries  of  the  world.     This 
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England  of  ours,  which  had  most  com- 
plicated problems  to  deal  with — ^greater 
far  than  any  continental  nation,  the 
United  States,  or  Japan — was  the  only 
country  where  great  matters  of  Imperi&I 
stategy  and  defence  were  the  sport  of 
Party  politics.  We  were  the  one  country 
of  all  others  where  all  must  co-operate, 
— Liberals,  Labour,  and  Tories  alike — 
if  we  meant  to  maintain  this  great 
Empire  under  its  growing  burden  of 
taxation  and  armaments.  The  modux 
Vivendi  with  regard  to  the  present 
Committee  seemed  to  differ  from  that 
of  the  previous  Committee.  As  he 
understood*  it  the  Prime  Mi  lister 
summoned  from  time  to  time  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  and  two  representa- 
tives of  the  Services,  bringing  with 
them  experts.  In  addition,  two  mem- 
bers  had  been  co-opted  as  permanent 
members,  viz..  Lorn  Esher  and  Sir 
John  French,  gentleman  who  were 
fully  cognisant  of  all  matters  of 
defence.  He  had  made  some  inquiry  in- 
to the  methods  which  prevailed  among 
foreign  nations  who  had  far  less  reason 
for  such  Committees  than  we  had.  He 
found  that  in  Russia  they  had  followed 
England's  example  and  instituted  a  Com- 
mittee of  Defence  somewhat  on  the  same 
lines.  In  Germany  there  was  no  Com- 
mittee of  Defence  unless  it  was  the 
Bundesrath  which  also  included  repre- 
sentatives from  all  parts  of  the  Colonies. 
In  that  case  the  Emperor  was  supreme 
and  the  Prussian  Minister  of  Defence 
was  the  chairman.  In  France  a  com- 
mittee had  been  formed  upon  our  own 
lines  in  April  of  this  year.  That 
consisted  of  the  Prime  Minister,  as  chair- 
man, the  Minister  for  War^  the  Minister 
for  the  Colonies,  and  the  Financial 
Minister.  The  President  had  power  to 
preside  over  the  Committee  whenever  he 
thought  desirable.  He  (the  speaker)  had 
now  dealt  as  far  as  possible  with  the 
arrangements  made  by  foreign  Powers 
for  the  purposes  of  defence,  and  he  would 
point  out  to  the  House  that  whereas  all 
of  them  were  governed  under  a  party 
system  none  of  them  allowed  the  party 
system  to  completely  control  questions 
of  imperial  defence.  After  endeavouring 
to  show  what  was  our  present  system 
and  how  dangerously  it  differed  from 
those  of  every  other  country  he  would 
ask    the    attention    pf     the    House    to 
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some  other  special  dangers  whieh  be- 
set us  in  following  our  present  policy. 
The  present  system  was  to  the  last  degree 
wasteful,  inasmuch  as  there  was  nolx>dy 
to  advise  each  party,  and  they  bid  against 
each  other,  and  made  proposals  involving 
large  expenditure  upon  the  Army  and 
the  Navy.  He  believed  that  half  the 
burden  we  bore  was  owing  to  the  com- 
petition of  political  parties  as  to  who 
should  prodnce  the  best  scheme,  it 
made  for  extravagance,  and  what  was 
more,  it  made  for  confusion  and  ignorance 
in  the  public  mind,  and  tended  to  produce 
war.  Most  people  in  the  country  could 
not  understand  questions  of  Army 
administration  and  could  not  follow  the 
system  of  Army  corps.  They  said  it  was 
too  complicated,  and  puzzled  by  the  com- 
plication and  the  differences  of  experts, 
they  gave  up  the  effort  to  understand  our 
system  of  defence.  Arrogance  was  the 
prime  cause  of  war,  and  arrogance  was 
the  child  of  ignorance.  There  was  no 
curb  under  the  present  system  upon  war- 
like enthusiasm,  and  this  tended  to 
produce  war.  Our  party  system  made 
the  co-operation  of  the  Colonies  in  this 
matter  well-nigh  impossibe,  because  they 
resented  being  the  plaything  of  English 
political  parties.  Party  Government 
might  be  a  good  thing,  and  was  a  good 
thing  within  these  islands,  but  a 
party  caucus  was  a  bad  thing  with 
which  to  govern  the  Empire,  and  we 
came  up  against  this  bed  rock  difficulty 
when  we  went  to  our  Colonies 
and  asked  for  their  cooperation  and 
contributions.  He  thought  a  new  plan 
oueht  to  be  tried  on  the  lines  he  had 
indicated.  No  doubt  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  would  say  that  the  first 
difficulty  was  foreign  policy,  upon  which 
strategy  depended.  To  that  he  would 
reply  that,  since  Lord  Salisbury  made  his 
famous  speech  about  the  wrong  horse, 
foreign  policy  had  been  removed  entirely 
from  the  realm  of  party  politics.  This, 
therefore,  was  a  peculiarly  favourable 
moment  to  attempt  the  plan  he  advocated. 
It  might  be  held,  again,  that  one  party 
might  be  for  economy  and  the  other  for 
extravagance.  Here,  again,  this  was  an 
opportune  moment,  for  everything  that 
had  happened  since  the  beginning  of 
this  new  Parliament  had  shown  how 
great  was  the  agreement  of  parties  on 
the  broad  lines  of  policy  in  regard  to 
economy.  The  constitutional  difficulty, 
he  admitted,  was  the  greatest  difficulty. 


The  responsibility  of  the  Cabinet  must  be 
maintained.  But  the  Committee  of 
Defence  was  not,  and  would  not  be,  an 
executive  body  and  the  centre  of  power. 
It  would  be  consultative  and  advisory, 
and  he  urged  thau  it  was  vital  to  make 
that  source  of  information  ard  advice  as 
wide  as  possible.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  had  said  that  the  Committee 
of  Defence,  when  it  came  to  a  decision, 
did  not  bind  itself  or  the  Government  or 
its  successors,  but  was  a  source  of  infor- 
mation common  to  both  parties.  That 
being  so,  Cabinet  responsibility  remained, 
as  it  was  absolute  and  complete.  He 
believed  much  good  might  come  from 
some  such  scheme  as  he  had  advocated. 
Its  advantages  were  manifest.  Fir<>t  of 
all,  there  was  the  advantage  of  economy 
if  we  had  a  continuous  policy  based  upon 
a  continuous  source  of  knowledge,  because 
we  should  not  fly  from  one  policy  to 
another  and  a  party  would  not  waste 
millions  of  money  in  order  to  dish  the 
other  party.  Such  a  scheme  would  also 
make  for  peace  and  render  Imperial 
oo-operation,  which  had  broken  down 
again  and  again,  possible.  He  was 
convinced  that  the  Empire  could  not 
continue  unless  it  was  held  together 
by  some  bond,  and  there  were  only 
two — mutual  profit  and  mutual  sacrifice. 

For  various  reasons  the  profit  basis 
was  inapplicable  for  the  moment 
to  this  Empire.  There  remained  the 
community  of  sacrifice.  If  we  could 
bring  the  Colonies  to  co-operate  with  us 
in  the  defence  of  the  Empire  he  was  con- 
vinced that  they  would  not  shrink  from 
responsibility,  and  there  would  then  be 
an  end  to  these  senseless  bickerings  as 
to  whether  the  Colonies  had,  or  had 
not,  subscribed  enough.  He  begged  to 
move. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  oat  the  word  '  now/  and  at  the 
end  of  the  question  to  add  the  words  '  upon 
this  day  three  months.'  **—{ Major  Seely.) 

Qnestion  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'now'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Sir  GILBERT  PARKER  (Gravesend) 
said  it  was  not  the  first  time  he  had  risen 
in  this  House  to  support  the  views  of  his 
hon.  friend.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  had  said  that  the  present 
Defence   Committee,   although   a   useful 
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one,  was  not  quite  so  effective  as  it 
might  be,  and  had  pointed  out  the  process 
by  which  the  Defence  Committee  had 
risen  from  its  embryonic  stage  to  its 
present  and  efEective  operation.  Lord 
Rosebery  recorded  his  idea  that  in 
regard  to  defence  there  should  be  no 
parties  but  only  one  great  Parliament 
representing  the  general  interests  of 
the  United  Kingdom  and  the  Empire. 
If  that  idea  did  not  take  with  the  British 
people,  and  this  idea  on  the  other  hand 
became  efEective,  he  still  believed  that 
Lord  Rosebery  and  the  two  right  hon. 
Oentlemen  on  the  front  Opposition 
Bench  who  were  responsible  for  the  Com- 
mittee of  Defence  had  done  great  service 
to  the  Colonies  and  the  Empire  in  this 
regard.  But  our  Colonies  as  well  as 
the  present  Opposition  in  Parliament 
ought  to  be  represented  on  the  ideal 
Committee  of  Imperial  Defence.  It  was 
most  essential  that  the  Colonies  should 
be  admitted  to  the  councils  of  the  Empire. 
A  good  deal  had  been  said  about  the 
non-contribution  by  the  Colonies  to 
naval  defence.  But  the  House  ought 
to  know  the  position  of  the  Colonies.  It 
was  true  that  the  Colonies  had  had  no 
education  in  matters  of  defence  until 
the  last  fifteen  or  sixteen  years.  It 
was  only  about  fifteen  years  since  that 
Australia  began  to  contribute  to  the 
Navy.  Canada  had  not  contributed  at 
all  to  the  Empire's  defence  until  this  year, 
when  she  had  taken  over  the  fortress  at 
Halifax,  and  had  become  responsible  for 
that,  which  had  previously  been  a 
burden  borne  by  the  United  Kingdom. 
The  reason  why  the  people  of  Canada 
had  not  contributed  before  was  because 
they  were  a  continental  people  and  had 
no  idea  that  their  produce  had  to  be 
protected  on  its  way  to  this  country. 
The  statesmen  of  Canada  had  not  been 
educated  to  contributing  to  Imperial  de- 
fence. He  was  told  by  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  Canada  only  recently  that 
aU  the  Powers  in  Europe  were  vieing  with 
each  other  as  to  which  should  have  the 
largest  army,  and  that  it  was  simply 
national  glorification.  But  he  pointed 
out  to  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  that  if 
Canada  wanted  to  have  markets  for  her 
productions  in  China  or  Japan  and  prevent 
the  interference  with  that  open  door  by 
Russia  or  some  other  Power  we  must 
have  sufficient  power  behind  us  to  enforce 
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our  claims.  The  right  hon.  Gentiemaa 
admitt^  there  was  a  good  deal  in  his 
argument.  He  could  assure  the  House, 
however,  that  the  change  of  pubHc 
opinion  in  Canada,  Australia,  and  New 
Zealand  upon  this  question  within  the  last 
ten  years  had  been  enormous.  He 
appealed  to  the  Prime  Hinister  to  con- 
skier  very  carefully  whether  it  would  not 
be  well  to  invite  colonial  Parliaments  to 
appoint  permanent  representatives  to 
the  Defence  Committee.  H  the  Colonies 
were  admitted,  members  of  both 
great  political  parties  at  home  must  be 
admitted,  and  the  Govemmsnt  should 
have  no  fear  in  entrusting  the  larger 
secrets  of  policy  to  the  Opposition  which 
might  confront  them  at  any  particular 
time.  There  was  such  a  high  patriotism 
in  the  House  of  Commons  that  this  con- 
fidence was  never  likely  to  be  abused. 
So  far  as  the  Colonies  were  concerned  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  tiiat  there 
should  be  constant  evidence  from  tiie 
Colonies  and  India.  They  had  something 
like  it  in  the  Council  that  advised  the 
India  Office.  There  should  also,  so  far 
as  foreign  Powers  were  concerned,  be  a 
knowledge  that  should  be  common  to 
statesmen  on  both  sides.  He  believed 
economy  would  be  greatly  increased  if  a 
general  knowledge  of  policy,  which  must 
more  or  less  lapse  when  a  (Jovemment 
went  from  office  into  opposition  and  lost 
its  hold  on  the  entire  policy,  were  extended 
to  the  statesmen  of  the  Opposition. 
There  must  necessarily  be  a  loss  to  the 
country  owing  to  the  fact  that  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sat  on  the  front  Opposi- 
tion bench  were  without  information 
which  would  enable  them  t3  see  the 
direction  of  the  policy  of  the  Government. 
They  could  not  admit  the  Colonies  unless 
they  admitted  the  representatives  of  botii 
Parties.  They  ov.ght  not  to  admit  the 
represjentatives  of  both  Parties  unless 
they  admitted  the  Colonies,  or  they  would 
be  without  that  great  scheme  of  co-opera- 
tion which  he  believed  was  the  idea 
imderlying  the  action  of  his  right  hon. 
friend  as  the  Prime  Minister  of  the  time 
in  establishing  and  inaugurating  this 
Committee  of  Defence.  If  that  were 
done  they  would  have  gone  a  good  way 
towards  lifting  the  Departments  con- 
cerned with  foreign  and  colonial  affdirs, 
and  the  Navy  and  Army,  out  of  the  sphere 
of  acute  controversy.    He  did  not  believe 
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tiiere  was  a  single  Member  in  this  House 
vho  enjoyed  controversy  so  much  that 
lie  would  not  be  willing  for  patriotic 
reasons  to  sink  Party  for  the  moment  in 
order  to  secure  freedom  from  those 
acrimonious  debates  which  brought  gov- 
ern meats  into  difficulties,  and,  after  all, 
served  no  purpose  in  Parliamentary  life. 
Unless  they  had  in  Parlic\meat  ideals  they 
would  get  nowhere.  Maoy  ide^ili  that  h  ^d 
been  considered  impossible  had  become  in 
the  ecd  practical  schemes.  He  believed  this 
one  would  come  to  pass  sooner  or  bter, 
and  he  supported  his  hon.  friend  in 
pressing  upon  the  Grovemment  the  ad- 
visability of  accepting  his  view. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (City  of  London) : 
The  questi(»i  raised  by  the  two  hon. 
Gentlemen,  everybody  will  admit,  is  of 
the  supremest  interest  and  importance  to 
the  well-being  of  the  Empire.  Obviously 
both  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
opposite  and  my  hon.  friend  have  been 
equally  animated  by  a  single-minded 
desire  for  the  welfare  of  the  Empire  as  a 
whole.  They  have  not  been  advocating 
any  mere  Party  question,  and  they  have 
not  looked  at  the  subject  under  discussion 
from  any  narrow  standpoint.  The  hon. 
and  gallait  Oentleman  opposite  surveyed 
the  rise  ard  growth  of  the  existing  Com- 
mittee of  Defence,  which  he  told  us  had 
been  of  great  interest  to  himself  and 
others,  and  he  mentioned  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean,  who  has 
been  very  keenly  anjdous  to  see  some 
machinery  tried  for  dealing  with  these 
great  subjects.  Twelve  years  ago,  as  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Crentleman  reminded  us, 
the  subject  was  in  its  infancy.  I  do  not 
know  that  my  ideas  have  undergone  any 
fundamental  change.  It  is  the  fact  that 
since  then  the  Committee  of  Defence,  not 

Srecisely  on  the  old  lines,  was  established 
uiing  the  period  when  I  was  in  office.  I 
am  not  sure  that  the  character  of  that 
Committee  is  even  now  perfectly  under- 
stood by  the  House  or  by  the  public.  I 
do  not,  in  the  first  instance,  regard  it  as  in 
any  sense  an  alternative  either  for  Cabinet 
rule  or  Cabinet  responsibility.  The  Cabi- 
net of  the  day  b  and  must  remaia  re- 
sponsible for  the  whole  policy  of  the 
country,  whether  it  be  connected  with 
the  size  of  our  armaments,  the  manage- 
ment of  our  Colonial  affairs,  or  the  direc- 
tion  of  OUT  foreign  poUof.    But  I   go 


further  than  that,  and  si^  that  the 
Conunittee  of  Defence  oannot  really  be 
dissociated  to  the  extent  my  hon.  friends 
imagine  from  the  Ministecs^  of  the  day 
who  are  directly  responsible  to  this  House. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  told  \j» 
that  in  making  the  Prime  Minister  head 
of  the  Defence  Committee  we  were  vio- 
lating the  practice  which  had  been 
universally  observed  in  foreign  countries, 
because,  he  argued,  the  Prime  Minister 
of  the  day  is  a  Party  leader,  the  head  of 
a  Party  opposed  to  another  Party,  and  if 
you  put  him  at  the  head  of  the  Defence 
Committee  without  the  co-operation  of 
the  other  Party  you  make  that  Committee 
what  the  Cabinet  by  common  avowal  is, 
and  must  be,' a  Party  organisation.  The 
Committee  ought,  on  the  contrary,  so 
runs  the  argument,  to  be  above  Party. 
I  would  ask,  in  the  first  place,  whether  it 
be  really  true  that  foreign  nations  have 
been  able  to  eliminate  this  element  of  the 
Party  system  from  their  Defence  Com: 
mittees.  I  gather  that  we  are  to  a  large 
extent  the  initiators  of  this  policy,  eaxi 
that  other  countries  have  followed  in  our 
footsteps,  if  I  may  say  so — a  great  com- 
pliment to  the  work  we  have  endeavoured 
to  carry  out.  But  in  following  in  our  foot- 
steps have  they  been  able  to  avoid  what 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  regards  as 
a  grave  danger  and  serious  evil  ?  I  am 
not  sure  that  he  has  made  out  his  case 
on  that  point.  There  is  no  exact  parallel 
between  the  position  in  the  United  States, 
for  example,  or  the  French  Republic, 
and  the  position  of  the  British  Prime 
Minister.  Neither  is  there  any  exact 
parallel  between  the  portion  of  sk)  care- 
fully constitutional  a  Monarchy  as  ours 
has  become  and  any  foreign  Monarchy 
I  know  of.  It  is  rather  dangerous  to 
make  comparisons  where  an  exact  parallel 
is  not  possible.  I  will  venture  to  suggest 
two  things.  I  do  not  believe  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  United  States  can  avoid 
having  a  Party  side  to  his  duties^ — ^he 
is  elected  by  a  Party.  He  has,  of  course, 
great  national  obligations  which  over- 
power the  Party  aspect  of  his  position, 
but  I  imagine  it  is  never  wholly  and 
absolutely  eliminated.  On  the  one  side, 
then,  there  must  remain  some  Party 
element  in  the  position  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  and  on  the  other, 
am  I  not  right  in  saying  that  the  position 
of  Prime  Minister  of  this  courtry  is  not 
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wholly  Party  ?    I    do  rot  believe  any 
Prime    Mimster    has    ever    conddered 
himself  as  merely  a  Party  leader.    He 
is  a  Party  leader,  he  fights  for  his  Party, 
and  in  the  nature  of  the  case  indulges 
in  the  day-to-day  polemic  of  Party  war- 
fare ;    but  every  Prime  Minister  is  and 
must  consider  himself  as  the  representa- 
tive, not  merely  of  his  Party,  but,  for 
the  time  being,  of  the  country  as  a  whole. 
This  is  an  aspect  in  our  afiairs  which  the 
Opposition  of  the  day  are  quite  ready 
to    acknowledge,    and    which    we    are 
anxious  to  see  as  far  as  possible  main- 
tained.   It  would,  I  think,  be  a  great 
travesty  of  the  British  Constitution  to 
say  that  the  Prime  Minister  of  the  day 
is  merely  a  Party  leader,  an<f  I  do  not  think 
it  is  an  accurate  representation  of  an} 
Party  (Jovemment  to  say  that  the  Pre- 
sident of  this  or  that  Republic  can  wholly 
remove  himself  from  Party  ties.    The 
second  comment  I  have  to  make  is  that, 
as  far  as  my  judgment  and  knowledge 
go,   the    hon.   and   gallant    Centleman 
has  exaggerated  the  Party  aspect  of  the 
Committee's  work.    He  told  us  that  one 
great   cause  of  the  increasing  cost   of 
armaments  in  this  country  or  France 
is  the  rivalry  between  two  Parties,  each 
of  which  comes  into  power  resolved  to 
find  some  scheme  difierent  from  that  of 
its  predecessors,  and  better,  but  which 
it  costs  a  great  deal  of  money  to  put  in 
operation.    I    believe    that    would    be 
an  entire^  misrepresentation  of  the  atti- 
tude of  successive  Grovemments.    I  am 
not  going  to  minimise  any  difierences 
there  may  be  on  questions  of  armaments 
on  the  two  sides  of  the  House ;    but, 
depend  upon  it,  there  never  was  a  Gk)vem- 
ment  in  the  world  who  wished  to  spend 
money  simply  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
paring some  brilliant  and  popular  change 
in  order  to  eclipse  what  their  rivals  had 
done,  and  to  claim  some  special  credit 
for  it.    There  may  be  some  G^tlemen 
in  this  House  who  may  be  under  the 
impression  that  sometimes  gets  abroad, 
that  Oovemments  like  expenditure.    No 
Oovemment  does.    There  may  be  ex- 
travagant (Jovemments,  or  Governments 

that  are  accused  of  extravagance ;  but 
there  never  has  been  a  Grovemment  in 
the  world  which  liked  spending  money, 
because  nothing  is  so  embarrassing  to  a 
Government,  or  produces  such  internal 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour. 


friction  in  a  Government.    Nothing  pro- 
duces such  difficulty  in  this  House  or 
such  unpopularity  in  the  country.    Let 
hon.  Gentlemen  put  it  out  of  their  minds 
that    any    Government    would    be    so 
absolutely  idiolic  as  heavily  to  burden 
their  finances,  not  for  something  that 
is  of  Imperial  importance,  but  merely 
in  the  hope  that  it  will  produce  popu- 
larity   on    the    platform.    I,    therefore, 
venture   to   say  that   inasmuch   as  no 
Government     indulge     in     expenditure 
merely  for  the  sake  of  expenditure,  you 
do  not   avoid   expenditure   by   putting 
members   of   the    Opposition,    whether 
Radical   or   Unionist,    on   the   Defence 
Committee.    Then  comes  the  question, 
how  are  you  going  to  work  this  extended 
body  ?    As  I  conceive  the  Committee 
of  Defence,  it  is  a  body  summoned  by 
the   Prime    Minister   to   assist   him   in 
dealing  with  matters  that  are  outside 
the  purview  of  any  single  Department, 
and  it  is  his  business  to  decide  the  heads 
of  what  Departments  and  what  experts 
are  to  be  summoned  to  a  meeting  of  the 
Defence  Committee.    It   is    quite   true 
that   the   Parliamentary   heads   of   the 
Army   and   Navy   and   the   experts  of 
those  two  Departments  must  be  sum- 
moned, because  almost  every  questi<ni 
of  Imperial  defence  and  strategy  closely 
touches  both  of  them.     But  it  is  not 
always  necessary  to  summon,  for  instancep 
the   Foreign   Minister,   who  is   perhaps 
the  hardest  worked  of  all  Ministers.    If 
some  matter  arises  which  touches  him, 
of  course  he  comes.    It  is  the  same  with 
the    head    of   the   Colonial    Office.    To 
always  summon  the  heads  of  all  the 
Departments   to   the    meetings   of    the 
Defence  Committee  would  be  a  waste 
of  time  and  labour.     There  is  that  elasti- 
city in  the  constitution  of  the  Defence 

Committee,  as  I  conceive  it,  by  which 
the  Prime  Minister  may  decide  for  him- 
self whose  advice  he  will  ask  for  as 
occasions  arise.  That  being  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Defence  Committee,  so 
far  as  this  country  is  concerned,  the 
question  comes,  what  is  its  relation  to 
the  Colonies  ?  Of  course,  I  think  the 
Colonies  should  have  at  conunand  a 
place  on  the  Defence  Committee,  and 
that  place  is  open  to  them  as  the  Defence 
Committee  is  now  constituted. 
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Major  SEELY  :  They  will  not  come. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  But  they  have 
come.  We  had  a  Minister  from  Canada 
who  gave  us  most  valuable  information 
on  certain  aspects  of  the  miUtary  defence 
of  Canada.  I  remember  also  that  the 
Austrahan  Colonies  consulted  us  on 
matters  of  defence,  and  we  were  able  to 
give  them  assistance  for  which  they  were 
very  grateful.  I  quite  agree  that  the 
representatives  of  the  Colonies  would  not 
come  habitually.  There  is  no  need  that 
they  should  come  habitually.  Remember 
that  the  interest  of  the  great  self-govern- 
ing Colonies  in  the  question  of  Imperial 
defence  is  largely  naval ;  and  if  they  are 
assured  that  we  are  keeping  up  an 
adequate  Navy,  so  far  as  we  are  concerned 
we  protect  them  from  all  over-sea  dangers 
which  they  have  to  fear.  Of  this  I  am 
confident,  however  you  may  model  or 
remodel  your  Defence  Committee,  you 
will  never  induce  the  Colonies  to  give 
us  here  complete  control  over  the  military 
forces  which  they  maintain  and  for  which 
they  pay.  We  must  accept  facts.  There 
is  no  use  kicking  against  the  pricks.  We 
must  adapt  our  military  system  to  what 
is  the  ultimate  constitutional  necessity 
of  the  Empire.  That  of  course,  makes  it 
less  important  that  the  Colonies  should 
have  permanent  Members  on  the  Defence 
Committee ;  but  if  ever  an  emergency 
arises  in  which  they  wish  to  co-operate 
with  us  the  Defence  Committee,  as  at 
present  constituted,  can  adopt  the  means 
precisely  suited  to  meet  that  emergency. 
Therefore,  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  the 
gains  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
anticipates  from  his  proposed  reconstitu- 
tion  of  the  Defence  Committee  are  at  all 
likely  to  be  attained  by  it,  while  the 
change  itself  would  carry  with  it  evils 
of  a  special  character.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Qentleman  desires  that  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  should  once  a  week 
sit  among  the  Ministers  of  the  Government 
to  which  he  is  opposed  and  share  their 
most  intimate  counsels  and  some  of  the 
most  difficult  problems  with  which  they 
can  concern  themselves. 

Major  SEELY  :  I  hope  I  may  explain 
that  that  was  not  my  suggestion  at  all. 
That  position,  of  course,  would  be 
ridiculous.  What  I  contemplated  is  that 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  should  sit 


on  the  Defence  Committee,  say  every 
three  months,  not  to  discuss  details  as  to 
single  battalions  or  single  ships,  but 
questions  of  great  Imperial  strategy. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Grentleman  does  not  quite  appre- 
hend the  character  of  the  work  done  by 
the  Committee  of  Defence.  It  never 
discusses  single  ships  or  single  battalions. 
These  are  questions  for  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  and  the  War  Secretary. 
Even  when  we  determined  to  make  a 
change  in  Army  armaments,  deciding 
that  there  should  be  two  types  of  guns — 
18-pounders  and  15-pounders — the  matter 
never  came  before  the  Committee  of 
Defence.  It  was  decided  by  the  Cabinet 
on  the  advice  of  the  War  Minister  and  the 
experts  of  the  Department.  The  question 
intimately  concerned  Imperial  defence 
in  one  sense ;  but  it  did  not  belong  to  the 
class  of  questions  which,  I  think,  can  with 
advantage  be  brought  before  the  Defence 
Committee.  If  the  great  problem,  as  I 
conceive  it  to  be,  of  the  defence  of  the 
North-West  frontier  of  India  should 
arise,  you  could  not  deal  with  it  by  itself. 
It  could  only  be  dealt  with  in  co-operation 
between  the  Home  Government  and 
the  Indian  Government.  Therefore,  it 
comes,  in  my  view,  within  the  purview 
of  the  Defence  Committee.  I  can  well 
understand  also  that  the  Defence  Com- 
mittee might  be  asked  to  consider 
or  reconsider  such  a  problem  as  the 
two-Power  standard  for  naval  defence, 
for  it  is  a  question  t^at  touches  so  many 
interests  that  it  cannot  properly  be 
regarded  solely  as  a  naval  question.  The 
Committee  of  Defence  never  has  been, 
and  never  ought  to  be,  concerned  with  the 
small  matters  of  Departmental  adminis- 
tration. But  does  not  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  see  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  work  his  system  under 
which  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  is  to 
be  called  in  by  the  Government  every 
three  months  to  discuss  big  questions  of 
Imperial  defence  and  strategy  ?  Just 
consider  what  the  position  would  be  if  I 
were  called  in  for  consultation  by  the 
Government  during  the  past  six  months. 
There  is  no  doctrine  more  clear  than 
that  it  is  the  gravest  mistake  to 
diminish  the  amount  of  your  regular 
forces  until  the  expansible  Army  (m 
which  you  have  to  rely  in  the  event  of  a 
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sudden  struggle  for  national  existence ' 
is  in  working  order.    The  Government 
take  exactly  the  opposite  view.    They 
are  sanguine  that  they  will  be  able  to 
find  an  expansible  Army. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Haldanb,  Haddington)  indi- 
cated dissent. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  WeU  I  can  only 
read  their  speeches  in  our  three  Parlia- 
mentary debates  as  meaning  that  the 
Government  have  absolutely  resolved 
that  the  Regular  Army  is  to  be  largely 
diminished,  although  they  have  not  got 
anything  like  an  expansible  Army. 
Suppose  I  had  been  present  at  the  dis- 
cussion of  that  great  question,  I  should 
have  urged  on  the  Defence  Committee 
what  I  am  now  urging.  I  should  be  able 
to  cross-examine  the  members  of  the 
Council  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
We  should  not  agree,  and  I  should  come 
down  to  the  House  armed,  illegitimately 
armed,  with  all  the  information  which 
I  had  been  able  to  extract  from  them  and 
their  experts.  I  should  be  in  a  false 
position,  and  I  feel  quite  sure  they  would 
be ;  and  I  do  not  think  for  a  moment 
they  would  have  accepted  any  person 
on  the  Committee,  knowing  that  his 
views  difiered  so  profoundly  from  their 
views,  who  would  have  every  chance  of 
forging  weapons  in  their  inner  councils 
by  which  to  attack  them.  Supposing 
I  had  been  present  during  the  last 
few  months  when  naval  policy  was 
under  discussion,  and  finding  that  the 
Prime  Minister  did  not-  hold  the  two- 
Power  standiird  in  the  same  sense  that 
I  do,  which  I  believe  is  the  fact.  The 
two-Power  standard  of  naval  strength 
as  I  understand  it,  is  that  we  ought  to 
have  a  Navy  equal  to  deal  efEectively 
with  any  two  Powers  that  can  be  brought 
against  us.  In  my  view  that  means 
a  Navy  not  strictly  and  mathematically 
equal  to  two  other  great  naval  Powers, 
but  a  Navy  with  that  margin  of  safety 
viithout  which  you  could  not  with 
serenity  enter  on  a  struggle  on  which  the 
very  existence  of  the  country  depends 
That  is  not  the  view  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
His  view,  as  I  understand  it,  is  that  the 
idea  that  France  and  Germany  would 
ever  combine  against  us  is  so  remote 
that  you  may  put  it  out  of  account. 

Mr,  A,  J,  Balfowr. 


That  is  an  interpretation  of  the  two- 
Power  standard  absolutely  different  from 
the  way  I  look  at  it,  and  one  most  mena- 
cing, to  the  safety  of  the  country.  The 
idea  of  imagining  that  international 
friendships  are  of  sd  permanent  a  character 
that  you  may  put  aside  absolutely  the 
idea  that  your  friend  of  to-day  may  not 
be  your  enemy  to-morrow  is  not  an 
adequate  basis  of  national  defence.  I 
say  you  must  go  beyond  mere  probability. 
If  you  ask  me  my  opinion  upon  foreign 
relations,  I  should  say  it  is  most  im- 
probable that  we  should  be  at  war  with 
France  and  Germany  combined  in  the 
next  two  or  three  years ;  yet  I  say, 
nevertheless,  that  to  put  ourselves  at 
the  mercy  of  a  coalition  of  those  two 
Powers,  evei*  if  it  be  an  improbable 
contingency,  is  insanity  from  the  point 
of  view  of  Imperial  defence.  But  that 
is  the  view  of  the  Prime  Minister.  And 
how  is  it  possible  that  people  who  difEer 
so  fundamentally  as  he  and  I  upon  that 
question  could  possibly  come  to  any 
useful  agreement  sitting  round  a  tal  b  ? 
The  Government  have  given  two  abso- 
lutely inconsistent  accounts  in  the  two 
Houses  of  why  they  have  dimini  hei 
their  shipbuilding  programme.  In  this 
House  the  explanation  vouchsafed  had 
something  to  do  with  The  Hague  Con- 
ference, and  for  the  rest  it  was 
entirely  based  on  the  opinion  of  the 
Naval  Lords,  of  which  no  account  was 
really  given.  It  appears  from  the  state- 
ment of  the  First  Lord  in  another  place 
that  the  diminution  was  not  concerned 
with  The  Hague  Conference,  but  that  the 
Admiralty  were  not  satisfied  with  some 
of  their  plans,  and  they  wanted  to  try 
further  experiments.  They  were  two 
quite  difierent  accounts.  On  this  Ques- 
tion of  the  two-Power  standard  we  have 
reached  a  fundamental  difference  between 
the  two  sides  ;  and  if  the  Prime  Minister's 
views  are  shared  by  his  Party,  I  say  a 
more  dangerous  policy  than  that  now 
initiated  in  regard  to  the  Navy  has  never 
been  made  before,  and  it  is  one  which 
I  believe,  when  the  country  understands 
it,  the  country  will  not  readily  endorse. 
Had  I  been  asked  to  go  to  Whitehall  when 
this  question  was  under  discussion,  who 
knows  but  I  might  have  been  so  eloquent 
on  the  two-Power  standard,  or  to  strong 
on  the  question  of  getting  your  expansible 
Army  into  a  fit  state  for  fighting  European 
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Powers  before  diminishing  your  Regular 
Army,  that  I  might  have  persuaded  even 
His  Ma]e8t3r'8  Government  ?  But  in 
soberer  moments  I  should  think  it  ex- 
tremely improbable  that  I  should  have 
been  able  to  move  them  by  any  counsels 
I  could  give  them.  The  position  is  one 
into  which  no  Leader  of  an  Opposition 
ought  to  be  put.  The  reasons  I  have  put 
forward  make  me  doubt  the  practicabiUty 
of  such  a  plan.  We  have  to  work  this 
country  on  the  Party  system.  I  have 
never  disguised  from  myself  the  in- 
evitable dangers  which  are  inherent  in 
that  system,  but  neither  have  I  declined 
^-f^nrecognise  its  great  advantages.  I  be- 
lieve a  strong  and  homogeneous  Govern- 
ment, even  though  I  difEer  from  it,  is 
better  than  a  weak  and  hybrid  Adminis- 
tration ;  and,  though  I  honestly  admit 
I  do  not  think  the  Party  system  is 
working  well  at  this  moment  in  the  best 
interests  of  the  Empire,  I  do  not  believe 
it  will  be  improved  by  any  admixture  in 
its  councils  of  an  Opposition  element, 
even  if  it  be  as  patriotic,  single-minded, 
and  able  as  we  may  hope  some  Opposi- 
tions are. 

Thb  prime  minister  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Sir  H. 
Campbell-Bannbrman,  Stirling  Burghs): 
My  hon.  and  gallant  friend  who  intro- 
duced this  subject,  if  I  may  use  a  homely 
phrase,  has  caught  a  Tartar.  He  pro- 
posed in  the  most  amiable  and  non-Party 
spirit  to  make  a  certain  alteration  in  the 
constitution  and  practice  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Imperial  Defence,  and  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  has  made  this  amiable 
non-Party  Motion  the  occasion  for  a 
vehement,  sustained,  and  argued  attack 
upon,  first,  the  military,  and  then  the 
naval  policy  of  the  Government.  Of 
course  everything  is  lawful  on  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Appropriation 
Bill,  but  it  is  rather  hard  on  my  hon. 
and  gallant  friend  that  his  innocent 
proposal  should  be  made  the  vehicle  for 
a  speech  of  that  kind.  I  do  not  want  to 
use  strong  epithets,  but  I  could  repeat 
something  of  what  I  have  said  before  in 
regard  to  some  parts  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech.  I  ^ill  deal  in  the 
first  place  with  the  Committee  of  Im- 
perial Defence.  I  have  never  been 
strongly  prejudiced  in  favour  of  the 
Committee  of  Imperial  Defence.    I  was 


always  afraid  it  might  get  beyond  its 
proper  bounds,  that  it  might  interfere 
with  the  responsibility  of  the  Cabinet 
and  the  Ministers  charged  "N^ith  the  two 
great  Departments,  and  that,  therefore, 
the  results  might  be  unfortunate  in  the 
interests  of  the  country.  I  confess  that 
I  have  modified  my  o;^inioi;  in  this 
respect,  and  I  think  that  these  dangers 
and  evils  have  been  avoided. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:    Hear,  hear. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELLBANNERMAN  : 
When  we  came  into  office  I  found  a 
certain  amount  of  trepidation — so  strong 
had  been  the  opinions  I  had  expressed 
about  the  Conmiittee — lest  there  should 
be  some  interference  with  its  action  and 
an  alteration  of  its  powers.  But  I  said 
to  those  who  approached  me  on  the 
subject  that  it  was  to  continue  exactly 
as  it  was  until  I  found  practically  what 
its  working  was,  and  if  we  had  any 
reason  to  alter  it  we  should  do  so  ;  if  not, 
we  should  do  our  best  to  continue  it 
efficiently.  My  experience  of  this  Com- 
mittee has  been  most  satisfactory.  I 
think  that  my  hon.  and  gallant  friend 
a  little  mistakes  its  proper  function, 
and  from  a  greater  part  of  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
its  creator  and  author,  he  seems  also  to 
have  mistaken  its  function.  The  Com- 
mittee of  Imperial  Defence  is  an  oppor- 
tunity for  the  Government  to  fortify 
itself  with  regard  to  the  naval  and 
military  policy  and  the  general  defence 
of  the  Empire  by  the  direct  opinion  of 
the  best  experts  in  the  two  services. 
The  naval  and  military  authorities  meet 
round  a  table  with  the  members  of  the 
Government  and  discuss  all  the  techni- 
cal questions  which  are  brought  before  it, 
but  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  policy, 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  naval 
and  military  policy  on  a  large  scale.  To 
my  mind  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question  of  what  is  the  standard  of  two 
or  three  nations  we  should  be  equal  to. 
What  they  have  to  supply  is  the  infor- 
mation how  we  can  best  equal  these  if  we 
wish  to  do  so,  but  it  is  the  political 
Members  of  the  Cabinet  who  have  to 
determine  the  policy  of  the  country, 
with  the  expert  assistance  and  the 
technical  knowledge  necessary  to  carry 
out   that   policy.    Therefore   the   right 
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hon.  Qentleman,  if  he  had  been  fortunate 
or  unfortunate  enough  to  be  summoned 
to  one  of  our  meetings,  would  not  have 
been  asked  whether  he  agreed  with  mc 
that  some  standards  laid  down  for  the 
Navy  are  excessive  and  possibly  in  their 
nature    absurd.     He   would    not    have 
been    asked  to   agree   with  the    Secre- 
tary    for    War    as     to    whether    the 
reductions    in    the    Army    could  safely 
be  made   with   the    prospect  which  is 
before  us  of  being  able  to  create,  expand, 
and  develop  a  force  sufficient    for    the 
defence  of  the  country.    Those  are  ques- 
t'ons  of  high  policy  with  which  the  Cabinet 
deals,  but  which  are  beyond  the  ken, 
in  that  stage  of  them  at  least,  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Imperial  Defence.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  also  would  .have  been  in 
this    position.    He    would    have    been 
among  men  who  had  a  very  easy  mean^ 
of  knowing  what  the  opinions  of  the  right 
hon.  Centleman  were,  because  the  dis- 
cussions of  the  Committee  under  the  last 
Covemment,    and    the    conclusions    to 
which  they  came  on  one  subject  after 
another,  are  recorded  and  are  open  to  us 
for  examination ;    so  that  we  have  a 
perfectly  sufficient  knowledge  of  what  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman's  views  were  last 
year   and    the   year   before.    Hy   hon. 
friend  thinks  that  an  advantage  would' 
be  obtained  by  adding  to  this  Committee 
other  people,  cither  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment or  peers,  who  did  not  belong  to  the 
Party  in  power,  and  therefore  had  no 
direct  Ministerial  responsibility,  and  per- 
haps ultimately  introducing  also  mem- 
bers    representing    the    Colouies     and 
other  parts  of  the  Empire.    The  Colonies 
and  the  other  parts  of  the  Empire  have 
been  consulted   and   can   be   consulted 
fuUy  whenever  it  is  their  desire  or  in  the 
public    interest    that    they    should    be 
consulted.    To  constitute  them  members 
of    this    body    would,   I    think,  be  a 
somewhat  singular  course  to  take ;    and 
I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that  the  best 
course  you  can  take  to  secure  the  very 
best  men  is  to  give  them  direct  responsi- 
bility, and  that  the  opinion  of  any  person, 
however  illustrious  and  however  capable 
he  may  be,  if  brought  into  a  Committee 
of  that  kind  without  official  responsibility, 
IB  not  of  so  much  value  as  the  opinion 
of  those  who,  though  in  the  receipt  of 
public  money,  are  from  the  position  they 
occupy  bound  to  do  their  best  in  the 
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public  interest.    I  therefore  do  not  agree 
with  my  hon.  friend  that  this  Conunittee 
requires  to   be   supplemented   by   such 
aid.    But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
taken  this  opportunity  to  launch  some 
observations  against  our  conduct  within 
the  last  weel(  or  two  in  respect  to  the  Army 
and  Navy.    With  regard  to  the  Navy, 
he  says  that^e  and  I  would  find  ourselves 
totally  at  variance  as  to  the  standard 
we  should  set  up  for  the  shipbuilding 
under  the  Admiralty.    He  refers  to  my 
criticism  upon  the  two-Power  standard 
at  the  present  moment.    I  do  not  say 
that    the    two-Power   standard    is    not 
sometimes  a  very  reasonable  thing,  but 
when  the  two  Powers  you  take  are  the  two 
Powers  who  are  perhaps  more  likely  to 
be  antagonistic  to  each  other  than  any 
other  two  Powers  you  can  find  on  the 
continent  of  Europe,   when  you  know 
that  we  are  in  close  relations  of  friendship 
with    one    of    these    Powers,    recently 
established    and    improved    by    public 
instruments,  when  we  know  also  that  we 
arc  on  excellent  terms  both  with   the 
people  and  the  Government  of  the  other 
Power;     when    we    know  further    that 
if  these  two  Powers  are  building  ships 
fast  they  are  building  them  against  each 
other,  to  suggest  that  we  should  take 
these  two  Powers  as  the  test  and  criterion 
of  how  much  money  we  should  expend 
on  our  Navy  and  what  strength  the  Navy 
should  be  is,  I  think,  to  use  a  phrase 
already   used,    what   may   be   called   a 
preposterous  idea.    I  go  further  and  say 
that,  if  you  examine  the  present  strength 
and  the  existing  proposals  of  these  two 
Powers,  they  will  not  support  the  in- 
crease which  is  sometimes  advocated  for 
our  Navy.    Even  if  you  take  that  as  your 
test,  if  you  examine  both  the  character 
of  the  ships  and  the  rate  of  their  building 
and  the  other  elements    which    go    to 
support  that  view,  I  say  that  they  will 
not  bear  out  those  large  ideas  of  advance 
that  are  entertained  in  some  quarters. 
No ;   we  have  done  nothing  with  togard 
either  to  the  Army  or  the  Navy  which 
has  weakened  at  all  the  practical  strength 
of  the  country  for  defence.    It  does  not 
follow  at  all  that  because  you  do  not 
build,  because  you  drop  an  ironclad  out 
of  your  programme,  that  you  are  below 
the  strength  required  for  your  purpose. 
Though    the   t^o-Power   standard   is   a 
convenient  standard  it  b  not  everything. 
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and  we  ought  to  consider  what  the 
requirements  of  the  Navy  are,  just  as  we 
consider  what  the  requirements  of  the 
Army  are,  and  see  that  we  have  a  sufficient 
Army  and  Navy  for  those  requirements. 
That  is  the  business  of  the  Admiralty 
and  the  War  Office,  and  the  distinguished 
sailors  at  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  and 
the  distinguished  generals  who  advise 
my  right  hon.  friend.  I  do  not  think 
that  it  is  any  part  of  the  duty  of  the 
Committee  of  Imperial  Defence  to  meddle 
with  and  pronounce  an  opinion  on  the 
general  poUcy  of  the  (Jovernment  either 
in  naval  or  military  matters.  I  think 
it  can  give  the  (Jovemment,  as  it  does, 
with  great  effect  and  success  and  with 
the  most  perfect  loyalty  the  best  technical 
advice  on  all  professional  matters  which 
the  officers  summoned  to  it  are  so  well 
qualified  to  give.  I  do  not  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  justified  in  the 
attacks  he  made  upon  us,  or  in  the  use  of 
some  of  the  phrases  with  regard  to  our 
relations  to  the  other  Powers.  When  he 
conjured  up  the  idea  that,  after  all, 
friendships  and  alliances  might  not  last 
long,  and  that  we  must  be  alwa3r8  ready 
for  an  eventuality  in  all  circumstances — 
when  he  said  that  at  the  present  moment, 
I  do  not  think  it  was  the  kind  of  thing 
which  is  likely  to  conduce  to  the  best 
interests  of  this  country  or  of  the  peace 
of  Europe.  I  admit  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  often  shown  himself  a 
strong  advocate  of  peace,  and  I  do 
not  wish  to  insinuate  that  he  has 
any  evil  designs  on  the  peace  of 
Europe  or  against  our  friendship  with 
other  nations.  But  there  are  some 
things  about  which  it  may  be  said 
that  the  less  they  are  talked  about  the 
better,  some  hints  almost  amounting 
to  threats  made  by  public  men  which 
had  better  be  left  unsaid.  He  was 
guarded  in  his  language,  but  his  general 
tone  implied  that  I  was  entirely  wrong 
in  my  supposition  and  hypothesis  that  a 
combination  of  these  two  Powers  in  open 
warfare  against  us  was  an  impossible  con- 
tingency. I  think  it  is  unfortunate  that  he 
implied  that  there  could  be  this  combina- 
tion. It  is  on  that  ground  that  I  have 
interfered  in  the  debate,  which,,  as  far  as  it 
concerns  the  action  and  constitution  of 
the  Committee,  I  would  much  rather 
leave  to  my  right  hon.  friend. 
VOL.  CLXII.    [Fourth  Series.] 


♦Sir  J.  JARDINE  (Roxburghshire) 
said  he  had  to  ask  he  House  to  come 
down  from  the  high  level  to  which 
debate  had  been  raised  that  after- 
noon to  an  ordinary  question  of 
administration.  He  referred  to  the 
leasing  of  the  Ceylon  Pearl  Fisheries.  He 
did  not  think  any  apology  was  needed 
for  bringing  this  question  before  the 
House  inasmuch  as  Lord  Elgin  had 
washed  his  hands  of  the  responsibility 
for  it  and  they  had  been  informed 
by  the  Under-Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
that  there  were  great  defects  in  the 
procedure,  and  after  a  series  of  questions 
they  had  been  told  by  the  Under-Secre- 
tary that  it  would  be  an  advantage  if 
they  could  refer  to  the  late  Colonial 
Secretary,  who  was  at  that  time  the 
candidate  for  St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  and  who  now  was  the  actual 
Member  for  that  constituency.  His  re- 
marks would  be  more  a  criticism  of  the 
past  Crovernment  than  a  criticism  of 
the  present,  because  Lord  Elgin  said 
that  the  business  was  practically  finished 
when  he  took  office,  and  that  he  had  no 
course  open  to  him  in  accordance  with 
the  precedents  of  the  Colonial  Office, 
but  to  bring  to  a  conclusion  what  had 
almost  approached  a  settlement.  The 
Colony  had  called  in  tones  of  burning 
complaint  for  some  alteration  of  this 
contract,  which  had  caused  a  great  loss 
to  the  revenue  of  the  Colony.  The  fisheries 
had  been  leased  from  1906  for  twenty 
years  at  an  annual  rental  of  £20,660 
which  was  far  too  low.  In  1904  the  net 
profits  were  £61,000  ;  in  1905  they  were 
£153,000  ;  and  in  1906,  the  first  year  of 
the  lease,  they  were  £89,000,  the  average  of 
four  years  being  » bout  £80,000.  Why,  it 
was  asked,  had  the  rent  been  fixed  so  low 
when  these  enormous  profits  were  being 
earned  ?  It  had  been  alleged  that  an 
average  had  been  taken  over  twenty 
years ;  but  of  that  period  eleven  years 
were  barren  and  belonged  to  the  time 
before  the  (Jovemment  of  Ceylon  had 
taken  the  fisheries  in  hand,  employing- 
for  that  purpose  Professor  Herdmann, 
a  learned  expert  on  pearl  fisheries,  and 
Mr.  Homell,  another  marine  biologist. 
The  costly  investigations  and  the 
organised  system  adopted  by  the 
(Jovemment  had  some  years  ago  elimin- 
ated uncertainty  from  the  fisheries,  and 
converted    them    into    an    indust^    as 
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valuable  as  any  of  the  municipal  enter- 
prises in  this  country  which  were  so 
jealously  reserved  for  the  public  benefit. 
The  Colony  also  spent  £10,000  on  Mr. 
Dixon's  highly  successful  machine  for 
separating  the  pearls,  and  Mr.  Homell's 
dredging  was  reported  as  successful. 
So  that  Governor  Blake  on  June  14th, 
1905,  wrote  to. the  late  Colonial  Secretary 
as  follows — 

"There  seems  no  reason  to  apprehend  a 
failure  of  the  annual  fishery  in  future  years." 

Again  in  November,  1904,  the  Grovem- 
ment  Agent  telegraphed  that  Mr.  Dixon's 
machine  prevented  loss  or  damage  to 
the  pearls  and  was  working  well.  The 
negotiations  for  a  lease  of  the  fisheries 
began  in  1904,  but  how  the  scheme 
originated  had  never  been  explained. 

However,  in  December,  1904,  the  Blue- 
book  showed  the  late  Colonial  Secretary 
negotiating  with  Sir  J.  West  Ridgeway 
and  a  syndicate  of  financiers.     A  sugges- 
tion had  been  made  that  it  was  necessary 
to  get  a  firm  of  high  financial  standing 
to  come  in  and  take  up  the  matter.    The 
83rndicate  consisted  not  of  the  people  of 
Ceylon,   who    were   interested,    nor   the 
great  traders  of  this  country,  nor  of  the 
people  of  India,  but  of  what  was  called 
the  South   African  clique.     They  called 
up  oaly  £1,687  lOs.     They  spent  £200  on 
obtaining  the  concession,  £106  on  regis- 
tration, and  £1 10  on  preliminary  expenses 
— £416  in  all — and  during  the  progress  of 
these  secret  negotiations    they   actuallv 
sold   what  they   had   got   for    £11,000. 
An    increment    of    that    sort    gave    an 
indication  of  what  the  real  commercial 
value    of    this    concession  was.      That 
profit  ought  to  have  gone  to  the  Colony 
and  not  to  this  Oulf  S3rndicate.     A  short 
time  after,  a  limited  company,  the  Ceylon 
Pearl   Fisheries   Company   was   fomed. 
It  was  registered  on  March   3rd,    .906. 
That  company  had  a  capital  of  £165,000, 
of  which  £86,000  was  paid  up.     It  was  a 
significant  fact  that  no  prospectus  was 
issued  either  of  the  Gulf  syndicate  or  the 
Ceylon  Pearl  Fisheries  Company.    Time 
went    on    and    the    arrangements    were 
made  and  the  lease  was  sent  out.    He 
was  not  conversant  with  the  practice  of 
the  Colonial  Office  on  those  matters,  but 
it  appeared  from  the  Blue-book  that  the 
Ordinance  which  made  the  lease  legal  was 
drafted  in  the  Colonial  Office,  as  was  also 
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the  lease  of  the  concession,  and  they  were 
sent  out  to  Ceylon  with  the  intimation  that 
they  should  be  passed  by  the  L^islative 
Council  of  the  Colony.    The  intention  to 
lease   these   valuable   fisheries   was   not 
advertised  in  any  way,  and  this  secrecy 
was  one  of  the  matters  the  public  of 
Ceylon  complained  most  seriously  about. 
The  intention  was  unknown  in  the  great 
centres  where  merchants  most  do  congre- 
gate either  in  this  country  or  Scotland  or 
the  great  centres  of  the  East  from  which 
people  were  attracted  to  the  pearl  fisheries 
in  Ceylon.      There  were  many  Scottish 
firms  of  high  financial  standing  on  the 
shores  of  the  Indian  Ocean  in  Calcutta, 
Madras,      Bombay,        Rangoon,       and 
Colombo — one  might  almost    say    from 
China  to  Perim — and  had  it  been  known 
it  would  have  resulted  in  the  real  financial 
value  of  these  fisheries  being  ascertained 
by  competition  and  tender.    But  tliere 
was    no  invitation    given    to   anybody 
to  tender,  and   the  matter  was  entirely 
unknown  to  everybody  save  the  limited 
number    of   persons    who    formed    t^e 
syndicate.     One  could  not  refrain  from 
asking    the    question:     Why  was  this 
valuable  property  allowed  to  go  in  this 
way?    Whj  was  it  leased  at  all  when 
it  was  paying  so   well  ?    The  people  of 
Ceylon  would  have    preferred    to    have 
kept  it  themselves,  as  he  could   show 
from   the   great   complaints   that   were 
published  in  the  newspapers.     It  might 
be  said  that  it  would  be  difficult  for  the 
Grovernment  to  manage  such  a  thing,  and 
that  they  had  better  grant  a  lease  than 
undertake    to    manage    these    fisheries, 
but  that  was  not  the  view  taken  by  the 
independent  members  of  the  Legislative 
Council  or  the  public  officials  in  Ceylon, 
who   had   invested   in  the   shares,    nor 
by   the    firms   with    German    names — 
Derenberg,  Albu,  Neuman,  Friedlander, 
MosenthaJ  et  hoc  genus  omne  who  make  up 
the  limited  company.      If  it  were  said 
that    they    could     not    test    whether 
the   bargain    was    a    good    one    until 
twenty  years   had    passed,   there   were 
three     tests    that     seemed     to    show 
that  the  bargain  had  been  entirely  and 
tremendously  to  the  advantage  of  these 
people  who  obtained  the  concession.    The 
first  was  that  £11,000  had  been  inter- 
cepted by  the  Oulf  syndicate  even  before 
the  company  was  formed ;  the  second  was 
that  the  6  per  cent,  ordinary  £1  shares 
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in  the  limited  company  with  only  10a. 
paid  up  were  now  selling  at  20b.  and 
228.,  and  the  third  was  that  the  Is. 
deferred  shares  were,  after  a  profit  of 
£21,000  had  been  made,  to  get  as  much 
dividend  as  the  lOs.  men.  And  so  these 
Is.  shares  were  changing  hands  already 
for  lis.  or  128.  Tlus  was  the  market 
valuation;  and  an  old  poet  had  told  us 
that— 
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"  Tae  real  worth  of  an^hiog 
Is  how  mach  money  it  will  bring.  ** 

What  seemed  to  him  a  departure  from 
the  ordinary  rule  was  mvde  by  this 
secrecy  in  the  framing  of  the  Ordinance, 
while  the  proposal  to  lease  was  given 
no  advertisement  of  any  kind,  and  in 
that  way  this  unbuune^slike  procedure 
was  the  cause  of  what  seemed  a  great 
injury  to  the  Colony.  As  there  was  no 
rent  ascertainable  by  the  ordinary  com- 
petition of  commercial  men  the  Colony, 
for  the  next  twenty  years,  would  be  making 
great  losses.  These  South  African  mag- 
nates would  probably  make  more  out  of 
the  pearls  than  they  would  have  made 
out  of  the  gold  in  the  whole  of  South 
Africa  to  the  great  injury  and  disgust  of 
the  Crown  Colony  of  Ceylon. 


Mr.  LYTrELTON  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  observed  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  drawn  a  very  gorgeous 
picture  of  the  future  of  this  industry. 
Whether  it  would  be  realised — he  trusted 
it  might — was  a  matter  of  pure  specula- 
tion. While  he  was  Secretary  of  State 
his  concern  was  to  see,  firstly,  whether  it 
was  desirable  that  there  should  be  a 
lease  of  these  fisheries  ;  and  secondly,  if 
it  were  expedient  to  have  a  lease,  that 
thejvery  best  possible  terms  were  ob- 
tained for  it.  Throughout  the  course 
of  this  session,  various  innuendoes  de- 
rogatory to  the  honour  of  Sir  West 
Ridgeway,  had  been  made  in  the  course 
of  sporadic  questions  addressed  to  the 
Under-Secretary  for  the  Colonies.  As  Sir 
West  Ridgeway  was  unable  to  defend 
himself,  it  was  desirable  to  state  that  there 
was  a  misapprehension  with  regard  to 
his  position,  and  that  he  was  not  Governor 
of  Caylon  at  the  time  of  these  negotiations. 
On  the  contrary,  he  had  left  Csylon  more 
than  a  year,  and  he  was  scrupulous  not  to 
jrive  ^anyone  any  opportunity  for  saying 


he  influenced  the  Government  with 
regard  to  the  negotiations.  The  negotia- 
tions were  carried  on  in  Ceylon  entirely 
by  Colonel  Poss.    It  was  in  February, 

1905,  that  the  Ceylon  Government  sug- 
gested to  the  Imperial  Government  as  a 
basis  of  discussion  that  £15,000  a  year 
for  twenty  years  would  be  an  adequate 
and  proper  basis  for  discussion.  It  was 
not  until  the  August  following,  aftsr 
careful  thought  and  assisted  by  the 
experts  at  the  Colonial  Office,  that  he, 
as  Secretary  of  State,  sent  an  ultimatum 
that  the  rent  which  the  Ceylon  Govern- 
ment had  fixed  at  £15,000  should  be 
raised  to  £20,000 — an  increase  of  nearly 
dO  per  cent.  As  the  House  knew, 
that  was  after  more  negotiations  re- 
conunended  to  the  Ceylon  Government 
for  acceptance,  and  on    February    8th, 

1906,  after  the  present  Government  had 
come  into  power  the  Second  Rsading  of 
the   Ordinance   took  place   in     Ceylon. 
The   negotiations   went   on   for   several 
months    more,    and    it    was  not    until 
February    l6th    this   year — ^long    after 
he   had    left   the    Colonal    Office     and 
the     present    Government     had    come 
into    power — that   the    Third    Reading 
of  the  Ordinance  in  Ceylon  was  sanctioned. 
While  it  would  not  have  been  in  good 
faith  had  Lord  Elgin  receded  from  the 
negotiations  after  they  had  reached  that 
stage,   if  there  had    been    anything    in 
the  slightest  degree  improper  or  in  any 
sense    fraudulent   on    the    part   of    the 
syndicate  or  anybody  else  it  would  have 
been  wrong  to  have  continued  the  trans- 
action.   But    that    was    not    suggested 
even  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
who    said    the    deal    was    improvident. 
No  one  could  possibly  impeach  Sir  West 
Ridgeway's  conduct,  because,  with  full 
knowledge  of  all  these  facts,  the  Govern- 
ment appointed  him  Chairman  of  their 
African   Commission — a   position   which 
demanded  not  only  the  highest  integrity, 
but  also  the  highest  wisdom  and  prudence. 
As  to  why  this  matter  was  not  put  up  to 
tender,  there  were  two  very  substantial 
reasons.    It  was  not  the  practice  of   the 
Colonial  Office  and  other  State  depart- 
ments to  put  concessions  of  this    sort 
up  to  public  tender,  because,  if  they  did 
they  either  had  to  accept  the   highest 
tender,  and  perhaps  get  an  undesirable 
person     to    deal    with,     or,     if     they 
rejected   the  highest  tender,   they  had 

3  A   2 
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to  enter  into  awkward  explanations. 
Rightly  or  wrongly,  it  was  not  the  practice 
of  the  Colonial  Office  in  such  cases  to 
put  these  concessions  up  to  tender.  In 
this  case  there  was  an  even  more  con- 
clusive reason.  The  Grovernment  of 
Ceylon  and  the  Colonial  Office  were  not 
able  to  ascertain  the  terms  upon  which 
they  were  willing  to  grant  a  lease  until 
months  and  almost  years  of  negotiations 
and  after  these  protracted  negotiations 
it  would  have  been  a  breach  of  faith  to 
put  the  bargain  up  to  tender.  He  would 
give  the  authorities  who  had  been  in 
favour  of  the  course  taken.  In  the  first 
place,  the  Government  of  Ceylon  were 
anxious  not  to  retain  this  property  in 
their  own  hands.  They  expressed  that 
desire  through  the  Grovemor  and  the 
executive  council  unanimously,  having 
been  required  by  himself  and  by  his 
successor,  Lord  Elgin,  to  vote  not  as 
officials  but  as  they  thought  right  on  the 
merits  of  the  case.  The  officials  of  the 
Legislative  Council  were  given  a  free 
hand  in  the  matter,  and  they  voted  to  the 
extent  of  two-thirds  in  favour  of  this 
concession.  It  was  quite  true  that  some 
of  the  members  of  the  Council  were  paid 
members,  but  they  were  left  absolutely 
unrestricted  in  giving  their  opinions. 
They  were  men  of  the  highest  standing 
and  character,  and  he  did  not  regard  the 
acceptance  of  pay  for  public  service  as 
absolutely  disentitling  those  who  received 
it  from  giving  a  straightforward  and 
unbiassed  opinion  on  questions  submitted 
to  them.  It  was  incorrect  to  say  that 
no  native  members  voted  in  favour  of 
this  plan.  Outside  the  official  members 
there  voted  for  it  not  only  the  representa- 
tives of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  and 
of  the  general  European  committee, 
but  the  representative  of  the  Cingalese 
provinces.  The  one-third  who  voted 
against  it  consisted  of  Colombo  repre- 
sentatives and  natives.  After  months 
of  consideration,  he  himself  approved  of 
this  bargain,  and  all  his  expert  advisers 
at  the  Colonial  Office,  and,  what  was 
perhaps  more  important  to  hon.  Members 
opposite.  Lord  Elgin  after  he  came  into 
office  approved  it  in  a  despatch,  some 
part  of  which  he  thought  should  have 
been  read  in  answer  to  the  questions 
which  had  been  asked. 

Mr,  Lyttelton. 


The  under  -  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
Churchill,  Manchester,  N.W.)  asked 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  meant 
by   that   remark. 

Mr.  LYTTELTON  said  he  meant 
what  he  said.  In  the  course  of  these 
sporadic  questions,  in  which,  he  under- 
stood, allegations  of  bad  faith  were  being 
made,  it  would  have  been  better  not  to 
withhold  the  expressed  opinion  of  the 
present  Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  complaint  against  hua 
was  undeserved,  as  the  despatch  had  been 
published  in  the  Blue-book  and  had  been 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 

Mr.  LYTTELTON  said  it  would  have 
been  better,  considering  the  imputations- 
that  were  being  made  in  certain  quarters,, 
that  a  few  lines,  at  any  rate,  of  the  de-^ 
spatch  should  have  been  read  to  the 
House  in  order  to  have  dispelled  the 
imputations  when  they  were  first  made. 
Lord  Elgin  wrote,  on  9th  May,  this  year ; — 

"In  the  present  instance  I  am  not  called 
upon  to  say  m<  re  tban  that  the  lea^e  appears- 
to  me  to  liave  been  drafted  with  a  sincere 
desire  to  safeguasd  to  the  utmost  tiie  propetty 
and  interests  of  the  colony.  It  may  be  tmr 
that  the  deTelopment  of  the  fishery  upon  » 
scientific  system  offers  good  prospect  of  a 
greater  return  in  the  future  than  Has  bee»> 
obtained  in  the  past,  and  affords  at  least  the 
hope  that  the  larren  cycles  which  lave  bee» 
so  common  in  the  past  will  not  recni  to  the 
same  extents  But  the  operations  necessary 
to  that  end  are,  as  you  are  well  aware,  of  • 
highly  technical  and  experimental  character, 
and  lam  very  doubtful  whether  any  machinery 
which  could  oe  set  in  motion  by  the  Govern- 
ment  would  be  suited  to  develop  proceaees  at 
once  so  doubtful  and  so  delicate.  In  twenty 
years  time  the  Colonial  Government  will 
receive  back  the  fisheiy,  not  only  intact,  bul 
in  the  most  perfect  state  to  which  oommeroiat 
enterprise  and  scientific  methods  can  raise  it. 
and  in  the  meanwhile  a  regular  and  subatantial 
payment  is  assured  upon  which  the  Govemnieni 
of  Ceylon  can  count  with  certainty  in  their 
financial  arrangements.  Twenty  years  are,  no 
doubt,  a  consiaerable  period  in  the  lifetime  of 
individuals;  but  if  within  that  time  all  the 
resources  that  science  can  contribute  towarda 
systematic  development  of  t^e  6sheries  will 
have  been  applied  and  thoroughly  tested,  the 
period  will  not,  I  think,  be  regarded  as  exoesrive 
or  unfortunate  in  the  history  of  a  fishery  wMeh- 
has  lasted  for  more  than  2,000  years." 

That  was  the  deliberate  judgment  of 
Lord   Elgin.VWith  all   this  weight   of 
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authority  he  had  oited,  the  responsibility 
of  any  Secretary  of  State  woidd  have 
been  very  grave  in  rejecting  a  lease  of  this 
kind.  But  he  did  not  wish  to  shelter 
himself  behind  authorities.  What  were 
t;he  merits  of  this  case  ?  For  100  years 
the  net  produce  of  this  fishery  had 
■averaged  £10,000  a  year,  and  for  the  last 
twenty  years  it  had  averaged  £20,000 
■a  yeir,  including  the  biggest  year  ever 
recorded.  The  rent  obtained  was  £20,000 
4  year — not  a  bad  beginning — and  the 
•company  had  come  under  obligations  to 
spend,  if  reasonably  required,  3,000,000 
rupees  on  the  fishery  during  the  currency 
•of  their  term,  to  do  nothing  which  was 
injurious  to  the  fishery,  and  not  to  fish 
4it  all  during  the  last  three  years  of  the 
term  if  necessary  and  desirable.  These 
things  were  matters  of  certainty,  and 
it  was  an  administrative  advantage  for 
the  Colony  to  be  able  to  make  their 
financial  calculations  with  certainty.  It 
was  hoped  that  by  scientific  cultivation 
the  fishery  would  prosper,  but  that 
•cultivation  must  be  constant  and  con- 
tinuous. This  fishery  it  was  hoped 
would  prosper  more  when  the  large 
^development  expenditure  which  was 
provided  for  had  been  made.  The 
Under-Secretary  for  the  Colonies  would 
sympathise  with  this  because  he  had 
always  been  a  great  advocate  of  economy, 
and  had  distinguished  himself  as  an 
•economist  and  a  critic  of  Governments 
for  their  lack  of  economy.  For 
many  years  not  a  single  pearl  was 
•obtained.  That  was  said  to  be  due  to 
the  terrible  play  of  wind  and  tide  upon 
the  banks  on  which  the  oysters  matured. 
It  was  therefere  suggested  by  the  scien- 
tists that  the  oysters  when  a  year  old 
should  be  transplanted  from  the  ez- 
_po6ed  banks  to  banks  less  exposed.  But 
that  transplanting  would  cost  a  lot  of 
jnoney,  a  fact  which  operated  on  the 
jninds  of  the  Legislative  Council  in 
•deciding  to  lease  the  fishery.  Another 
scientific  suggestion  was  that  large 
quantities  of  matter  should  be  brought 
tnom  a  distance  with  which  to  stiffen  the 
banks  on  which  the  oysters  were  bred 
so  as  to  resist  the  operations  of  wind  and 
tide.  S  ippose  that  tons  of  this  matter 
nvere  cast  into  the  sea  year  after  year 
:and  the  result  was  fruitless  ?  He  could 
well  jnaagine  the  lecture  which  the  Under- 


Secretary  as  an  economist  would  ad- 
minister in  these  circumstances  to  the 
Legislative  Council  if  the  fishery  were 
retained  ir  their  hands.  Li  his  own 
experience  the  golden  promises  of  scien- 
tific men  had  been  too  often  falsified 
for  him  to  place  any  great  confidence 
in  them.  At  any  rate,  it  was  certain 
that  the  expenditure  to  be  made  on  the 
improvement  of  the  fishery  could  not 
have  any  good  results  for  two  or  three 
years.  So  much  for  the  hopes  held  out 
by  the  scientists.  What  was  the  esti- 
mate of  business  men  ?  Li  the  year 
1903  or  1904  this  concession  was  offered 
to  four  of  the  largest  firms  in  London  at 
a  rent  of  £12,000  a  year.  They  all 
refused  it  on  the  ground  that  it  was  too 
speculative. 

Mr.  CHUECHILL  :  When  was  this  1 

Mr.  LYTTELTON  :  Before  the  ofter 
was  ultimately  accepted.  I  believe  in 
1903.    These  firms 

Mr.  J.  HENDERSON  (Aberdeenshire. 
W.) :  Name  one  firm. 

Mr.  LYTTELTON  :  The  names  of  the 
firms  are — Rothschild,  Sir  Ernest  Cassel, 
Wernher  Beif,  and  one  other  whose 
name  has  escaped  me. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  Burghs): 
Were  they  in  possession  of  the  same 
isLota  as  have  subsequently  been  brought 
out  ? 

Mr.  LYTTELTON  said  that  was  a 
very  pertinent  question.  He  did  nofc 
think  they  had  before  them  the  whole 
of  the  facts  which  were  put  before  the 
Colonial  Office.  But  it  was  important  to 
bear  in  mind  that  the  rent  of  £12,000 
which  these  four  great  houses  refused 
was  afterwards  increased  to  £20,000. 
There  were  also  the  important  considera- 
tions that  in  addition  there  was  to  be 
a  large  expenditure  on  the  scientific 
cidtivation  of  the  fishery,  and  that 
there  was  ample  security  against  injury 
to  the  fishery  during  the  whole  of  the 
period  of  the  lease.  The  only  other 
charge  advanced  against  the  transaction 
was  the  secrecy  in  which  it  was  alleged  the 
matter  was  kept.  There  was  absolutely 
no  foundation  for  that  statement  either 
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in  Ceylon  or  in  this  country.  Refer- 
ences to  the  proposal  were  frequent  in 
the  Ceylon  newspapers  in  March, 
1905.  Since  that  time  references 
to  the  proposal  we«B  frequent.  He 
quoted  from  the  Ceylon  Mail,  which 
had  now  joined  the  Under-Secretary, 
to  show  that  the  offer  to  the  syndi- 
cate was  a  fair  one ;  and  said  that  as 
regarded  the  supposed  secrecy  the  terms 
were  perfectly  known  so  far  back  as 
November,  1905,  and  were  the  subject 
of  discussion  so  far  back  as  March  in 
that  year.  He  knew  that  Members  of 
this  House  held  different  views  as  to 
what  the  function  of  the  capitalist  was. 
He  knew  that  some  Members  thought 
that  all  capitalists  ought  to  have  a  mill- 
stone tied  round  their  necks  and  be 
thrown  into  the  sea,  but  in  a  condition  of 
things  such  as  prevailed  in  this  instance 
where  the  Government  had  to  administer 
fisheries  from  which  there  were  exceed- 
ingly capricious  and  uncertain  results, 
where  one  had  to  mftke  a  large  annual 
expenditure  and  where  the  revenue  was 
uncertain,  that  was  the  moment  when 
the  capitalist  was  eminently  suitable  to 
step  in  to  the  assistance  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  capitalists  might  win  or  lose 
in  the  actual  working  of  the  lease,  and 
nobody  could  deny  that  this  was  a 
speculative  transaction,  but,  whatever 
happened,  the  whole  residt  of  the  specula- 
tion would  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  absolute  security  at  the  end  of 
twenty  years  time.  Whether  the  arrange- 
ment was  right  or  wrong  the  future  alone 
could  prove. 

r- 

Mb.  CHURCHILL  (Manchester,  N.W.) 
said  that  the  Hoise  would  be  con- 
vinced that  whether  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  jvdged  rightly  or  wrongly,  he 
had  at  any  rate  given  the  mostcaieful 
consideration  to  the  question,  and  pos- 
sessed himself  most  thororghly  of  the 
facts.  He  did  tot  disagree  largely  with 
many  of  the  argumeits  which  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  hrd  used,  but  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  the  House  of  Commons  also 
to  submit  to  their  considerat'on  the 
other  side  of  the  argument.  He  thought 
both  sides  were  simply  stated,  and  he 
thought  that  they  should  be  balanced 
one  agairst  the  other.  It  was  a  very 
difl&cult  ard  complicated  question,  and 
no    one    he   thought   coiild    be    blamed 

Mr,  Ly Helton, 


severely  for  taking  one  particular  view 
or  the  other.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appealed  a  great  deal  to  authority.    He 
quoted  various  experts,  he  quoted  the 
Legislative   Council   of   Ceylon,  and  he 
quoted  a  despatch  which   was  printed 
in  the  Blue-book,  to  which  he  should 
presently  refer.    For  himself  he  did  no* 
propose   for   the   moment   to   refer   to- 
authority.    He  would  only  submit  one 
or  two  reasonable  considerations  which 
he  thought  must  force  themselves  upon 
anyone  who  gave  a  careful  consideration 
to  the  details  of  this  transaction.    The 
House  was  well  awaie  that  the  basis  of 
the  lease  was  that  Ceylon  was  to  receive 
£20,000  a  year  from  the  syndicate,  and 
that  the  syndicate  bound  itself  to  spend 
£10,000  a  year  upon  the  development  of 
the  fisheries   subject  to  certain  restric- 
tions, and  it  also  bound  itself  to  take 
over  the  fisheries,   as  to  the   value  of 
which  the  opinions  were  very  divided, 
for   a   term   of   years.    It   was   always 
a  nice  question  to  say  what  were  the 
proper    functions    of    Govemmoit    and 
what    were    the    proper    functions    of 
private    enterprise.      He    thought    the 
House   of  Commons,   or  at  all  events, 
this  House  of  Commons,  would  be  in- 
clined to  think  that  public  ownership 
and   control   were   better   than   private 
speculative  ownership  and  control,  othei 
things    being    equal.    The    right    hon.. ' 
Grentleman  had  explained  how  he  came 
to  fix  £20,000  a  year.    He  said  that  an 
average  of  twenty  years  was  the  founda- 
tion of  his  lease,  and  that  the  Gkxvem- 
ment  of  Ceylon  would  receive  as  much  as 
they  had  been  able  to  make  for  them- 
selves by  their  own   unaided   exertiona 
for   the   precedirg   twenty    years.      He 
was    inclined  to  think    thatlto  justify^ 
in    principle    the    transfer    oi    property^ 
from  the  public  to  the  private  interest 
there  ought  to  be  some  clear  and  sub- 
stantial  gain    which    should   determine 
the  decision.    Now  in  the  last  twenty 
years  there  bed  been  eleven  orj^twelve 
barren  years.     But  the  last  four  yeara 
had    realised    a    total,    excluding    tiie 
present  year,  of  £3£0,000,  or  an  average 
of    about    £80,000    a|  year.    But    the 
question  was  not  dismissed  when  they^ 
said    that    the    average    profit    during 
four   years   was   £80,000   a   year.    The 
sum  of  £330,000  capitalised  at  4  per 
cent,    was    something    like    £12,C00   or 
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£13.000  a  year,  so  that  the  fact  was 
that  the  net  profit  for   the   last,  four 
years    would    have    realised    two-thirds 
of    the    profit   which    would   be    made 
under  the  agreement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    during    the    next    twenty 
years.    The  right  hon.  Grentleman  went 
most    carefully    into    the    negotiations 
which  extended  over  two  or  three  years, 
and  the  delay  had  been  very  profitable 
to  the  Government  of  Ceylon.    In  conse- 
quence of   the  record  fishery  of    1905 
the    Government    succeeded    in    raising 
the  rent  from  £15,000  to  £20,000.    He 
had  always  heard  that  procrastination 
was  the  thief  of  time,  but  in  this  case 
procrastination  seemed  to  him  to  have 
been     particularly    profitable.     Turning 
to  the  future,  the  arguments  seemed  to 
him  to  show  that  the  late  Government 
were  wrong  in  holding  that  the  profits 
wou  d  be  not  more  in  the  next  twenty 
years  than  had  been  received  in  the  last 
twenty  years.     Sir  Joseph  "West  Ridge- 
way  obtained  a  survey  by  a  professor 
who    wrote    a    most    elaborate    report, 
contained  in  a  volume  which  extended 
beyond  the  limits  of  an  ordinary  Blue- 
book,   upon    the  Ceylon   Pearl  Fishery 
and  the  methods  which  might  be  taken 
to    improve    it.     The    information    and 
the  recommendations  contained  in  that 
report  gave   scientific  grounds   for  the 
belief  that  the  pearl  fishery  would  not 
only  be  equal  to  the  fishery  in  the  past, 
but  would  be  better  and  more  certain 
in  its  results.     The  professor  indicated 
four  processes,  some  of  which  had  been 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
by  which  the  fishery  might  be   made 
more  lucrative  and  more  certain.    These 
included  the  transplantation  of  ojBters 
from  exposed  sands  to  sheltered  beds, 
and  he  also  spoke  of  what  he   called 
culture.    That   was   the   putting   down 
of  artificial  beds  to  which  the  ojBters 
might  attach  themselves.    An  ingenious 
process  was   also    alluded  to  by  which 
the  pearl  might  be  created  in  the  oyster. 
He  pointed  out  that  with  new  scientific 
methods  and  delicate  and  complicated 
processes  a  better  prospect  was  opened 
up  than  under  the  old  crude  method  of 
diving  under  the  water  to  bring  up  the 
oysters.    There  was  another  very  preg- 
nant &ctor  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  mention.     He  would  give 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  reason  which 


had  led  to  the  high  value  in  the  last  four 
years  of  the  fishery.  During  the  last 
ten  or  twelve  years  there  had  been  an 
inamense  appreciation  in  the  price  of 
pearls.  It  might  be  conceivably  100 
per  cent.,  and  there  was  every  reason  to 
believe,  surveying  the  general  outlook 
of  the  world,  that  this  appreciation 
would  continue.  The  Continent  of 
America  and  the  great  Grerman  Empire 
were  producing  every  day  numbers  ol 
wealthy  people,  and  the  demand  for  these 
objects  of  beauty  was  certain  to  increase 
with  the  expansion  of  civilization  and 
with  every  development  in  the  world. 
The  fisheries  in  the  future  would  be 
twice  as  valuable  as  they  had  been  in  the 
past,  and  yet  we  had  bound  ourselves  not 
to  take  any  further  profit  in  future  from 
all  the  resources  of  science  and  had  cut 
ourselves  ofE  from  all  the  improvement 
that  would  be  efiected  in  the  value  of 
the  fisheries  by  the  growing  appreciation 
of  the  pearl.  He  thought  that  these 
were  grave  considerations  when  they 
were  considering  this  lease  on  its  merits. 
What  was  the  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  regard  to  this  matter  ?  The 
whole  tone  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  was  frank  and  manly,  and  he  had 
come  forward  and  taken  the  whole  re- 
sponsibility of  the  lease.  When  the 
present  Government  came  into  office 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  already 
written  to  the  syndicate  saying  that 
he  was  satisfied  with  the  conditions 
of  the  lease.  He  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Crentleman  on  this  matter.  If  the 
Grovemment  had  discovered  anything 
in  the  nature  of  fraud  they  would  have 
been  justified  in  preventing  this  matter 
from  going  further.  Ke  was  as  convinced 
that  there  had  been  no  fraud  as  he  was 
convinced  there  had  been  little  wisdom. 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  there  had  been  no 
fraud  it  would  have  been  a  breach  of 
faith  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
go  back  from  a  bargain  which  had  been 
definitely  concluded  only  a  few  weeks 
before  by  the  responsible  head  of  the 
Colonial  Office. 

Mr.  LYTTELTON  said  the  Legislative 
Council  had  not  accepted  it  at  that  time. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  asked  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  suggested  that  after 
having  from  the  Colonial  point  of  view 
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expressed  himself  as  entirely  satisfied 
with  the  conditions,  the  present  Govern- 
ment should  have  telegraphed  out  that 
the  bargain  must  be  thrown  up.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  would  accept 
the  view  that  in  the  absence  of  anything 
in  the  nature  of  fraud  thev  were  not  en- 
titled,  unless  they  were  to  commit  an  act 
of  bad  faith,  to  intervene  in  any  way. 
In  these  circumstances  they  had  tried 
in  the  Blue-book  to  make  the  best  case. 
They  had  put  forward  the  considerations 
which  influenced  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  which  undoubtedly  told  in 
favour  of  the  course  he  adopted.  They 
dwelt  on  the  certainty  of  the  revenues  to 
Ceylon  as  against  the  risk,  and  upon  the 
delicacy  of  the  processes  to  be  employed 
and  the  probable  uncertainty  of  the 
success  of  the  Government  in  dealing 
with  those  processes.  They  had  pointed 
out  that  after  twenty  years  had  passed  the 
£sheries  would  come  back  and  all  these 
doubtful  experiments,  although  hopeful, 
would  be  in  their  concluding  stage  and 
we  would  have  the  benefit  of  the  fisheries 
in  a  perfect  condition.  He  considered 
that  those  arguments  were  perfectly 
valid  and  good,  although  it  was  not 
possible  to  consider  them  except  in 
relation  to  other  arguments  which  he 
had  thought  it  his  duty  to  bring 
before  the  House.  He  did  not  desire 
to  make  anything  in  the  nature  of  an 
indictment  against  the  right  hon.  (Jentle- 
man,  but  he  mu^t  say  it  was  a  pity 
that  the  Legislative  Council  of  Ceylon 
had  not  an  opportunity  in  the  first  in- 
stance of  affirming  the  principle  of  the 
lease.  It  seemed  to  him  that  in  respect 
of  the  tenders,  such  a  proposal  as  this 
ought  to  have  been  brought  before  the 
public  in  s^me  official  manner,  in  order 
that  the  various  public  bodies  might  have 
got  into  communication  with  the  Colonial 
Office  so  as  to  arrive  at  the  truth. 
Even  if  tenders  had  been  called  for,  the 
Government  was  not  pledged  to  take  the 
lowest.  The  Government  was  always 
entitled  to  investigate  the  substance  and 
character  of  the  firms  which  tendered 
quite  apart  from  and  prior  to  any  con- 
siderations of  their  claims  upon  their 
merits.  He  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  sufficiently  appreciate 
the  possibilities  of  the  future.  It  was  a 
pity  not  to  have  waited  a  little  longer  in 
view  of  the  remunerative  results  of  the 
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delay  that  had  intervened,  and  it  was 
also  a  pity  that  only  within  eight  days  of 
leaving  office  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wrote  the  letter  which  concluded  the 
transaction.  Though  he  had  dravm  at- 
tention to  some  of  the  errors  in  con- 
nection with  the  lease,  he  was  convinced 
that  there  had  been  no  fraud,  and  that  it 
was  not  necessary  for  anyone  to  put  a 
dark  interpretation  on  any  of  the  trans- 
actions that  had  taken  place.  But  some 
familiar  names  seen  elsewhere  had 
cropped  up  unexpectedly  in  connection 
with  these  fisheries.  It  might  be  that 
certain  people  had  special  aptitudes  for 
finding  out  the  possibilities  in  connection 
with  precious  stones  or  gold,  and  whose 
aptitudes  led  them  almost  by  a  subtle 
instinct  to  move  to  a  point  where  profit 
could  most  surely  be  made.  He  thought 
that  the  Government  in  Ceylon,  when 
they  expressed  the  opinion  that  these 
fisheries  were  worth  £15,000  a  year,  were 
expressing  an  honest  opinion,  and  he 
thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  all  these  negotiations  had  been  ani- 
mated by  the  most  sincere  desire  to  do 
right.  He  was  bound  to  say  that  the 
t-^ndering  firm  had  acted  in  a  per- 
fectly straightforward  manner.  They 
had  been  perfectly  honest,  and,  in 
addition,  they  had  been  extremely 
wise.  He  heard  with  very  great  regret 
indeed  the  aspersions  made  against  the 
partSir  Joseph  West  Ridgeway  took  in  this 
business.  It  was  perfectly  true  that  Sir 
Joseph  West  Ridgeway  had  ceased  for 
a  year  to  be  Governor  of  Ceylon  before 
he  was  in  any  way  connected  with  any 
proposal  in  regard  to  the  lease  of  the 
pearl  fisheries.  It  had  been  suggested  that 
Sir  Joseph  h\d  utilised  special  informa- 
tion which  came  into  his  possession  as 
Governor.  He  was  informed  that  that 
was  wholly  inaccurate.  While  he  was  in 
Ceylon  he  had  no  communication  with 
Professor  Herdmann,  and  had  no  in- 
formation as  to  his  investigations  except 
what  was  contained  in  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Society.  He  left  Ceylon  in 
September,  1903,  and  it  was  not  until 
June,  1904,  that  he  was  invited  by  Cokmel 
Foss  to  join  a  syndicate  to  treat  for  a  lease 
of  the  fisheries.  He  agreed  only  on  two 
conditions — that  the  Colonial  Office  did 
not  object  and  that  the  firm  should  be  of 
high  financial  stattu.  He  believed  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  would  bear  him 
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out  that  in  any  conversation  Sir  Joseph  Mr.  LYriELTON  sud  he  understood 
TiTest  Ridgeway  had  with  him  on  the  that  in  the  case  of  the  Burmah  mines 
subject  of  this  lease,  he  made  it  clear  the  chairman  of  the  company  was  Sir 
that  he  proposed  to  have  a  financial  Lapel  Gnffin,  who  had  only  then  r 3 -JontV 
interest  in  the  affair.  From  his  study  of  !  retimed  from  the  Indian  Civil  Service, 
this  question  he  was  convinced  that  Sir  , 
Joseph   acted   throughout   with   perfect  i 

candour  and  integrity.  His  holding  was  *Mr.  REES  (Mmtgomery  Boroughs) 
&  very  small  one — 1,000  £1  shares  and  said  as  one  personally  acquainted  with 
1,600  Is.  shares.  Sir  West  Ridgeway  he  entirely  accepted 

what     had     been      said     as      to     his 
connection  with  this  matter  bv  the  ex- 
Mr.  LYTTBLTON  said  he  was  informed    Colonial  Secretary  and  the  present  Under- 
that  when  the  rent  was  raised  Sir  Joseph    Secretary,   and  he  would  add  that  his 
TiTest  Ridgeway  reduced  his  holding  by    information  was  that  the  details  of  the 
3  half  and  advised  his  friends  to  do  the    transaction  were  well  known  to  the  com- 
mercial community  of  Colombo.     But  he 
would  pass  from  that  matter,  as  he  thought 
it  had  been  fully  discussed,  and  would 
call  attention  to  the  position  of  British 


same. 


Mr.  CHURCHILL  said  it  was  a  fact 


that  when  ^e  nse  m  rent  took  place  Indians  in  the  Transvaal,  where  they 
Sir  Joseph  West  Ridgeway  reduced  his  laboured  under  disabilities  which  were 
holding  by  one-half .  There  had  been  so  i  ^^^^^^^  ^^^^  ^ny  endured  under  the  most 
much  questioning  upon  this  subject  ^gid  caste  system  on  the  Malabar  coast, 
that  he  had  thought  it  necessary  and  Having  said  that  everything  possible 
right    to    enter    upon    the    question    m    ^^^^^^  ^ye  done  to  alleviate  the  position 


detail  with  the  representatives  of  the 
X>arties  concerned  and  to  make  a  frank 
istatement  of  the  case. 


of  our  British  Indian  fellow  subjects  in 
South  Africa,  he  drew  the  line  at  bringing 


coercion  to  bear  on  the  Colonjr,  being 
convinced  that  they  must  be  allowed  to 
Mr.  MENZIES  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  said  I?^^^«®  their  owci  aff  lirs,  and  that  when 
that  he  had  never  made,  and  he  hoped  he  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^  difficulty  it  could  not  be  got 
-neverwould  make,  any  charge  against  the  oyer  by  urging  upon  the  Colomal  ad- 
^x-Colonial  Secretary  that  would  give  ,  ^^^">^^**^  ^s/^^*^"^^.'*^^^' considerations, 
the  slightest  idea  that  there  had  been  burning  to  the  qu3stio  i  of  the  Chinese 
anything  improper  or  any  want  of  good  Customs,  accordmg  to  the  exceptionally 
faith  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  I  well-mformed  correspondent  of  The  Ttmes 
man.  There  had  been  nothing  dishonest  alterationsmthe  method  of  ma  lagemen^ 
about  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  connec-  ^^^  ^?®^  ?^^,  \y  *^^  Chinese  Govern- 
tion   with   this  matter.    He  had   acted    ment  in  spite  of  the  assurances  which  had 

to  the  very  best  of  his  ability.  His  com-  ^^^  «^^®^  ^  *H  ^^^^^^^^  .  ^®  .*®*^^ 
plaint  against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  J,?^  ^  assurance  that  the  resignation  of 
was  that  he  had  not  shown  muchbusi-  Sir  Robert  Hart  had  not  been  caused  by 
BBSS  capacity  in  the  matter.  He  believed  ,  ?,^^>  mterferences  on  the  part  of  the 
that  if  such  firms  as  Cassel,  Beit,  and  !  ^liinese  Government.  He  wished  also  to 
RottischUd  had  had  the  same  informa-  ^f^^^J^  *?t  S?^^*^^^^  ^^  ^^  lacreise  in 
tion  as  the  other  company  the  Colony  *?®  Turkish  Customs.  The  right  hon. 
would  have  had  the  benefit  of  £60,000  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
more  per  annum  in  its  coffers.  For  a  Affairs  stated  on  Wednesday  evening  that 
Oolonial  Governor,  after  his  term  of  ^®  ^^^  succeeded  to  a  certain  position  in 
office  had  expired,  to  introduce  a  syndi-  i  f««*'d  to  the  increase  of  3  per  cent,  which 
cate  to  the  Government  and  then  join  li\was  now  bound  to  mamtaii.  He 
it  himself  was  a  dangerous  precedent,  submitted  that  in  pomt  of  fact  the  present 
He  had  never  supposed  that  the  financial  Government  n  December,  1905,  formally 
profit  of  this  matter  was  anything  consented  to  allow  the  Turks  to  inclule 
whatever  to  Sir  Joseph  West  Ridgeway.  military  expenditure  m  the  Macedonian 
But  was  there  any  precedent  for  the  Budget.  He  would  point  out  that  Turkey 
action  of  Sir  Joseph  ?  had  ^  to    faee    in    Maoedoiia    a    heavy 
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of  the  uniform  national  coinage  which  with  China  for  opening  the  waterways,  so 
the  Chinese  bound  themselves  to  provide  that  Bri  ish  ships  should  take  British 
ior.  Tears  had  gone  by  and,  so  far  from  goods  to  every  riverside  station  in 
a  uniform  coinage  having  been  instituted,  China.  He  Wi^^s  afraid  that  the  prospect 
mints  were  set  up  over  China  which  were  '  of  enormously  expanding  our  trade  with 
issuing  an  enormous  quantity  of  debased  China  in  that  way  had  not  been  fulfilled, 
coinage,  making  "  confusion  worse  con-  He  should  like  to  know  from  the  right 
iounded."  This  was  acting  most  detri-  hon.  Gentleman  what  progress,  if  any,  had 
mentally  to  the  commercial  interests  been  made  to  secure  that  the  agreement 
and  real  prosperity  of  China.  He  asked  made  bv  Sir  Claude  Macdonald,  in  1898, 
the  Secretary  of  State  whether  he  could  would  be  fulfilled.  There  was  no  ques* 
^ive  any  opinion  as  to  when  we  might  ex-  tion  that  in  the  conduct  of  our  relations 
pect  that  stipulation  on  the  part  of  the  with  China  we  must  take  into  considera- 
■Chinese  Government  to  be  given  efiect  tion  the  fact  that  following  the  example 
to.  Then  the  abolition  of  the  Likin  set  by  our  Japanese  allies,  the  Chinese 
was  dependent  upon  the  agreement  of  were  bound  to  wake  up.  They  were  an 
other  nations  with  the  treaty  which  we  intelligent,  and  in  some  directions  an 
concluded.  He  hoped  that  there  was  educated  people,  and  we  might  rest 
some  prospect  of  the  other  nations  falling  assured  that  they  would  in  the  future 
in  with  the  treaty  which  he  believed  exercise  much  greater  power,  influence 
had  already  been  agreed  to  by  Japan,  and  force.  As  to  the  question  of  railway 
as  well  as  ourselves,  and  that  there  was  concessions,  he  should  like  to  know  from 
some  reasonable  hope  that  in  the  not  the  Secretary  of  State  whether  concessions 
remote  future  this  system  of  internal  were  in  danger  of  being  lost  to  British 
customs  in  China  which  was  a  restriction  concessionaires  through  their  failure  to 
and  hindrance  to  trade  would  be  removed,  fulfil  properly  their  part  in  the  agree- 
As  to  the  question  of  the  Imperial  ments  entered  into  with  the  Chinese 
maritime  customs  of  China,  he  did  not  Government.  He  considered  that  it  was 
contend  that  it  could  be  expected  that  a  great  misfortune  for  this  country  not  to 
the  Chinese  nation,  comprising  nearly  have  had  the  largest  share  in  supplying 
300,000,000  of  people,  would  for  a  long  the  Chinese  Empire,  the  greatest  on 
period  allow  the  administration  of  their  earth,  with  a  system  of  railv^iiys.  We 
afEairs,  or  even  the  development  of  their  had  taken  a  back  seat  altogether  in  the 
country,  to  be  largely  taken  in  hand  by  matter  of  laying  down  railways  in  China, 
foreigners.  He  believed  they  would  take  whereas  Russia,  France,  Germany  and 
it  in  hand  themselves.  He  desired  that  |  Belgium  had  forged  ahead,  supplying 
they  should  do  so,  because  he  believed  that  great  Empire  with  its  railways, 
in  China  for  the  Chinese.  But  at  the  We  had  been  told  that  British  conces- 
«ame  time,  we  knew  that  they  had  not  sionaires  had  secured  the  right  to  build 
yet  reached  that  stage.  The  Chinese  2,800  miles  of  railways  in  China,  He 
had  come  under  certain  obligations,  wished  to  kt^ow  how  much  •  of  that 
and  they  ought  not  to  be  left  to  work  had  been  done  and  what  further 
their  own  sweet  will  until  they  had  amount  of  mileage  still  remained  in  the 
properly  discharged  them.  The  Mackay  hands  of  British'  concessionaires.  He 
treaty  included  provisions  as  to  the  believed  that  the  Chinese  nation  ought 
question  of  mining  legislation.  The  to  possess  its  railways.  He  believed 
Ohinese  Government  undertook  to  look  in  the  state  ownership  of  railways,  but 
into  the  mining  rules  in  operation  in  he  saw  no  reason  why  European  syndi- 
Great  Britain,  India  and  other  places,  cates  should  not  build  the  railways  under 
and  to  select  such  as  were  suitable  to  the  proper  arrangements  by  which  the  lines 
conditions  of  China.  But  so  far  as  he  could  be  transferred  to  the  Chinese 
imderstood,  nothing  had  been  done  Government  as  soon  as  it  was  in  a  position 
towards  the  fulfilment  of  that  under-  to  take  them  over.  The  Chinese  railways 
taking.  Then  there  was  the  question  paid  better  than  almost  any  other 
of  inland  navigation  regulations.  The  railways  in  the  world.  The  only  shares 
House  knew  with  what  a  flourish  of  and  stock  in  railways  which  he  happened 
trumpe'^s  the  Tory  Party  came  down  and  to  possess  that  had  increased  in  the 
told  them  it  had  come  to  an  agreement  last  few  years    had  been  those  which  he 
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held  in  Chinese  railways,  whereas 
the  shares  and  stock  of  railways  in  this 
country  and  in  other  parts  of  the  world 
had  steadily  gone  down.  There  was 
no  question  as  to  the  profitable  nature  of 
enterprise  in  a  densely  populated  country 
Eke  China.  Why  British  investors  and 
commercial  people  had  failed  to  take 
an  adequate  share  of  the  trade  with 
China  was  really  past  understanding. 
In  spite  of  all  that  Tory  speakers  had 
said  in  the  last  three  years,  he  could 
only  conclude  that  the  trade  of  this 
country  had  been  so  very  flourishing 
that  manufacturers,  having  their  order 
books  full,  had  not  looked  for  an  increase 
of  orders  by  enterprise  in  China.  The 
fiscal  system  of  this  country,  under 
which  we  had  free  imports,  enabled  us 
to  compete  successfully  in  great  neutral 
markets  like  that  of  China. 

And,  it  being  a  quarter-past  Eight  of 
the  clock,  and  there  being  Private  Busi- 
ness set  down  by  direction  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  under 
Standing  Order  No.  8,  further  Proceeding 
was  postponed  without  Question  put. 

BRISTOL     CORPORATION     BILL      (BY 

ORDER). 

Lords'  Amendments  considered  : — 

Lords'  Amendments  to  the  Amendment 
in  page  27,  line  21,  agreed  to. 

Lords' Amendment  in  page  27,  line  21, 
after  Clause  49  insert  Clauses  49a  and  49b, 
the  next  Amendment,  rpad  a  second 
time. 

♦Mb.  J.  0'6RADY(Leed8,  E.),in  moving 
to  disagree,  said  he  wished  he  could  move 
to  omit  all  the  Lords  Amendments  and 
leave  the  Bill  to  deal  simply  with  dock 
matters  alone,  but  he  was  told  that  was 
impossible,  so  he  had  no  alternative  but 
to  confine  himself  to  moving  the  Amend- 
ment he  had  placed  on  the  Paper. 
There  had  been  two  Bills  on  this 
matter.  There  was  the  original  Bill 
assented  to  by  the  city  generally,  which 
emphasised  the  principle  that  rate- 
able value  should  not  be  made  the 
consideration  of  representation  in  the 
city  council,  but  that  representation 
should  be  based  upon  the  number  of 
voters  upon  the  register.  The  arrange- 
ment arrived  at,  although  it  increased 


the  number  of  wards  in  the  city  homx 
nineteen  to  twenty-two,  did  not  disturb 
the  total    number    of    representatives, 
because  nine  members  were  taken  fron^ 
three  wards  in  the  centre  of  the  city  which 
were  over-represented  and  allocated  to 
the  three  new  wards  constituted  by  the 
re-arrangement.    He  thought  everybody^ 
would  agree  that  that  was  a  very  fair 
arrangement  and  was  not  objected  to  in 
the  city  generally.    As  a  member  of  the 
Bristol  City  Council,  he  knew  the  local  cir- 
cumstances.   The  Bill  was  presented  and 
then   an   opposition   developed    among 
the      members     of     a    political    Party 
which    had    dominated     the    city    for 
sixty   years,  but    which   had    now  lost 
control,  hence  the  second  Bill  which  was- 
now  under  consideration  of  this  House. 
He    wanted    to    emphasise     the     fact 
that    the    House    of    Lords'    Commit- 
tee was  in  no  sense  to  blame  for  any- 
thing in  connection  with  this  Bill.    Thejr 
simply   heard    the    facts    presented    to 
them   and  they  did  their  best  in  the- 
circumstances.    They  were  without  bias 
in  the  matter.  When  this  second  Bill  went 
back  to  get  the  assent  of  the  council  to  the 
Lords'  Amendments,,  the  whole  matter 
was  set  before  the  citizens  and  they  pro- 
tested vigorously  against  the  change  that 
had  been  made  in  the  Bill  by  the  Lords- 
Amendments.     He    did    not    think    he- 
would  be^  saying  too  much  in  asserting^ 
that  the  public  meeting  was  packed.    A 
whip  had  been  sent  round  by  the  Party- 
who     had    been     responsible    for     the* 
opposition,   and    an    hour    before   the- 
^  meeting  was  timed  to  begin  it  was  filled 
with   the    partisans   of    that  partictdar 
i  Party.    He  drew  attention  to  the  fact 
also  that  this  meeting  was  held  in  a 
small  hall  which  could  hold  not  more 
than  300  persons.    The  Labour  Party 
with  which  he  had  been  connected  for 
a  long  period  of  years  in  Bristol  felt 
great  ofEence  at  the  way  things  had  been 
carried  out— offence  that  a  compromise 
had  been  effected  between  two  political 
Parties  without  consulting  the  men  who* 
were    mostly    interested — the    working^ 
classes   generally.     The    result    of    the 
changes  made  in  the   Bill  by  the  Lords' 
Amendments    was    that    a    new    ward 
was  created  in  the  centre  of  the  city  and 
three  extra  representatives  and  an  Alder- 
man  were   added   to   the   council.     As. 
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far  as   he  knew    the   city,   he  thought       Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
that  if    this    proposal  were  carried  the    "  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with  the 
representatives    who  would   be  sent  to    Lords  in   the  said   Amendment  "—(Afr. 
the  City  Council  from  that  ward  would    O'Grady.) 
be  representative  of  one  political  Party 

from  now  to  the  crack  of  doom.    The       ♦jjb.  W.  H.  DAVIES  (Bristol,  8.)  said 
working  men  thought  that  the   main   ^e  wished  to  recognise  the  temperate 
pnnoiple  should  be  representation  based    ^y-j^  ^^ich  the  hon.  Member  had  pro- 
on  the  number  of  the  voters  upon  the   ^^  ^^^  ^^tion.     He  had  not  a  strong 
register.    When  the   pubho   found   out    feeling  in  regard  to  the  way  in  which  the 
the  nature  of  the  changes  and  how  these    ^„ds   of   Bristol   should   be   arranged, 
changes  had  been  brought  about  they    ^^^  ^^  ^^^^6.  not  understand  the  strong 
held  meetings  of  protest  aU  over  the    f^y       ^hi^h    had   been   brought   into 
city.    Not  only  trade   union  organisa-    this     question.      The     Bristol     Councfl 
tions  but  the  general  body  of  citizens   j^i,^  ^^^  t^^,^  g^ouid  be  a  general 
had  expressed  a  stroig  protest  against    ^arrangement  of    the   wards  in  order 
the  action  that  had   been  token   and    ^^^t  the  urban  ratepayers  should  have 
against  the  changes  m  the  BiU  involved    ^  i^jger  share  and  larger  interest  in  the 
by  the  Lords  Amendments.    They  even   representotion  than  before.    When  the 
had  the  support  of  the  Ratepayers  Asso-    ^^^,^1  Party  succeeded  in  obtoining  a 
ciation,  which  might  in  the  nature  of ,  majority  in  the  Bristol  CouncU  one  of 
things  have  bwn  expected  to  agree  to   t^^  ^„^  ty^,  they  did  was  to  appobt 
representation  bemg  based  on  rateable   ^  committee  to  consider  this  question, 
value  rather   than   on   the   voters    hst.    The  desire  of  the  Party  was  not  to  re- 
The  Secretory  of  that  Association  had    arrange  the  wards  in  such  a  way  aa  to 
said    that    he    thought    no    preference    gj^^     them     a     political     ascendency, 
should   be    given    to    the   educated    or    ^^.U   the   Liberal   Members   would   have 
moneyed    classes    above    the    working    been  opposed  to  that  idea.     When  the 
«la88es.    That  was  the  whole  gist  of  the   Liberal  Partv  obtoined  the  ascendency 
protest  he  was  now  making.    He  trusted   after    sixty    years    of    Tory    Qovem- 
the  House  would  toke  into  consideration   ^^^t     they     divided     the     aldermen 
the  protest  of  the  citizens  of  Bristol.     It   between  the  respective  Parties.    At  the 
might  be  asked  how  it  was  that  they   Committee  appointed  to  consider  the  re- 
iad  not  earned  this  protest  to  the  House    arrangement  of  the  wards  both  political 
of  Lords  Itself.    They  were,  however,  a    Parties  produced  a  scheme ;  that  of  the 
poor  Party  and  he  understood  that  they   Liberal  Party  was  adopted  by  a  majority, 
could  not  be  heard  in  the  House  of  Lords    W^hea   the  question  came  u  >   for   con- 
except  by  counsel,  and  not  having  the    sideration  before  the  House  of  Commons 
money  to  go  on  with  their  protest  in  the    Committee  there  was  a  difficulty  about 
House  of  Lords  they  had  to  do  what  they  ^ocu*  Oanii  of  the  Coa»ervative  Party 
could  in  rousing  interest  in  Bristol  regard-    who    were     opposing.     Ultimately    an 
ing  this  change.    He  hoped  in  these  cir-    arrangement     was      amved     at      that 
cumstonces  the  House  of  Commons  would    the  Bill  should  go  through  as  unopposed, 
disagree  to  the  Lords' Amendment.    They    Upon     the     sub-committee     a     gentle- 
would  have  liked  that  part  of  the  Bill  to    tnin  was  appointed  who  represented  the 
go     through    which    related     to    dock   Trades    C  tuncil     of    Bris^x>l,    but     he 
matters  at  jBristol, (but    they  had  no   declined    t<  serve.     It    was    therefore 
Alternative     but     to     protest    against   not  correct    to  say    that    the    scheme 
(this    chaige  by  ^asking   the  House    to   was    carried    out    without    any    con- 
disagree    to    the    Lords'    Amendments   sultetion  with  the  Labour  Party,  and 
because  they  held  that  Jthe  gerryman-    he  was  sorry  any  difficulty  had  arisen, 
dering  which  had  gone  on  in  this  matter   because    they    had    always    been    very 
was  not  creditoble  to!the  men  who  had    ^"^i^^^  Bristol  with  their  friends  on 

^^^^^.^  *u-.  „^«.-.^_*  II..  u-  J  the  Trades  Council  and  had  found  them 
engineered  the  movement.      He   hoped     ^^  ^^^^^^^^  ^^^     ^^  ^.^j,^^^    ^^ 

the  House  of  Commons  would  not  %^^  ^^ry  sorry  to  be  in  disagreement 
stultify  iitseli  by  agreeing  to  a  proposal  with  them  over  this  subject.  The  new 
•of  this  land.  '  scheme  was  adopted  by  the  CounoQ  by 

Mr,  O'Grady. 
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A  majority  of  sixty-five  to  sevei  votes, 
30  that  the  scheme  which  was  sanctioaed 
by  the  House  of  Lords  Oommittee  was  oae 
approved  almost  miinimously  by  the 
Ooiporation  of  Bristol.  Uafortuaately, 
his  Labour  friends  disagreed  with  the 
|)roposal,  and  petitioned  to  be  heird 
'before  the  Lords'  Committee.  They 
•did  not  appear,  and  he  was  sorry  they  did 
not  seem  to  know  that  they  might  hive 
•appeared  in  person  to  state  their  own 
<use.  It  was  assumed,  therefore,  that 
the  opposition  was  withdrawn,  or  was 
not  to  be  proceeded  with.  If  they  had 
appeared  and  establish  d  a  stroa ; 
oase  against  the  soheoie,  the  pro- 
moters could  have  withdrawn  that 
part  dealing  with  the  re-arrangem3it 
of  wards.  Now  if  the  Motion  suo- 
•ceeded,  very  important  cUuses  would 
i>e  lost  tol4ie  city  for  this  session,  and  as 
"Chairman  of  the  Docks  Committee  he 
was  most  anxious  that  they  should  not 
be  loit.  Their  dock  undertakings  were 
most  important,  and  they  could  not  afford 
to  emphasise  political  difEerences  too 
strongly.  The  wards  proposed  under 
the  present  scheme  were  a  great  im- 
provement on  what  existed  to-diy.  The 
number  of  councillors  and  the  number  of 
Tatepayers  in  each  ward  were  more 
nearly  equal  than  before.  They  were 
advised  that  they  could  not  ignore  rate- 
4kble  value  in  considering  representation. 
The  scheme  was  fair  and  equitable, 
and  one  that  the  House  should 
pass.  It  was  fair  and  just.  He 
did  not  desire  that  the  Liberal  Party 
should  exercise  its  majority  unjustly 
against  the  Conservative  Party,  and  he 
lioped  his  friends  would  be  satisfied  with 
the  protest  they  had  made  and  would 
now  allow  the  Bill  to  go  through. 

Mr.  GIBBS  (Bristol,  W.)  supported  the 
JBilL  The  Conservative  and  Liberal 
Parties  had  agreed  that  some  alteration 
in  the  scheme  was  necessary,  and  at  the 
aneeting  of  the  town  council  that  scheme 
was  approved  by  a  large  majority. 
That  meeting,  he  declared,  was  not 
packed.  It  was  well  advertised  and  the 
ratepayers  had  every  opportunity  of 
attending.  This  scheme  involved  less 
dblocation  than  the  scheme  originally 
proposed.  It  would  confer  great  ad- 
vantages on  the  labouring  classes  and 
ihe   did  not  see  why  they  should  object 


to  it.  The  present  scheme  of  represent- 
ation was  absurd,  and  if  this  Bill  did 
not  go  through  the  whole  thing  would 
have  to  be  dropped. 

♦Mr.  J.R4MUY  MiODDNALD  (Lei- 
caster)  said  he  had  baan  cilled  in  as 
arbitrator  in  this  mittar  and  he  was 
bound  from  his  examination  of  all  the 
details  to  agree  with  the  conclusions 
of  the  hon.  M3m')er  for  Eist  L3eis. 
In  the  intsrests  of  sound  ana  honest 
representation  in  Bristol  this  scheme 
ought  not  tD  receive  the  sanction  of 
the  House.  The  Dock  Clauses  were 
accepted  by  the  Labour  repressntitives, 
and  those  who  were  respDUsible  for  these 
clauses  ought  to  have  been  careful  not  to 
mix  them  up  with  highly  controversial 
matters.  The  representation  of  Bristol 
was  bad  at  the  present  tim3,  but  the 
present  schema  was  not  fair.  Not  a 
single  represent ]btive  of  labour  committed 
hiinself  in  favour  of  this  Bill.  Their 
fear  was  that  as  a  mittar  of  fact  the 
scheme  contained  between  Clau3es44  and 
55  did  not  give  that  foundation  of  per- 
manency that  was  necessary.  The  first 
proposal  ]mvie  had  the  acceptance  of 
the  Labour  Party,  the  second  was  opposed 
from  the  baginning.  It  was  parfectly 
trus  that  sixty-five  councillors  votad  for 
the  second  schema,  and  only  seven  against 
it,  but  five  of  those  seven  composed  the 
small  ,but  solid  phalanx  of  the  Labour 
Party.  Undoubtedly  one  provision  of 
the  Bill  should  be  to  provide  that  the 
rateable  value  should  be  taken  into 
account  as  well  as  voting  strength,  but 
that  provision  had  been  stretched  to  an 
inordinata  degree  in  the  present  schema; 
The  first  schema  to  which  the  Labour 
Party  assontad  was  brought  before  the 
people  of  Bristol  with  the  blessing  of 
the  town  clerk  of  Bristol  upon  it4 
As  a  result  of  alterations  made  in  the 
second  scheme  the  fSouse  of  Lords 
Committee  asked  that  a  town's  meeting 
should  jbe  held.  With  regard  to  the 
town's  meeting  he  would  not  say  it  was 
packed,  as  the  term  had  been  objected 
to,  but  he  would  quote  from  the  Western 
Daily  Press  report  which  statod — 

'*  A  spooial  whip  had  beea  wxl^A  through 
the  Coniervative  Party,  asking  their  snpporterB 
to  assemble  at  the  Guildhall  at  12  o*olool^  an 
hour  before  the  time  of  the  meeting,  and  endure 
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the  iDconveDienoe  of  waiting.  As  a  matter  of  |  their  views  upon  the  matter  before* 
fact  grf«t  care  waa  taken  tliat  the  people  who  ,  ^j^^  q^  Council.  The  only  representa- 
sot  inside  the  hall  were  in  favour  of  the  Bill.      ^  i:      t.   j  •     j        ^i.*  xx 

^  tions    he   had    received  on  this  matter 


He  quoted  from  reports  of  the  meeting 


came  from  one  of  the    labour  organisa* 


to  emphasise  the  point  that  the  Lord    ^ions    of    the    city    of    Bristol     some 
Mayor  of  the  City  admitted  that  the  hall  1  fortnight     ^j.     ^^^^      ^^^j^    ^^     ^^j 


was  not  large  enough  for  the  purpose  of 
the  meeting.     The  accommodation  was 


he    was   convinced   that    if   there    had 
been  any  large  section  of  the  community^ 


only  large  enough  for  between  400  and  j^^  represented  in  this  House  who  felt 
600  people,  and  the  population  of  Bristol  ^^^^  ^^^^^  interests  were  jeopardised 
was  365,000.  The  town  s  meetmg,  as  a  |  ^^  ^^na  Bill  some  form  of  expression  of 
guarantee  that  the  city  had  an  opportuntiy^l^gij.  objections  would  have  reached 
of  deciding  upon  this  important  measure  y^  Supposing  the  scheme  under  the 
was  an  absoulte  farce.  He  would  deal  i  giu  ^^^^  ^^^  operation,  what  would  be 
with  the  newspapers^  As  to  the  first ,  ^j^^  ^g^^^  ^  ^^^^  ^  of  Bristol 
scheme,  the  Western  Daily  Press  stated—  i  ^yAoYi    he    represented  ?     There    were 

"If  the  city  had  twenty  schemes  it  could  large  suburban  areas  which  needed 
not  have  a  fairer  one."  I  representation  upon   the  Council.      The 

The  other  newspaper  said—  |  votes  of  something  like  6,000  or  7,000 

*'  We  heartily  dislike  the  new  arrangements  '  ratepayers  were  obliterated  by  the 
of  the  wards."  |  votes  of  a  few  hundred.     The  whole  of 

The  case  of  the  Labour  representatives  that  inaccurate  and  unjust  representatioa 
was  not  a  party  one.  Hon.  Members  '  was  modified  or  done  away  with  by  this, 
would  perceive  that  this  Bill  had  not '  particular  Bill.  For  the  first  time  thia 
been  properly  handled,  and  that  certain  part  of  the  city  would  have  fair  honest 
things  which  cropped  up  into  Clauses  44  representation  in  their  local  Parliament, 
and  45  ought  not  to  have  been  there  If  and  he  hoped  when  the  House  went  to  a 
this  House  were  going  to  hold  an  impartial '  division  the  action  of  the  citusens  of 
judgment  upon  this  matter  they  would  '  Bristol  and  the  decisions  of  the  Corpora- 
accept  the  .Ajnendment  of  the  hon.  Mem-  tion  and  the  large  interests  concerned 
ber  for  East  Leeds  would  be  uphdd. 

Mr.  CHARLES  H0BH0U8E  (Bristol,  I  Thb  UNDER  -  SECRETARY  of 
E.)  said  that  after  Ustening  to  the  speech  STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  he  had  MENT  (Mr.  HERBERT  Sahxjel,  York- 
to  confess  that  he  shotdd  not  care  to  go  shire,  Cleveland)  said  the  town  of  Bristol 
before  him  as  an  arbitrator,  because  he  |  generally  was  most  anxious  to  have 
had  not  adopted  an  impartial  attitude  .  this  Bill,  which  contained  many  mattera 
on  this  question.  The  meeting  of  I  of  far  wider  importance  than  the  question 
citizens,  to  which  allusion  had  been  i  of  the  redistribution  of  seats.  He  would 
made,  was  held  in  the  traditional  |  have  been  glad  to  have  had  a  Home  Office 
meeting  place  of  the  Bristol  citizens,  inquiry  into  this  question,  but  it  waa 
which  was  the  centre  of  civic  life  in  the  too  late  to  re-open  it  now,  the  Bill  having 
city.  A  great  deal  had  been  said  about  passed  through  both  Houses.  When  the 
the  first  scheme  that  was  brought  in,  matter  came  befor  •  the  Committee  of  the 
apparently  with  the  assent  of  all  Parties,  House  of  Commons  it  was  found  that  both 
except  the  Conservatives,  who,  being  left   the  promoters  of  the  Bill  and  its  opp<ments 


out,  and  having  no  locus  standi  made 
representations  to  the  Home  Secretary, 
and,  in  deference  to  their  objections, 
the    scheme   w^as   withdrawn.    A    great 


were  ready  to  come  to  an  arrangement 
and  the  House  of  Commons  passed  the 
Bill  on  that  understanding  Then  it  waa 
found  that  the  Labour  Party  were  not  pre- 


deal  had  been  made  of  the  fact  that  one  pared  to  agree  to  the  new  arrangement, 

of  the  sub-committee,  a  Labour  member  I  It  was  impossible    for    the    House    of 

of  the  City  Council,  did  not  serve ;  but  the  Commons  to  enter  into  the  merits  of  a 

fact  was  that  he  refused  to  serve  because  local    redistribution    scheme    of     that 

he  could  not  get  his  own  way.    It  was  character.    It  was  far  better,  he  thought, 

not  fair  to  represent  that  the  Labour  that  these   matters  should  be  decided 

Party  in  Bristol  had  no  chance  of  putting  outside  Parliament  by  a  local  inquiry. 

Mr,  J.  Ilamsay  Macdonald, 
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But  if  they  did  come  before  Parliament, 
this  House  and  the  House  of  Lords, 
being  unable  to  decide  them  by  open 
debate  such  as  that  in  which  they  were 
ec gaged,  had  delegated  these  matters  to 
'Committees,  and  those  were  the  proper 
tribunals  to  settle  them.  When  the 
matter  was  before  the  Conmiittee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  the  Labour  Party 
agreed  to  what  was  ptopoaed.  Whek 
the  Bill  was  in  the  House  of  Lords  it  was 
then  time  for  the  Labour  Party  to  state 
their  case  and  ask  for  the  alteration 
desired.  However,  the  Labour  Party  did 
not  appear.  They  made  no  representa- 
tions to  the  Committee.  They  were 
apparently  under  the  impression  that 
they  could  only  do  so  at  considerable 
expense  and  by  the  appearance  of  councel. 
That  impression,  however,  was  whoUy 
erroneous. 

A  LABOUR  MEMBER :  What  chance 
was  there  without  the  assistance  of 
counsel  ? 

Mb.  HERBERT  SAilUEL  replied 
that  petitioners  continually  appeared  on 
their  own  behalf  before  Private  Bill 
Committees,  and  in  a  matter  of  this  kind, 
which  was  in  no  sense  a  legal  matter,  a 
man  with  local  knowledge  would  probably 
be  able  to  state  his  case  better  than  any 
lawyer.  At  all  events,  the  Labour  Party 
allowed  the  matter  to  go  by  default,  and 
that  being  so,  he  thought  the  House 
would  be  placed  in  an  impossible  position 


if  they  were  asked  to  decide  now  the 
justice  or  injustice  of  a  scheme  which  had 
passed  through  Conmiittee  and  been 
assented  to  by  the  Lords.  There  were 
four  conceivable  courses  which  could  be 
suggested.  They  might  strike  out  the 
whole  of  that  part  of  the  Bill,  but 
the  procedure  of  Parliament  did  not 
allow  that.  The  Bill  having  passed 
Third  Reading  in  both  Houses,  the 
only  matters  which  were  still  open  to 
debate  were  Amendments  which  might 
be  disagreed  with  by  one  House  or  the 
other.  They '  might  put  such  Amend- 
ments into  the  Bill  as  would  force  the 
promoters  to  withdraw  it  altogether. 
But  this  was  a  course  desired  by  no  one. 
They  might  disagree  with  the  Lords' 
Amendments  and  go  back  to  the  first 
scheme  proposed.  (4)  They  might  agree 
with  the  Lotds'  Amendments  and  accept 
the  second  scheme  as  it  was  proposed  m 
the  House  of  Lords.  The  last  two 
courses  were  the  only  two  alternatives 
which  would  appeal  to  the  House,  and  see- 
ing that  the  second  scheme  secured  much 
greater  support  in  the  town  council,  while 
they  might  regret  exceedingly  that  no 
general  agreement  had  been  arrived  at  in 
the  matter,  the  only  course  possible  for 
the  House  to  adopt  was  to  agree  with  the 
Lords'  Amendments  and  to  reject  this 
Motion. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes,  44  ;  Noes, 
139.    (Division  List  No.  300.) 


Abraham,  William(Oork,  N.E.) 

Brace,  William 

Burt,  Rt  Hon.  Thomas 

Byles,  William  Pollard 

Crookt,  William 

EdwardB,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Esmonde,  Sir  Thomas 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Flran,  James  Christopher 

Gill,  A.  H. 

Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 

Hazleton,  Biobard 

Uealy,  Timothy  Michael 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hudson,  Walter 


AYES. 

Jowett,  F.  W. 
Kelley,  George  D. 
Lehmann,  R.  0. 
MacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  8. 
Mao  Veigh«Charles(  Donegal,  £. 
M'KiUop,  W. 
Murphy,  John 
Nolan,  Joseph 

0*Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Livorpool) 
0*Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
Parker,  James  (Halifax) 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Raphael,  Herbert  H. 
Riohards,T.F.  (Wolverh'mpt'n 
Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 


Robertson,  SirG.Scott(Bradf  rd 

Shaokleton,  David  James 

Smyth,  Thomas  F.  (Leitrim,8. 

Snowden,  P. 

Steadman,  W.  C. 

Sullivan,  Donal 

Summerbell,  T. 

Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 

Walton,  Joseph  (Bamaley) 

White,Patnok  (Meath,  North) 

Wilkie,  Alexander 

Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes— 
Mr.  O'Gradv  and  Mr. 
Ramsay  Macuonald. 


Aoland-Hood,Rt.Hii.SirAlexF. 
Agnew,  George  William 
AUqd,A.  Aoland  (ChrlBtchuroh) 


NOES. 

Ashley,  W.  W. 
Astbury,  John  Meir 
Atherley*Jones,  L. 
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Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 
Baker,  Joseph  A.  (Finsbury,  E. 
Balcarres,  Lord 
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to. 


CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (APPROPRIA- 

TION)  BILL, 

Postponed  Proceeding  on  Amendment 
to  Question,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time,"  resumed — 

Question  again  proposed,  *'That  the 
word  *  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

*Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Black- 
pool)  said  that  the  principal  reason  for 
our  taking  part  in  the  Algeciras  Confer- 
ence was  to  safeguard  our  Imperial 
interests  and  to  further  British  trade 
in  Morocco.  That  was  perfectly  justi- 
fied when  we  considered  that  Great 
Britain  supplied  more  than  half  of 
the  imports,    that   we  took  more  than 


a  quarter  of  the  exports  and  that  more 
than  one-third  of  the  tonnage  visiting 
the  ports  of  Morocco  flew  the  Union 
Jack.  He  thought  anyone  who  had 
travelled  in  Morocco  must  acknowledge 
that  there  were  in  connection  with 
agriculture  and  other  branches  of  in- 
dustry great  possibilities.  The  country 
was  perhaps  the  most  fruitful  in  the 
whole  of  Africa.  He  congratulated  the 
House  upon  the  fact  that  our  Govern- 
ment before  the  Conference  at  Algeciras 
came  to  an  end,  bduced  the  delegates 
to  make  communications  to  the  Sultan 
of  Morocco  on  the  subject  of  slavery.  In 
reply  to  a  question  on  July  lOth  last, 
the  Secretary  of  State  informed  him 
that  he  had  received  information  that 
the  Sultan  had  given  orders  that  children 
bora  free  should  not  be  sold  in  slavery. 
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That  was  a  step  in  advance.     If  this 
country   could    interfere,    as    it    did   in 
the  case  of    Turkey,    with    respect     to 
affairs    in    Macedonia,  he    thouf^ht    we 
might,  as  far  as  we  possibly  could  with- 
out   coming    into   conflict    with    other 
Powers,  press  the   Sultan   of    Morocco 
to  put  a  stop  as  soon  as  possible  to  the 
public  sale  of  slaves  in  his  dominions. 
He  did  not  know  whether  many  Members 
of  this  House   had   seen   slaves  in   the 
flesh    or    seen    a  public  sale   of    them. 
Some    years    ago.    when    travellini^    in 
Morocco,  he  went  down    a  narrow  lane 
in    Morocco  City    and    came   upon   an 
open  courtyard,  round  which  there  were 
seated    a   number    of    Moors  in    their 
white  dresses.     He  questioned  his  guide 
as  to  what  was  going  on,  and  the  guide 
confessed  that  it  was  the  slave  market,  a 
place  which  as  a  rule  Europeans  were  not 
allowed  to  see.     It  was  a  very  pitiable 
sight.     A  slave  was  led  round  by  the 
auctioneer,  his  teeth  were  looked  at,  and 
after  a  certain  amount  of  competition,  he 
was  knocked  down  for  £15.     A  woman 
and  child  were  the  last  to  be  sold.    They 
were  born  in  slavery,  and  the  owner  had 
just  died.     The    consequence  was   that 
all  the  personal  effects  of  the  deceased 
had  to  be  sold.    When  they  were  offered 
for  sale,  he  hoped  that  they  would  be 
sold  together,   but   unfortunately,   they 
were     not.       The    child,    four    or    five 
years  of  age,  was  sold  to  be  taken  in 
one  direction,  and  the  woman  in  another. 
He  earnestly  appealed  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  do  all  that  he  possibly  could, 
without    overstepping    the    limit    which 
made  combination  with  the  other  Powers 
necessary,  to  have  the    public    sale    of 
slaves  done  away  with  in  Morocco. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  (DubUn,  S.) 
directed  attention  to  some  aspects  of 
Irish  affairs,  and,  in  the  first  place, 
criticised  the  composition  of  the  Railway 
Commission  in  that  no  representation 
had  been  given  upon  it  to  those  who 
controlled  railways  in  Ireland.  The 
Chief  Secretary  had  recently  stated 
in  reply  to  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh,  that  ap- 
parently it  was  not  the  intention  or 
desire  of  the  Opposition  to  indict  the 
Irish  Government.  He  said  at  once 
in  answer  to  that  that  in  his  judgment 


it  would  be  folly  for  anybody  in  a  Parlia- 
ment   composed    as    this    was   not   to 
accept  the  fact  that  there  was  a  change 
of    Government,    and    that    obviously, 
therefore,   there   must   be  a  change   of 
policy ;  and  to  attack  the  Government 
because  they  adopted  a  policy  which  in 
many  degrees  differed  from  that  of  the 
late  Government  would  be  a  waste  of 
time.     It  was  the  duty,  however,  of  those 
who  belonged  to  the  Party  opposed  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not    only  to 
watch  his  procedure,  and  to  criticise  it, 
if  necessary,  but  to  maintain  the  prin- 
ciples in  which  they  believed.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  a  few  days  ago  an 
account    of   his   stewardship   and   took 
considerable  exception  to  the  action  of 
his    hon.     friends    on    the    Opposition 
benches  for  criticising  some  of  the  work 
he    had  done.    He  was  bound  to  say 
there    was    great    justification    for    the 
criticism  they  had  passed  upon  many 
things.     He  would  only  mention  three — 
the  appointment  of  three  Commissions. 
He  would  say  nothing  about  the  Trinity 
College,  Dublin,  Commission,  except  to  ex- 
press the  hope  that  the   latest  sugges- 
tions   made  in  regard  to  this    subject 
would  receive  not    only  the    attention 
of     the    Royal    Commission,    but    also 
the    sympathetic    consideration   of    the 
right    hon.     Gentleman    himself.      The 
solution    of    that    question    would    be 
found  in  the  lines  recently  suggested. 
In  regard  to  the  other  two  CommisaionSy 
he    was     bound     to     say    there    was 
good  reason  for   dissatisfaction  among 
his     hon.     friends     and     those     they 
represented   in    Ireland.     In   regard   to 
the  Railway  Commission  there  had  been 
no  representation  given  at  all  to  those 
who  controlled  and  worked  the  railways 
in    Ireland;     the    whole    case    of    the 
railway   interest   in   Ireland   had   been 
left  in  the  hands  of  people  who  were 
concerned    with    the    administration   of 
English    railways.     He    had    had    some 
experience  of  the  management  of  Englisb 
raUways,    and     when     in     Ireland    he 
had    the    opportunity   of    investigating 
the    position    of    Irish    railways.     He 
believed    there    was    such    fundamental 
differences  between  the  two  systems  and 
the  conditions  which  surrounded  them 
that    if    the    Government    were    really 
desirous  of  doing  justice  to  them,  and 
if  they  wanted  to  command — as  they 
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exifil^g  deficit  caused  by  military   ex-   doctrine  that    England   must    maintaiix 
penditure,\i-hichw88  being  paid  out  of  the   the    stcUus   quo    in    the    Peisisn    Gulf 


existing  Turkish  CuBtoms,  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  consented  to  a 
further  increase  of  3  per  cent.,  it  was 
possible  and  probable  that  the  extra 
revenue    gained    would    be    applied  to 


at  all  rislra.  In  conclusion  he  trusted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
believe  that  he  was  not  endeavour- 
ing to  pry  into  the  Foreign  Office  secrets 
by  bringing  this  matter  forward,   and 


financing  the  scheme  of   the    Baghdad   he  believed  the  HouFe  would  be  grateful 
Bailway.     If  that  was  likely  to  follow  |  for  anything  the  Secretary  of  State  cared 


as  a  consequence  of  the  increase  he 
thought  we  should  not  agree  to  it.  But 
if  that  railway  were  constructed,  it  ought 
to  be  an  absolute  sine  qua  nan  that 
England  should  have  control  of  the  sec- 
tion between  Baghdad  and  the  Persian 
Gulf,  and  that  the  rest  of  the  line  should  be 
under  international  control.  This  pro- 
ject, which  was  upon  a  ccmmercial 
lasis  at  present,  by  reason  of  the 
immense     impoitance     of      this    route 

to     our    trade,     to     cur     position     in  i    .  ^, .      v  j      ^  v  vr  v  j  u    *u 

Persia,  and  to  the  defence  of  India,  .as  |  "l^^-etl^*  ?-  Pf^tl'ToS,*^ 
likely  k)  leccme  of  even  more  jmpor- 


to  say  upon  these  points. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON  (Yorkshire, 
W.E.,  Barnsley)  asked  the  House  to  turn 
its  attention  to  the  present  situation  as  it 
afiected  our  Colonial  interests  in  the  far 
East.  Our  Colonial  interest  sin  China  were 
enoimois.  In  appioaching  this  subject, 
le  was  placed  in  a  difficulty  owing  ta 
the  extraordinary  fact  that  the  Blue-book 
or  report  in  regard  to  the  foreign  trade 


tance  politicall}'  than  commercially.  No 
doubt  the  light  hon.  Gentleman 
might  have  very  little  to  say  on  this 
subject,  but  wlat  le  wished  to  joint  out 
was  that  both  in  the  House  &iA  in  the 
country  the  veiy  great  importance  of 
this  question  was  entirely  under-esti- 
mated. It  was  a  question  as  important 
as  the  construction  of  the  ^uez  Canal,  and 
it  would  introduce  greater  changes  into  the 
future  of  the  far  East  than  anything  that 
had    happened    since    the    Suez    Canal 


late  Government  since  the  year  1903* 
It  was  almost  inconceivable  in  the 
year  1906  that  a  nation  with  more  trade 
in  China  than  all  the  other  nations  put 
together  should  not  have  the  trade 
statistics  of  the  greatest  of  all  neutral 
nraikets  in  the  world  up  to  a  later  date 
tl&n  1£03.  There  were  two  or  three 
important  questions  in  the  present  situa- 
tion in  Cbina  to  which  the  House  might 
well  give  its  attention.  There  was  the 
question  of  the  Chinese  maritime  customs. 
Tte  Chinese  Government  had  appointed 

^«o   ^^i.a4^^.r,4^A      T4.    «^^««^«^   4^  v,'^  I  Chincsc  officials  at  the  head  of  the  man- 
was  constiucted.     It   aprearea  to  nimi..  .  m-i      tt  i  xi.  ^ 

that  the  Foreign  Office  was  in  a  position   ^'""^  ^^^^^'^^^  ,J^^  House  Imew  that 
to  treat  this  as  an  open  question,  and  he  '  ^^^yj'^'^  *go  ^^e  control  of  the  Chnu^ 

,nro^^>,aOn™r.^W«.Ll^.^f.nr,cor.f   lirari^'l^e      CVStOKS     WtS     plaCCd     m     the 

l^ands  mainly  of  £\iropean  officials,  at 
the  head  of  whom  was  Sir  Robert  Hait 
as  inspect  or- general.    Various  loans  had 


hoped  the  Government  would  not  consent 
to  letting  this  3  per  cent,  go,  out  of  a 
hope  that  Macedonia  might  profit, 
which  was  doubtful.  Any  man  who 
had  visited  the  Turkish  Empire  would 
tell  them  that  the  at  uses  and  the 
difficulties  which  often  occurred  between 


been  c  onclv  ded  between  China  and  varioi  a 
European  countries  to  the  extent  of 
£45,f^G0,CC0,  guaranteed  on  the  security 


♦he  different  races  which  had  been  |  "*J\«  ""'P<8  »*  \^« '"/"Vv"''-  T'' 
brought  togelher  under  the  Porte  ^ere  " '^>«^^7f.«  <»"l^*'^''?•^«^JJ'•"^«=*<''- 
due  more  to  ethnical  ar.d  local  con-  '  fc^aeralship  of  Sir  Robert  Hart  or  some 
dilions  than  anything  else,  and  that  the  '  ""l^^^  European,  but  <bey  leamt  through 
Porte  allovedthtmallto  do  pretty  much  I  ^J«  corieEpondent  of  Tke  Times  that 
asthey  liked,  provided  they  kept  the  peace  <te  CbjneEe  controller  who  had  been. 

one  with  another.  Ihe  importance  of  this  I  P^*  **  ^^^  head  of  the  mantane- 
question  was  very  imperfectly  appre- 1  ti^8<o°-8  by  the  Chinese  Government 
bended  both  inside  and  outside  ihis  |lfd  taken  very  active  steps  m  the  matter 
House.  He  hoped  the  matter  would  i  <^*  control,  and  this  after  the  assurance 
be  treated  by  the  Goveinment  in  the  received  from  the  Chinese  Government 
aame  manner  i>s  Lord  Lanfdowne  in  answer  to  the  representations  of  the 
treated    it  when    he     laid    down     the  i  British   Government    that    the   control 

Mr.  Bees 
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should  remain  in  the  hands  of  Sir  Rohert  i  of  the  Government  and  that  before  long- 
Hart.  In  1899  we  were  told  that  so  long  the  present  conditions  would  be  altered 
as  British  trade  was  predominant  in  I  and  we  should  have  the  open  door 
China  so  long  a  British  subject  should  be  i  throughout  Manchuria  for  the  trade^ 
controller  of  the  Chinese  maritime  cus-  of  the  world.  The  condition  of  things 
toms.  He  therefore  asked  the  right  hon.  i  in  Manchuria  of  late  had  been  detri- 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  I  mental  to  the  trade  of  this  country^ 
Foreign  Affairs  to  give  the  House  so  far  It  was  most  alarming.  In  the^  last 
as  was  consistent  wth  his  office  a  state-  four  years  our  trade  in  Manchuria  bad 
ment  of  the  position  in  China  to-day.  |  diminished  by  4  per  cent,  whilst 
These  Chinese  officials  had  given  orders  i  that  of  the  United  States  of  America 
that  no  statistical  returns  or  reports ,  had  increased  120  per  cent,  and 
should  be  pubhshed  in  future  until  they  i  that  of  Japan  by  300  per  cent.  This 
had  received  their  official  sanction.  That  ,  country  woiild  be  the  last  to  be» 
simply  meant  the  establishment  of  a  '  grudge  Japan  some  considerable  com- 
Chinese  censorship  and  the  abolition  of  the  mercial  advantages  as  partial  recoupment 
excellent  branch  by  which  the  Chinese  for  the  enormous  sacrifices  she  had  made 
trade  had  been  known  to  the  world.  ^  to  keep  Manchuria  open  to  the  ^trade- 
That  was  a  most  serious  thing  so  far  as  of  the  world.  He  thought  it  was  ^  only 
British  trade  was  concerned.  It  meant  I  right  to  draw  attentionij^to  the  change^ 
not  only  a  breach  of  faith  on  the  part  of  in  the  position  and  [the  diminishing 
the  Chinese  Grovemment  so  far  as  the  amount  of  British  trade  in  Manchuria^ 
guarantee  for  the  £45,500,000  of  loans  I  relatively  to  the  trade  of  our  friendly 
was  concerned,  but  also  with  regard  to  |  competitors,  the  United  States  of 
the  war  debt  at  the  end  of  the  rising  America.  It  behoved  the  British  com- 
in  China,  which  was  £64,000,000.  But  mercial  community  to  wake  up,  and 
that  was  not  the  most  important  part  so  j  to  try  to  ascertain  more  fully  >^the 
far  as  this  country  was  concerned,  be- 1  causes  which  had  led  American  trade- 
cause  our  commercial  interests  far  out-  j  to  develop  so  enormously  in  the  last 
weighed  any  financial  interest  we  might  four  years  while  British  trade  was 
have  in  the  Chinese  loans.  If  the  Chinese  diminishing  in  a  country  where  there  was 
Grovemment  were  not  compelled  to  ad-  no  ht  stile  tariff  whatever  to  hinder  the 
here  to  their  engagements  it  would  not  progres^and  developncent  of  British  ^rade. 
be  long  before  Chinese  officials  would  He  wished  to  refer  briefly  to  the  question  of 
be  placed  in  control  of  every  port  through  '  the  non-carrying  into  effect  of  the  Mackay 
which  British  goods  were  sent  and  would  commercial  treaty  concluded  between  this 
inflict  the  most  serious  injury  on  our  country  and  China.  A  communication  had 
trade.  Then  there  was  the  question  i  been  received  from  seventy  of  the  leading 
of  British  interests  in  Manchuria.  We  British  merchants  in  Shanghai,  calling 
learnt  from  The  Times  correspondent '  the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the 
that  the  Japanese  Government  on  the  fact  that  China  ignored  the  Mackay 
one  hand  and  the  Russian  Government  treaty,  or  rendered  it  ineffective  in  most 
on  the  other  were  faithfully  performing  '  of  its  essential  points.  He  was  quite 
their  pledges  with  regard  to  the  evacua-  i  aware  that  certain  of  its  provisions  were 
tion  of  Manchuria,  but  we  also  learnt ;  not  to  be  operative  until  thej^  other 
that  through  three  ports  in  Manchuria,  nations  had  given  their  assent  to  the 
Japan  and  Russia  were  sending  in  goods  I  treaty,  but  that  did  nqt  by  any  means 
without  the  usual  import  duties  being  '  apply  to  the  whole  of  the  provisions, 
imposed  on  them.  At  the  present  One  of  the  provisions,  for  instance,  was 
moment  only  the  port  of  Newchwang  in  regard  to  the  removal  of  obstructions,, 
was  oj>en  to  the  trade  of  all  nations.  ^  and  the  making  of  improvements  by  the 
We  knew  that  the  military  conditions  conservancy  of  the  Wangpo  River,  which 
had  imposed  on  Japan  the  necessity  was  provided  for  in  the  Protocol  of  1901* 
of  delaying  somewhat  the  opening  of  I  So  far  as  we  knew,  these  improvementa 
Dalny  and  other  ports  to  the  trade  |  had  not  yet  been  taken  in  hand.^  He 
of  the  world,  but  the  House  hoped  to  hoped  to  hear  from  the*  Secretary  of 
have  to-day  some  indication  from  his  State  to-night  that  theie  wasj^  some 
right  hon.  friend  that  aU  these  matters  prospect  of  this  matter  beingVspeedily 
were    receiving    the    careful    attention    dealt  with.    Then  there  wi.s  the^question 
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of  the  unifonn  national  coinage  which  [  with  China  for  oper,ing  the  waterways,  so 
"the  Chinese  hound  themselves  to  provide  I  that  Bri  ish  ships  should  take  British 
ior.  Tears  had  gone  by  and,  so  far  from  goods  to  every  riverside  station  in 
-a  unifonn  coinage  having  been  instituted,  China.  He  wus  afraid  that  the  prospect 
mints  were  set  up  over  China  which  were  of  enormously  expanding  our  trade  with 
issuing  an  enormous  quantity  of  debased  China  in  that  way  had  not  been  fulfilled, 
coinage,  making  "  confusion  worse  con-  He  should  like  to  know  from  the  ri^t 
iounded."  This  was  acting  most  detri-  hon.  Gentleman  what  progress,  if  any,  had 
mentally  to  the  commercial  interests  been  made  to  secure  that  the  agreement 
und  real  prosperity  of  China.  He  asked  made  by  Sir  Claude  Macdonald,  in  1898, 
the  Secretary  of  State  whether  he  could  i  would  be  fulfilled.  There  was  no  quea-> 
^ive  any  opinion  as  to  when  we  might  ex-  tion  that  in  the  conduct  of  our  relations 
pect  that  stipulation  on  the  part  of  the  with  China  we  must  take  into  considera- 
'Chinese  Government  to  be  given  effect  \  tion  the  fact  that  following  the  example 
to.  Then  the  abolition  of  the  Likin  set  by  our  Japanese  allies,  the  Chinese 
was  dependent  upon  the  agreement  of  were  bound  to  wake  up.  They  were  an 
other  nations  with  the  treaty  which  we  intelligent,  and  in  some  directions  an 
concluded.  He  hoped  that  there  was  educated  people,  and  we  might  rest 
some  prospect  of  the  other  nations  falling  '  assured  that  they  would  in  the  futuie 
in  with  the  treaty  which  he  believed  '  exercise  much  greater  power,  influence 
had  already  been  agreed  to  by  Japan,  '  and  force.  As  to  the  question  of  railway 
s,s  well  as  ourselves,  and  that  there  was  concessions,  he  should  like  to  know  from 
-some  reasonable  hope  that  in  the  not '  the  Secretary  of  State  whether  concessions 
Temote  future  this  system  of  internal '  were  in  danger  of  being  lost  to  British 
customs  in  China  which  was  a  restriction  concessionaires  through  their  failure  to 
.•and  hindrance  to  trade  would  be  removed,  fulfil  properly  their  part  in  the  agree- 
As  to  the  question  of  the  Imperial  ments  entered  into  with  the  Chmese 
maritime  customs  of  China,  he  did  not  Government.  He  considered  that  it  was 
contend  that  it  could  be  expected  that  a  great  misfortune  for  this  country  not  to 
the  Chinese  nation,  comprising  nearly  have  had  the  largest  share  in  supplying 
300,000,000  of  people,  would  for  a  long  j  the  Chinese  Empire,  the  greatest  on 
period  allow  the  administration  of  their  earth,  with  a  system  of  railwtiys.  We 
afEairs,  or  even  the  development  of  their  |  had  taken  a  back  seat  altogether  in  the 
country,  to  be  largely  taken  in  hand  by  i  matter  of  laying  down  railways  in  China, 
foreigners.  He  believed  they  would  take  I  whereas  Russia,  France,  Germany  and 
it  in  hand  themselves.  He  desired  that  i  Belgium  had  forged  ahead,  supplying 
they  should  do  so,  because  he  believed  i  that  great  Empire  with  its  railways, 
in  China  for  the  Chinese.  But  at  the  We  had  been  told  that  British  conces- 
-same  time,  we  knew  that  they  had  not ,  sionaires  had  secured  the  right  to  build 
yet  reached  that  stage.  The  Chinese  2,800  miles  of  railways  in  China.  He 
iiad  come  under  certain  obligations,  wished  to  kn^ow  how  much  -  of  that 
«nd  they  ought  not  to  be  left  to  i  T^ork  had  been  done  and  what  further 
their  own  sweet  will  until  they  had  amount  of  mileage  still  remained  in  the 
properly  discharged  them. ,  The  Mackay  i  hands  of  British*  concessionaires.  He 
treaty  included  provisions  as  to  the  believed  that  the  Chinese  nation  ought 
•question  of  mining  legislation.  The  to  possess  its  railways.  He  believed 
Chinese  Government  undertook  to  iook  in  the  state  ownership  of  railways,  but 
into  the  mining  rules  in  operation  in  he  saw  no  reason  why  European  syndi- 
Oreat  Britain,  India  and  other  places,  cates  should  not  build  the  railways  under 
and  to  select  such  as  were  suitable  to  the  proper  arrangements  by  which  the  lines 
conditions  of  China.  But  so  far  as  he  could  be  transferred  to  the  Chinese 
understood,  nothing  had  been  done  Government  as  soon  as  it  was  in  a  position 
towards  the  fulfilment  of  that  under-  to  take  them  over.  The  Chinese  railways 
taking.  Then  there  was  the  question  paid  better  than  almost  any  other 
of  inland  navigation  regulations.  The  railways  in  the  world.  The  only  shares 
House  knew  with  what  a  flourish  of  and  stock  in  railways  which  he  happened 
trumpets  the  Tory  Party  came  down  and  to  possess  that  had  increased  in  the 
i:old  them  it  had  come  to  an  agreement    last  few  years    had  been  those  which  he 
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held  in  Chinese  railways,  whereas 
the  shares  and  stock  of  railways  in  this 
country  and  in  other  parts  of  the  world 
had  steadily  gone  down.  There  was 
no  question  as  to  the  profitable  nature  of 
enterprise  in  a  densely  populated  country 
Hke  China.  Why  British  investors  and 
commercial  people  had  failed  to  take 
an  adequate  share  of  the  trade  with 
China  was  really  past  understanding. 
In  spite  of  all  that  Tory  speakers  had 
said  in  the  last  three  years,  he  could 
only  conclude  that  the  trade  of  this 
country  had  been  so  very  flourishing 
that  manufacturers,  having  their  order 
books  full,  had  not  looked  for  an  increase 
of  orders  by  enterprise  in  China.  The 
fiscal  system  of  this  country,  under 
which  we  had  free  imports,  enabled  us 
to  compete  successfully  in  great  neutral 
markets  like  that  of  China. 

And,  it  being  a  quarter-past  Eight  of 
the  clock,  and  there  being  Private  Busi- 
ness set  down  by  direction  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  under 
Standing  Order  No.  8,  further  Proceeding 
was  postponed  without  Question  put. 

BRISTOL      CORPORATION     BILL      (BY 

ORDER). 

Lords'  Amendments  considered  : — 

Lords'  Amendments  to  the  Amendment 
in  page  27,  line  21,  agreed  to. 

Lords'  Amendment  in  page  27,  line  21, 
after  Clause  49  insert  Clauses  49a  and  49b, 
the  next  Amendment,  rpad  a  second 
time. 

♦Mr.  J.  0'GRADY(Leed8,  E.),in  moving 
to  disagree,  said  he  wished  he  could  move 
to  omit  all  the  Lords  Amendments  and 
leave  the  Bill  to  deal  simply  with  dock 
matters  alone,  but  he  was  told  that  was 
impossible,  so  he  had  no  alternative  but 
to  confine  himself  to  moving  the  Amend- 
ment he  had  placed  on  the  Paper. 
There  had  been  two  Bills  on  this 
matter.  There  was  the  original  Bill 
assented  to  by  the  city  generaUy,  which 
emphasised  the  principle  that  rate- 
able value  should  not  be  made  the 
consideration  of  representation  in  the 
city  council,  but  that  representation 
should  be  based  upon  the  number  of 
voters  upon  the  register.  The  arrange- 
ment arrived  at,  although  it  increased 


the  number  of  wards  in  the  city  fronu 
nineteen  to  twenty-two,  did  not  disturb 
the  total    number    of   representatives, 
because  nine  members  were  taken  fron^ 
three  wards  in  the  centre  of  the  city  which 
were  over-represented  and  allocated  to 
the  three  new  wards  constituted  by  the 
re-arrangement.    He  thought  everybody^ 
would  agree  that  that  was  a  very  fair 
arrangement  and  was  not  objected  to  in 
the  city  generally.    As  a  member  of  the 
Bristol  City  Council,  he  knew  the  local  cir- 
cumstances.   The  Bill  was  presented  and 
then   an   opposition   developed    among 
the     members    of     a    political    Party^ 
which    had    dominated     the    city    for 
sixty   years,  but    which   had   now  lost 
control,  hence  the  second  Bill  which  was- 
now  under  consideration  of  this  House. 
He    wanted    to    emphasise     the     fact 
that    the    House    of    Lords'   Commit- 
tee was  in  no  sense  to  blame  for  any- 
thing in  connection  with  this  Bill.    They" 
simply   heard    the    facts    presented    to 
them  and  they  did  their  best  in  the- 
circumstances.    They  were  without  bias 
in  the  matter.  When  this  second  Bill  went 
back  to  get  the  assent  of  the  council  to  the 
Lords'  Amendments    the  whole  matter 
was  set  before  the  citizens  and  they  pro- 
tested v^orously^  against  the  change  that 
had  been  made  in  the  Bill  by  the  Lords^ 
Amendments.     He    did    not    think    he- 
would  be*  saying  too  much  in  asserting 
that  the  public  meeting  was  packed.    A 
whip  had  been  sent  round  by  the  Party^ 
who     had    been     responsible    for    the- 
opposition,   and    an    hour    before   the- 
meeting  was  timed  to  begin  it  was  filled 
with   the    partisans   of    that  particular 
i  Party.    He  drew  attention  to  the  fact 
also  that  this  meeting  was  held  in  a 
small  hall  which  could  hold  not  more 
than  300  persons.    The  Labour  Party 
with  which  he  had  been  connected  for 
a  long  period  of  years  in  Bristol  felt 
great  offence  at  the  way  things  had  been 
carried  out — offence  that  a  compromise 
had  been  effected  between  two  political 
Parties  without  consulting  the  men  wha 
were    mostly    interested — the    working^ 

classes  generally.  The  result  of  the 
changes  made  in  the  Bill  by  the  Lords' 
Amendments  was  that  a  new  ward 
was  created  in  the  centre  of  the  city  and 
three  extra  representatives  and  an  Alder- 
man  were   added   to   the*  council.     A& 
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far  ae   he  knew    the   city,  he  thought  i      Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 

that  if   this    proposal  were  carried  the  "  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with  the 

representatives    who  would   be  sent  to  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment " — {Mr. 

the  CSty  Council  from  that  ward  would  O'Grady.) 
be  representative  of  one  political  Party 

from  now  to  the  crack  of  doom.    The  ♦jjg  ^  g  DAVIB8  (Bristol,  S.)  said 

working   men   thought   that   the   mam  ^e  wished  to  recognise  the  temperate 

principle  should  be  representation  based  ^^j^j^  ^y^t  the  hon.  Member  had  pro- 

on  the  number  of  the  voters  upon  the  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^^^^    H^  tad  not  a  strong 

register.    When   the   pubUc   found  out  feeling  in  regard  to  the  way  in  which  the 

the  nature  of  the  changes  and  how  these  ^„ds   of   Bristol  should   be   arranged, 

changes  had  been  brought  about  they  ^nd  he  could  not  understand  the  strong 

held  meetings  of  protest  aU  over  the  f^y       ^y^t   ^ad   been   brought   into 

city.    Not  only  trade  umon  organisa-  ^^    question.      The     Bristol     Counofl 

tions  but  the  general  body  of  citizens  ,  desired  that  there  should  be  a  general 

had  ejqpressed  a  stroig  protest  against  ^^^^^^^t  ^£    t^^  ^^^  i^  <,^, 

the  action  that  had  been  taken  and   t^^t  the  urban  ratepayers  should  have 
against  the  changes  m  the  Bill  involved   ^  ^        ^tare  and  Urger  interest  in  the 
by  the  Lords  Amendments.    They  even  |  ,™gg^^tatioa  than  before.    When  the 
had  the  support  of  flie  Ratepayers  Asso-   ^beral  Party  succeeded  in  obtaining  a 
ciation,  which  might  m  the  nature  of ,  majority  in  the  Bristol  CouncU  one  of 
things  have  been  expected  to  agree  to    the  first  things  they  did  was  to  appobt 
representation  bemg  based  on  rateable   ^  committee  to  consider  this  question, 
value  rather  than  on  the  voters    hst. ,  xhe  desire  of  the  Party  was  not  to  re- 
The  Secretary  of  that  Association  had   arrange  the  wards  in  such  a  way  as  to 
said    that    he    thought    no   preference   ^„^     ^],^^     ^    political     ascendency, 
should   be   given   to   the   educated   or   ^.U  the   Liberal   Members   would   have 
moneyed    cksses    above    the    working   been  opposed  to  that  idea.    When  the 
classes.    That  was  the  whole  gist  of  the   nbgral  Party  obtained  the  ascendency 
prot^t  he  was  now  makmg.    He  trusted  '  after    sixty    years    of    Tory    Govem- 
the  House  would  take  into  consideration  1  ^<,Qt     they     divided     the     aldermen 
the  protest  of  the  citizens  of  Bristol.    It  between  the  respective  Parties.    At  the 
nught  be  asked  how  it  was  that  they   Committee  appointed  to  consider  the  re- 
Jiad  not  earned  this  protest  to  the  House   arrangement  of  the  wards  both  political 
of  Lords  Itself.    They  were,  however,  a  ,  Parties  produced  a  scheme ;  that  of  the 
poor  Party  and  he  underatood  that  they   Liberal  Party  was  adopted  by  a  majority, 
could  not  be  heard  in  the  House  of  Lords    When  the  question  came  u  >   for   con- 
«xcept  by  counsel,  and  not  having  the   sideration  before  the  House  of  Commons 
money  to  go  on  with  their  protest  in  the   Committee  there  was  a  difficulty  about 
House  of  Lords  they  had  to  do  what  they  i  Joc»j  standi  of  the  Conservative  Party 
could  in  rousing  interest  in  Bristol  regard-   who    were     opposing.     Ultimately    an 
mg  this  change.    He  hoped  in  these  cir- ,  arrangement     was      arrived     at      that 
xiumstances  the  House  of  Commons  would   the  Bill  should  go  through  as  unopposed, 
disagree  to  the  Lords' Amendment.    They    Qpon     the    sub-committee    a     gentle- 
would  have  liked  that  part  of  the  Bill  to    min  was  appointed  who  represented  the 
go    through    which    related    to    dock  \  Trades    C  macil     of    Bris'x)!,    but     he 
matters  at  Bristol, ^ but    they  had  no   declined    t>  serve.-  It    was    therefore 
Alternative     but    ,to     protest    against  i  not  correct   to  say    that   the    scheme 
ithis    chaige  by  ^asking   the  House    to   was    carried    out    without    any    con- 
disagree    to    the    Lords'    Amendments  sultation  with  the  Labour  Party,  and 


because  they  held  thatjthe  gerryman- 
dering which  had  gone^on  in  this  matter 
was  not  creditable  to^the  men  who  had 


he  was  sorry  any  difficulty  had  arisen, 
because  they  had  always  been  very 
friendly  in  Bristol  with  their  friends  on 

engineered  the  movement.      He  hoped    the  Trades  Council  and  had  found  th^ 
//^    „  ,    ^  , ,  Rood  comrades  and  good  citaxens.     He 

the     House    of    Commons    would   not   ^^^  ^^.^  ^^^^  ^  ^^  -^  disagreement 

stultify  ^jitself  by  agreeing  to  .a  proposal  -  with  them  over  this  subject.    The  new 

•of  this  kind.  scheme  was  adopted  by  the  Ck>uncil  by 
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A  majority  of  sixty-five  to  sevea  votes, 
■so  that  the  scheme  which  was  sanctioned 
by  the  House  of  Lords  Committee  was  oae 
•approved   almost    mixnimously   by    the 
€orporatioii  of    Bristol     Uafortuaately, 
his  Labour  friezids  disagreed  with  the 
proposal,   aud  petitioned   to   be   hexrd 
"before    the    Lords'    Committee.    They 
•did  not  appear,  and  he  was  sorry  they  did 
not  seem  to  know  that  they  might  h^ve 
•appeared  in  person  to  state  their  own 
<5a8e.    It  was  assumed,  therefore,  that 
the  opposition  was  withdrawn,  or  was 
not  to  be  proceeded  with.    If  they  hud 
appeared     and     establish  d     a    stroa : 
oase    against    the     schejie,    the    pio- 
moters     could     have     withdrawn    that 
■part    dealing  with  the    re-arrangemsit 
<jf    wards.    Now    if    the    Motion    su3- 
•ceeded,    very  important   cliuses  would 
be  lost  tol^e  city  for  this  session,  and  as 
Ohairman  of  the  Docks  Committee  he 
was  most  anxious  that  they  should  not 
be  loit.    Their  dock  undertakings  were 
most  important,  and  they  could  not  afford 
to    emphasise    poUtical    differences    too 
strongly.    The    wards    proposed    under 
the  present  scheme  were  a  great  im- 
provement on  what  existed  to-diy.    The 
number  of  councillors  and  the  number  of 
Tatepayers    in    each    ward    were    more 
nearly  equal  than  before.    They   were 
^vised  that  they  could  not  ignore  rate- 
able value  in  considering  representation. 
The    scheme    was    fair    and    equitable, 
and    one      that     the    House     should 
pass.     It     was     fair    and    just.      He 
^d  not  desire  that  the  Liberal  Party 
jshould    exercise   its   majority    unjustly 
Against  the  Conservative  Party,  and  he 
Iioped  his  friends  would  be  satisfied  with 
the  protest  they  had  made  and  would 
now  allow  the  Bill  to  go  through. 

Mb.  GIBBS  (Bristol,  W.)  supported  the 
BUL  The  Conservative  and  Liberal 
Parties  had  agreed  that  some  alteration 
in  the  scheme  was  necessary,  and  at  the 
meeting  of  the  town  council  that  scheme 
was  approved  by  a  large  majority. 
That  meeting,  he  declared,  was  not 
packed.  It  was  well  advertised  and  the 
Tatepayers  had  every  opportunity  of 
4kttending.  This  scheme  involved  less 
dislocation  than  the  scheme  originally 
j)roposed.  It  would  confer  great  ad- 
vantages on  the  labouring  classes  and 
lie  did  not  see  why  they  should  object 


to  it.  The  present  scheme  of  represent- 
ation was  absurd,  and  if  this  Bill  did 
not  go  through  the  whole  thing  would 
have  to  be  dropped. 

*Mr.  J.RIMUY  MAODDNALD  (Lei- 
caster)  said  he  had  baan  called  in  as 
arbitrator  in  this  mittar  and  he  was 
bound  from  his  examination  of  all  the 
details  to  agree  with  the  conclusions 
of  the  hon.  H3m')er  for  Eist  L3eis. 
In  the  intsrests  of  sound  ana  honest 
representation  in  Bristol  this  scheme 
ought  not  tn  receive  the  sanction  of 
the  House.  The  Dock  Clauses  were 
accepted  by  the  Labour  represantitives, 
and  those  who  were  respnnsible  for  these 
clauses  ought  to  have  been  careful  not  to 
mix  them  up  with  highly  controversial 
matters.  The  representation  of  Bristol 
was  bad  at  the  present  tima,  but  the 
present  schema  was  not  fair.  Not  a 
single  representative  of  labour  committed 
himself  in  favour  of  this  Bill.  Their 
fear  was  that  as  a  m attar  of  fact  the 
scheme  contained  between  Clauses  44  and 
55  did  not  give  that  foundation  of  per- 
manency that  was  necessary.  The  first 
proposal  ]made  had  the  acceptance  of 
the  Labour  Party,  the  second  was  opposed 
from  the  beginning.  It  was  perfectly 
true  that  sixty-five  councillors  voted  for 
the  second  scheme,  and  only  seven  against 
it,  but  five  of  those  seven  composed  the 
small  ,but  solid  phalanx  of  the  Labour 
Party.  Undoubtedly  one  provision  of 
the  Bill  should  be  to  provide  that  the 
rateable  value  should  be  taken  into 
account  as  well  as  voting  strength,  but 
that  provision  had  been  stretched  to  an 
inordinate  degree  in  the  present  scheme.- 
The  first  scheme  to  which  the  Labour 
Party  assented  was  brought  before  the 
people  of  Bristol  with  the  blessing  of 
the  town  clerk  of  Bristol  upon  itj 
As  a  result  of  alterations  made  in  the 
second  scheme  the  ^ouse  of  Lords 
Committee  asked  that  a  town's  meeting 
should  jbe  held.  With  regard  to  the 
town's  meeting  he  would  not  say  it  was 
packed,  as  the  term  had  been  objected 
to,  but  he  would  quote  from  the  Western 
Daily  Press  report  which  stated — 

"  A  special  whip  had  been  issued  through 
the  Conservative  Party,  asking  their  supportera 
to  assemble  at  the  Gaildhall  at  12  o'clock,  an 
hoar  before  the  time  of  the  meeting,  and  endure 
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.  Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  No,  I  did  not 
say  an3rthing  in  regard  to  the  Opposition. 
The  only  matter  I  was  referring  to  was 
the  latest  suggestion  that  had  been 
made,  and  which  I  hoped  would  receive 
the  attention  of  the  Commission  and  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  have  only  read  of  the  suggestion  within 
the  last  forty-eight  hours,  but  I  think  it 
is  a  solu*ion  which  everyone  will  rejoice 
in. 


Mr.  BRYCE:  I  thought  the  right 
hon.  pentleman  was  npeaking  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  and  himself 
desiring  to  see  a  solution  of  this  question. 
He  certainly  said  it  was  outside  of  Party 
politics  and  in  that  I,  of  course,  agree 
with  him.  Continuing,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  Commission 
on  Irish  railways.  It  had  been  said  that 
there  was  a  feeling  among  a  certain  number 
of  people  connected  with  the  railways 
that  the  Commission  was  a  menace  to 
them.  He  could  not  understand  how 
that  feeling  arose.  The  only  result 
of  the  Commission  would  be,  he  was  quite 
sure,  beneficial  to  Ireland.  He  trusted 
that  it  would  be  found  possible  to  work 
the  Irish  railways  more  economically 
and  eftectively  than  they  were  at  present 
worked.  That  would  lead  to  greater 
efficiency  and  would  result  in  better 
dividends  to  the  shareholders.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  Commission  would 
be  able  to  suggest  more  economical 
methods  of  working  based  on  English 
experience  and  the  development  of  the 
branch  line  system.  He  had  never  heard 
any  suggestion  from  Irish  railway  com- 
panies that  they  should  have  any  repre- 
sentatives on  the  Commission.  The  Com- 
mission consisted  of  gentlemen  who 
had  held  high  places  in  the  railway  world. 
The  Chairman,  Sir  Charles  Scotter,  was  a 
member  of  the  Commission  which  sat 
upon  Irish  railways  twenty  years  ago 
and  knew  the  Irish  railway  system 
thoroughly^  He  did  not  think  that  in 
any  way  the  interests  of  the  Irish  railways 

could  be  threatened  or  imperilled  by  the 

Commission  which  had  been  appointed. 

The  Commission  could  do  nothing  but 

good,  and  he  hoped  that  the  groundless 

apprehensions  to  which  expression  had 

been  given  would  bo  dismissed  from  the 


minds    of    those    who    held    them.     As 
regards  the  Land  Commission,  also  referred 
to    by   the    right   hon.    Gentleman,     he 
would  not  go  again  into  the  justification 
he  made  three  months  ago .     The  accou  n  ts 
he   had   received   from   those   who   had 
to  deal  with  the  new  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners,  and  those   whom  they  served, 
were  to  the  effect  that  thoy  were  bettir 
men  and  were  doing  their  work    mor3 
efficiently  than  their  predecessors.     He 
thought,  therefore,  that  the  substitution  of 
these   five    new   men   had   been   ampl>' 
justified  in  the  result,  and  he  repeated  what 
he  had  said  on  a  previous  occasion,  that 
politics  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  witli 
the  appointments,  because  the  authorities 
had  not  the  slightest  knowledge  of  the 
political   opinions    of   any   one    of    the 
Assistant  Commissioners.     Referring  to 
the    Loughrea  dispute    the   right  hon. 
Member  for  South  Dublin  had  confined 
his  criticism  to  the  suggestion  that  if 
any   intervention    on    the    part   of    the 
(Jovernment  in  that  dispute  were  to  en- 
courage   in    any    way    intimidation    or 
disorder  or  any  interference  with  privato 
life    that    would    be    unfortunat3.     He 
(Mr.   Bryce)   ouite  agreed,   but  he  had 
no  reason  to  believe  thatit  would  have  that 
efiect.   Loughrea  was  a  part  of  Ireland 
where  disorder  might  be  said  to  be  more 
or  less  endemic.    He  could  not  say  that 
even   now   the   condition   of   the    place 
was  altogether  satisfactory,  but  he  be- 
lieved the  condition  would  bo  a  great 
deal  worse  but  for  the  last  intervention. 
A   very   serious   conflict,    which    would 
have  resulted  no  doubt  in  serious  blood- 
shed,  was  orly  averted  by  the  action 
of   the    Under-Secretary.     It   was   most 
fortunate  that  he  had  such  an  Under- 
Secretary.     The   Irish   Government  had 
in  no  way  departed  from  the  principle 
they    laid    down    from    the    first,    vii., 
that    they    had    been    endeavouring    to 
give    to    every   private    person    all    the 
protection    possible,   whether    by     way 
of  police   protection  or  by  prosecution 
of  offer  dcrs  where  the  offence  was  one 
which   could    be    made    the   subject   of 

prosecution.     Where     there    had     been 

any    attempts    at    intimidation,    action 

had  been  taken.    The  Attorney-General 

for  Ireland  authorised  him  to  say  that 

no    case   in  which  there  was  sufficient 

evidence     to     justify     a      pioseoution 
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But  if  they  did  come  before  Parliament, 
this  House  and  the  House  of  Lords, 
being  unable  to  decide  them  by  open 
debate  such  as  that  in  which  they  were 
ec gaged,  had  delegated  these  matters  to 
•Committees,  and  those  were  the  proper 
tribunals  to  settle  them.  When  the 
matter  was  before  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  the  Labour  Party 
agreed  to  what  was  proposed.  When 
the  Bill  was  in  the  House  of  Lords  it  was 
then  time  for  the  Labour  Party  to  state 
their  case  and  ask  for  the  alteration 
desired.  However,  the  Labour  Party  did 
not  appear.  They  made  no  representa- 
tions to  the  Committee.  They  were 
apparently  under  the  impression  that 
they  could  only  do  so  at  considerable 
expense  and  by  the  appearance  of  couneel. 
That  impression,  however,  was  wholly 
erroneous. 

A  LABOUR  MEMBER :  What  chance 
was  there  without  the  assistance  of 
counsel  ? 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL  replied 
that  petitioners  continually  appeared  on 
their  own  behalf  before  Private  Bill 
Committees,  and  in  a  matter  of  this  kind, 
which  was  in  no  sense  a  legal  matter,  a 
man  with  local  knowledge  would  probably 
be  able  to  state  his  case  better  than  any 
lawyer.  At  all  events,  the  Labour  Party 
allowed  the  matter  to  go  by  default,  and 
that  being  so,  he  thought  the  House 
would  be  placed  in  an  impossible  position 


if  they  were  asked  to  decide  now  the 
justice  or  injustice  of  a  scheme  which  had 
passed  through  Committee  and  been 
assented  to  by  the  Lords.  There  were 
four  conceivable  courses  which  could  be 
suggested.  They  might  strike  out  the 
whole  of  that  part  of  the  Bill,  but 
the  procedure  of  Parliament  did  not 
allow  that.  The  Bill  having  passed 
Third  Reading  in  both  Houses,  the 
only  matters  which  were  still  open  to 
debate  were  Amendments  which  might 
be  disagreed  with  by  one  House  or  the 
other.  They '  might  put  such  Amend- 
ments into  the  Bill  as  would  force  the 
promoters  to  withdraw  it  altogether. 
But  this  was  a  course  desired  by  no  one. 
They  might  disagree  with  the  Lords' 
Amendments  and  go  back  to  the  first 
scheme  proposed.  (4)  They  might  agree 
with  the  Lotds'  Amendments  and  accept 
the  second  scheme  as  it  was  proposed  m 
the  House  of  Lords.  The  last  two 
courses  were  the  only  two  alternatives 
which  would  appeal  to  the  House,  and  see- 
ing that  the  second  scheme  secured  much 
greater  support  in  the  town  council,  while 
they  might  regret  exceedingly  that  no 
general  agreement  had  been  arrived  at  in 
the  matter,  the  only  course  possible  for 
the  House  to  adopt  was  to  agree  with  the 
Lords'  Amendments  and  to  reject  this 
Motion. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes,  44 ;  Noes, 
139.    (Division  List  No.  300.) 


Abraham,  William(Oork,  N.K) 

Brace,  William 

Burt,  Rt  Hon.  Thomas 

Byles,  William  Pollard 

Crookf ,  William 

Edwards,  Oement  (Denbigh) 

Eamonde,  Sir  Thomas 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Flran,  James  Christopher 

Oili,  A.  H. 

Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 

Hazleton,  Riobard 

Healy,  Timothy  Michael 

Henderson,  Arthm'  (Durham) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hudson,  Walter 


AYES. 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Kelley,  George  D. 

Lehroann,  R.  C 

MaoVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  8. 

MacVeigh.Charle8(Donegal,£. 

M'Killop,  W. 

Murphy,  John 

Nolan,  Joseph 

O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Lirorpool) 

0'KeUy^ames(Roscommon,N. 

Parker,  James  (Halifax) 

Power,  Patrick  Joseph 

Raphaiel,  Herbert  H. 

Riohards,T.F.  (WoWerh'mpt'n 

Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 


Robertson,  SirG.Scott(Bradf  rd 

Shackleton,  David  James 

Smyth,  Thomas  F.  (Lei trim, S. 

Snowden,  P. 

Steadman,  W.  C. 

Sullivan,  Donal 

Summerbell,  T. 

Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 

Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 

Wliite,Patnok  (Meath,  North) 

Wilkie,  Alexander 

Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhonghton) 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes— 
Mr.  O'Gradv  and  Mr. 
Ramsay  Macuonald. 


Aoland-Hood,Rt.Hii.SirAlaxF. 
Agnew,  George  William 
AUen^A.  Aoland  (Cbristchurch) 


NOES. 

Ashley,  W.  W. 
Astbury,  John  Ifeir 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
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Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 
Baker,  Joseph  A  (Pinsbury,  E. 
Balcarres,  Lord 
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Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  E.  B. 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Beaoh,  Hn.  MichaelHughHioks 

Bealo,  W.  P. 

BeQn,8irJ.William8  (Devonp'rt 

Billson,  Alfred 

Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 

Bramsdon,  T.  A. 

Brigff,  John 

Brooke,  Stopford 

Brunner,  J.F.L.  (Lanes., Leigh) 

Bryce.Rt.  Hn.Jame8(  Aberdeen. 

Burns,  Rt,  Hon.  John 

Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 

CSave,  Qeorge 

C:ayendish,Rt.  Hn.  Victor  C  W. 

Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 

Clarke,  C.  Goddard 

Clough,  W. 

Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 

Corbett,C.H.(Su8sex,E.Grinst*d 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cowan»  W.  H. 

Cox,  Harold 

Craik,  Sir  Henry 

(}remer,  William  Randal 

Crossley,  William  J. 

Du  Cros,  Harvey 

Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 

Enmiott,  Alfred 

Essex,  R.  W. 

Eve,  Harry  Trelawnoy 

Everett,  R.  Lacey 

Ferens,  T.  R. 

Ferguson,  R.  C.  Muuro 

Forster.  Henry  William 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Gordon,  J.  (Londonderry,  S.) 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterbcurough) 

Grey,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward 

Hardy,  George  A.  (Suffolk) 

Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (Worc'r) 


Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

Hedges,  A.  Paset 

Henderson,  J.M.  (Aberdeen,  W.) 

Hill,  Sir  Clement  (Shrewsbury) 

Hills,  J.  W. 

Hol>art,  Sir  Robert 

Hobhouse,  Chsrles  E.  H. 

Hornby,  Sir  William  Henry 

Houston,  Robert  Paterson 

Hyde,  Clarendon 

Isaacs,  Riifus  Daniel 

Jardine.  Sir  J. 

Jones,  William(Camarvon8hire) 

Kekewich.  Sir  George 

KeBwick,  William 

King,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 

Laimaw,  Robert 

Lamont,  Norman 

Tjeese,  Sir  J.  F.  (Accrington) 

Lever,  W.  H.  (Cheshire, Wirral) 

Lewis.  John  Herbert 

Long,Rt.Hn.  Walter  (Dublin,S. 

Lupton,  Arnold 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

Lynch,  H.  B. 

Macdonald,J.M.  (FalkirkB*ghs) 

Mackarness,  Frederic  C. 

M'Callum,  John  M. 

M'Kenna,  Reginald 

M'Laren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 

Maddison,  Frederick 

Mamham,  F.  J. 

Massie,  J. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Micklem,  Nathaniel 

Montagu,  E.  S. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Newnes,  F.  (Notts. ,Baii8etlaw) 

Newnes,  Sir  George  (Swansea) 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

0'Brien,Kendal(TipperaryMid 

O'Neill  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 

Paul,  Herbert 


Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs.  I^ek) 

Pease,Herbert  Pike  (Darlington 

Price,  C.E.(Edinburgh,Oentral) 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Rea,  Russell  (Gknioester) 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Kendall,  Athelstan 

Riehardson,  A. 

Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbigbs.) 

Robertson,  Rt.Hn.  E.  (Dundee) 

Rose,  Charles  Day 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  ((Cleveland) 

Scott,A.H.(Ashton-under-Lyne 

Seavems,  J.  H. 
Seely,  Major  J.  H. 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Stanley,Hn.  A.  Lyulph  (Chesh.) 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland} 
Sutherland,  J.  E. 
Tennant,Sir  Edward  (Salisbury 
Thomson,  W.Mitchell-(Lanark) 
Ure,  Alexander 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Vemey,  F.  W. 

Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leeds,  S. ) 
Ward,W.Dudley(Soutbaropt'n 

Weir,  James  Galloway 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartooflhire) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whiteley,George  (York,W.R.) 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (HaUfax) 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Winfrey,  R. 


Tellers  for  the  Noes— 
Mr.  Howell  Davis  and  Mr. 
GibbB. 


Remaining  Lords'  Amendments  agreed 


to. 


CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (APPROPRIA. 

TION)  BILL. 

Postponed  Proceeding  on  Amendment 
to  Question,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time,"  resumed — 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
word  *  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

*Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Black- 
pool) said  that  the  principal  reason  for 
our  taking  part  in  the  Algeciras  Confer- 
ence was  to  safeguard  our  Imperial 
interests  and  to  further  British  trade 
in  Morocco.  That  was  perfectly  justi- 
fied when  we  considered  that  Great 
Britain  supplied  more  than  half  of 
the  imports,    that   we  took  more  than 


a  quarter  of  the  exports  and  that  more 
than  one-third  of  the  tonnage  visiting 
the  ports  of  Morocco  flew  the  Union 
Jack.  He  thought  anyone  who  had 
travelled  in  Morocco  must  acknowledge 
that  there  were  in  connection  with 
agriculture  and  other  branches  of  in- 
dustry great  possibilities.  The  country 
was  perhaps  the  most  fruitful  in  the 
whole  of  Africa.  He  congratulated  the 
House  upon  the  fact  that  our  Govern- 
ment before  the  Conference  at  Algeciras 
came  to  an  end,  irduced  the  delegates 
to  make  communications  to  the  Sultan 
of  Morocco  on  the  subject  of  slavery.  In 
reply  to  a  question  on  July  10th  last, 
the  Secretary  of  State  informed  him 
that  he  had  received  information  that 
the  Sultan  had  given  orders  that  children 
born  free  should  not  be  sold  in  slavery. 
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That  was  a  step  in  advance.     If  this 
country   could    interfere,    as    it    did   in 
the  case  of    Turkey,    with    respect     to 
affairs    in    Macedonia,  he    thought    we 
might,  as  far  as  we  possibly  could  with- 
out   coming    into   conflict    with    other 
Powers,   press   the   Siiltan    of    Morocco 
to  put  a  stop  as  soon  as  possible  to  the 
public  sale  of  slaves  in  his  dominions. 
He  did  not  know  whether  many  Members 
of  this  House   had   seen   slaves  in   the 
flesh    or    seen    a  public  sale  of    them. 
Some    years    ago.    when    travellinfj    in 
Morocco,  he  went  down    a  narrow  lane 
in    Morocco  City    and    came   upon   an 
open  courtyard,  round  which  there  were 
seated    a   number    of    Moors   in    their 
white  dresses.     He  questioned  his  guide 
as  to  what  was  going  on,  and  the  guide 
confessed  that  it  was  the  slave  market,  a 
place  which  as  a  rule  Europeans  were  not 
allowed  to  see.    It  was  a  very  pitiable 
sight.     A  slave  was  led  round  by  the 
auctioneer,  his  teeth  were  looked  at,  and 
after  a  certain  amount  of  competition,  he 
was  knocked  down  for  £15.     A  woman 
and  child  were  the  last  to  be  sold.    They 
were  born  in  slavery,  and  the  owner  had 
just  died.     The    consequence  was   that 
all  the  personal  effects  of  the  deceased 
had  to  be  sold.    When  they  were  offered 
for  sale,  he  hoped  that  they  would  be 
sold  together,   but  unfortunately,   they 
were     not.       The    child,    four    or    five 
years  of  age,  was  sold  to  be  taken  in 
one  direction,  and  the  woman  in  another. 
He  earnestly  appealed  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  do  all  that  he  possibly  could, 
without    overstepping    the    limit    which 
made  combination  with  the  other  Powers 
necessary,  to  have  the   public    sale    of 
slaves  done  away  with  in  Morocco. 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG  (Dublin,  S.) 
directed  attention  to  some  aspects  of 
Irish  affairs,  and,  in  the  first  place, 
criticised  the  composition  of  the  Railway 
Commission  in  that  no  representation 
had  been  given  upon  it  to  those  who 
controlled  railways  in  Ireland.  The 
Chief  Secretary  had  recently  stated 
in  reply  to  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh,  that  ap- 
parently it  was  not  the  intention  or 
desire  of  the  Opposition  to  indict  the 
Irish  Government.  He  said  at  once 
in  answer  to  that  that  in  his  judgment 


it  would  be  folly  for  anybody  in  a  Parlia- 
ment   composed    as    this    was   not    to 
accept  the  fact  that  there  was  a  change 
of    Government,    and    that    obviously, 
therefore,   there   must  be  a  change  of 
policy ;  and  to  attack  the  Government 
because  they  adopted  a  policy  which  in 
many  degrees  differed  from  that  of  the 
late  Government  would  be  a  waste  of 
time.     It  was  the  duty,  however,  of  those 
who  belonged  to  the  Party  opposed  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not    only  to 
watch  his  procedure,  and  to  criticise  it, 
if  necessary,  but  to  maintain  the  prin- 
ciples in  which  they  believed.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  a  few  days  ago  an 
account    of   his   stewardship    and   took 
considerable  exception  to  the  action  of 
his    hon.     friends    on    the    Opposition 
benches  for  criiicising  some  of  the  work 
he    had  done.    He  was  bound  to  say 
there    was    great    justification    for    the 
criticism  they  had  passed  upon  many 
things.     He  would  only  mention  three — 
the  appointment  of  three  Commissions. 
He  would  say  nothing  about  the  Trinity 
College,  DubUn,  Commission,  except  to  ex- 
press the  hope  that  the  latest  sugges- 
tions   made  in  regard  to  this    subject 
would  receive  not    only  the    attention 
of     the    Royal    Commission,    but    also 
the    sympathetic    consideration   of    the 
right    hon.     Gentleman    himself.      The 
solution    of    that    question    would    be 
found  in  the  lines  recently  suggested. 
In  regard  to  the  other  two  CommisaionSy 
he    was     bound     to     say    there    was 
good  reason  for   dissatisfaction  among 
his     hon.     friends     and     those     they 
represented   in    Ireland.    In   regard   to 
the  Railway  Commission  there  had  been 
no  representation  given  at  all  to  those 
who  controlled  and  worked  the  railways 
in    Ireland;     the    whole    case    of    the 
railway   interest   in   Ireland   had   been 
left  in  the  hands  of  people  who  were 
concerned    with    the    administration    of 
English    railways.     He    had   had    some 
experience  of  the  management  of  Englisb 
railways,     and     when    in     Ireland    he 
had    the    opportunity   of    investigating 
the    position    of    Irish    railways.     He 
believed    there    was    such    fundamental 
differences  between  the  two  systems  and 
the  conditions  which  surrounded  them 
that    if    the    Government    were    really 
desirous  of  doing  justice  to  them,  and 
if  they  wanted  to  command — as  they 

3  B  2 


whether  he  would  have  been  prepared  to 
accept  that. 

Mr.  long  said  he  was  only  quoting 
from  memory.  Taking  it  that  way, 
the  result  must  obviously  have  been 
the  carrying  out  of  the  eviction  by 
force  if  there  had  not  been  this  inter- 
vention. The  officer  who  made  the 
intervention  acted  under  the  authority 
of    the    right  hon.    Grentleman.     What 
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ought  to  do — the  confidence  and  sym-  '  would  have  been  that,  and  I  asked  him 

pathy  of  the  people  who  worked  those      -     -      - 

railways,  they  ought  in  common  justice 

to   give  them    representation    of    their 

own    in    order   that    they   might   have 

the  opportunity  to  exercise  some  control 

over  the  conduct  of  the  inquiry  and  of 

saying  what  the  result  of  that  inquiry 

was  to  be.     He  felt  they  had  a  great 

grievance  in  the  fact  that  they  had  no 

representation.     In  regard  to  the  Land 

Commissioners,  there  was  justly  a  strong  . ^       _ 

feeling  amongst  many  sections  of  the  com- ,  were  the  circimistances  ?    A  man   was 
munity.     They  had  never  had  from  the  ,  in  occupation  of  a  dwelling  and    was 
right   hon.  Gentleman  any  justification  \  defying   the   law   and   refused   to    give 
for  his  dismissal  of  several  Land  Com-    up  the  premises  to  those  who  had   the 
missioners  whose  performance  of    their    right  to  demand  that  they  should  be 
duties    had    been     creditable,     against  i  given   up.    The   right  hon.    Gentleman 
whom  no  faults  had  been  alleged,  who  |  justified  his  interference  on  the  ground 
had  done  their  work  satisfactorily,  and  I  that  by  so  doing  he  had  brought  about 
who   were  summarily  disposed  of  and  '  a  peaceable  termination  of    an    affair 
their    places     taken    by     men     whose  j  which   otherwise  might  have   ended  in 
credentials   were   no   better  than  those    bloodshed.    As  to  how  it  would  have 
of  their  predecessors,  and  who  had  not  |  ended   they   did   not   know.    Many   of 
the    same    experience,    having    only   a  i  these  evictions  in  times  past  had  led 
limited  knowledge  of  the  work  they  had  |  to  terrible  scenes.    In  this  case  what  was 
to  do.  He  regretted  the  right  hon.  Gentle-    going  on  1     The  man  who  occupied  and 
man  found  it  necessary  so  soon  after  his   declined  to  give,  up  the  house  in  question 
acceptance  of  office  to  make  this  change   was  at  the  same  time  taking  part    in 
not  because  he  regretted  the  appointment  I  measures  which  had  for  their  object  the 
of  new  Assistant    Commissioners,    but  I  inducing  of  some  other  people  to  give  up 
because  a  great  injustice  was  done  to    their    holdings    for     totally     different 
the  outgoing  Commissioners — ^men  who    reasons.     He  could  sympathise  with  the 
had  no  reason  to  expect  that  they  were  i  Irish  Government  in  their  desire  to  avoid 
going  to  be  dealt   with    in    this    way.  ;  those  terrible  consequences  which  had 
Action  of  that  kind  must  produce  a  feeling  1  more  than  once  ensued  from    measures 
of   want  of  confidence  and  discontent  >  which  were   necessary   for  the  enforce- 
which  was  not  to  the  interest  of  the  public  ;  ment    of    the    law  in  Ireland,   and  it 
service.     His  hon.  and  gallant  friend  had     was  not  to  this  particular  instance  that 
also  taken  exception  to  the  action  of  {  public  attention  needed  to  be  drawn.    It 
the  Irish  Government  in  regard  to  the    was  the  results  which  followed  an  opera- 
eviction  of  Mr.  Ward  at  Loughrea,  and   tion  of  this  kind.    He  took  the  story  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  reply  had    given  by  the  right  hon.  Grentleman.    He 
appealed  to  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  |  was  quite  sure  it  was  correct.    The  story 
Gentleman  to  say  whether  that  inter-  I  was  that  this  intervention  was  carried  out 
f erence   should  not   have  taken    place  '  in  a  friendly  way  by  an  officer  of  the  Irish 
and  that  bloodshed  and  trouble  should  <  Government ;   the  man  Ward  was  told 
have  followed.    There  was  nothing  fur-     hat  if  he  did  not  give  up  the  force  of  the 
ther  from  his  right  hon.   and  gallant    law  would  be  used  and  he  therefore  sur- 
friend's  desire  than  that  there  should  be  I  rendered.  That  being  so,  Mr.  Ward  was  en- 
any  such  consequence  as  bloodshed  and  |  tirely  overcome  by  the  law  which  took  Ihe 
trouble.  !  form  rather  of  friendly  counsel  than  of 

vigorous    action.     What     they    would 


The     chief     SECRETARY      for 


want  to  know  later  would  be  what  was 


IRELAND  (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.) :  the  effect  of  this  particular  action,  not 
I  do  not  recollect  having  used  those  i  merely  upon  Mr.  Ward,  but  upon  the 
words,  but  the  argument  was  that  the  people  of  the  whole  district.  The  right 
alternative  to  the  course  that  was  taken   hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  it  had 

Mr,  Waiter  Ixmg. 
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been  satisfactory,  that  the  condition  of 
the  district  was  day  by  day  improving  ; 
that  the  force  of  police  required  to  main- 
tain order  was  gradually  being  reduced, 
and  under  these  circumstances  so  far  as 
this  particular  instance  in  Loughrea  was 
concerned  there  was  no  cause  for  anxiety. 
But  there  was  cause  for  anxiety.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  declared  in  the 
strongeiit  terms  that  the  Government 
meant  to  uphold  the  law.  If  it  was  true 
that  Mr.  Ward  was  one  of  those  who 
brought  influence  to  bear  upon  the  occu- 
piers of  grazing  farms  in  order  to  get 
them  to  give  up  their  holdings  so  that 
the  land  might  be  made  available  for  other 
purposes ;  if  the  land  was  obtained  by 
improper  means ;  if  they  allowed  force 
( f  a  moral  kind  to  be  exercised  which 
ought  not  to  be  exercised,  then  they 
would  be  teaching  a  lesson  in  that  dis- 
trict which  would  bring  trouble.  Al- 
though the  Government  would  have 
dealt  with  a  single  incident  they  would 
have  given  encouragement  to  people 
who  were  only  too  readily  inclined  to 
take  the  lands  within  their  reach  and 
turn  them  to  their  own  advantage. 
And  the  difficulties  of  the  Government 
would  consequently  be  far  greater  when 
they  had  a  dozen  cases  to  deal  with 
than  when  they  had  a  single  case. 
Dealing  vigorously  with  these  cases 
not  only  settled  the  momentary  diffi- 
culty but  produced  peace  and  quiet  for 
some  time.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  there  was  too  much  law 
and  too  Uttle  liberty  in  Ireland.  He 
did  not  know  what  .was  meant  by  that. 
He  had  always  believed  that  the  law 
was  the  greatest  protector  of  liberty.  In 
the  law  was  to  be  found  the  best  form  of 
liberty.  If  there  had  been  too  much 
law  and  too  little  liberty  there  were  some 
who  feared  that  the  phrase  might  be 
interpreted  to  mean  that  there  had  been 
too  much  latitude  given  to  those  who 
enforced  the  law  and  not  enough  to 
those  who  desired  to  interfere  with  the 
liberty  of  others  in  an  illegitimate 
manner.  There  was  a  considerable 
minority  in  Ireland  who  suffered  bitterly 
when  the  belief  obtained  that  the  law 
of  the  land  could  be  disregarded  and  the 
law  of  private  association  was  shown 
to  be  stronger  than  the  law  of  the  land, 
and  compulsion  which  interfered  with 
their  ordinary  business  could  be  brought 


to  bear  on  private  individuals.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  perfectly 
well  that  there  were  many  in  the  west 
of  Ireland  who  believed  that  there  was  an 
undueinterference  with  theirordinary  busi- 
ness— the  occupation  and  holding  of  farms 
and  so  forth.  He  would  therefore  urge 
upon  him  in  the  name  of  those  on  whose 
behalf  he  spoke  the  absolute  necessity 
for  exercising  every  possible  vigilance 
in  order  to  see  that  there  was  freedom 
not  only  for  one  class,  but  for  every  class, 
so  that  people  should  not  be  led  to 
surrender  their  holdings  or  their  business 
because  there  was  some  improper  feeling 
against  them  or  some  desire  to  get  land 
for  other  purposes  than  those  for  which 
they  were  using  it.  There  was  another 
practice  which  he  thought  was  most 
improper,  but  which  he  admitted  it  was 
exceedingly  difficult  to  deal  with.  It 
had  been  brought  to  his  knowledge  that 
there  had  been  in  existence  a  practice 
of  circulating  seditious  literature  among 
soldiers  quartered  in  Ireland.  Those 
who  circulated  this  literature  were  very 
difficult  to  find.  No  doubt  it  was  some 
wretched  lad,  and  there  was  a  great  deal 
to  be  said  against  proceeding  against 
people  of  that  kind,  but  it  was  desirable  if 
possible  to  proceed  against  the  people  who 
were  the  real  source  of  the  mischief.  But 
these  lads  who  assisted  in  the  distribu- 
tion of  this  literature  did  it  knowing 
they  were  committing  an  illegal  act, 
and  he  thought  every  step  should  be 
taken  by  the  (Jovemment  to  check 
the  practice,  which  was  very  im- 
proper and  was  directed  against  the 
forces  of  the  Crown.  He  did  not  think 
it  was  beyond  the  power  of  the  Irish 
police  to  step  in  in  regard  to  such 
action,  and  he  had  no  doubt  they 
would  do  so  if  they  knew  they  would 
be  supported  in  any  proper  action. 
This  literature  was  distributed  to  the 
soldiers,  many  of  whom  were  young  men, 
and  the  object  was  to  make  them  false 
to  the  terms  of  their  enlistment,  and  to 
make  them  believe  that  they  were  in  a 
degrading  service.  He  hoped  the  (Jovern- 
ment  would  put  down  this  disgraceful 
practice.  He  also  wished  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  the  correspondence  which  had  passed 
between  the  Irish  Grovernment  and 
the  Board  of  Intermediate  Education 
with  regard  to  the  action  of  the  latter 
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body.  A  great  deal  of  interest  was  taken 
in  this  question  by  people  ot  all  classes, 
not  confined  to  those  with  whom  he 
generally  acted.  The  correspondence  he 
believed  had  not  been  published  at  present, 
at  all  events  he  had  not  seen  it,  but  he 
thought  it  was  most  desirable  that 
it  should  be  in  the  possession  of  the 
public,  in  order  that  those  who  were 
interested  might  know  the  facts.  When 
he  left  Ireland  there  were  in  progress 
a  great  many  schemes  connected  with 
harbour,  pier  and  railway  develop- 
ment. He  believed  that  the  very 
best  thing  that  could  be  done  for 
Ireland  was  to  carry  out  these  works 
of  internal  and  coast  improvement, 
and  he  earnestly  hoped  that  whatever 
schemes  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  had 
in  his  mind  with  regard  to  the  future 
government  of  Ireland  he  would  not 
let  them  interfere  with  the  equally 
if  not  more  important  question  of  the 
development  of  the  resources  of  the 
country.  He  regretted  that  the  carrying 
out  of  these  schemes  should  have  been 
temporarily  arrested.  80  long  as  the 
policy  of  the  Government  was  the 
maintenance  of  the  law  and  the  develop- 
ment of  the  resources  of  Ireland,  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  find  no  hostile 
critics  on  that  side  of  the  House.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  exceptional 
opportunities  which  were  not  enjoyed  by 
his  predecessors,  and  he  believed  that  these 
powers  were  given  to  him  not  so  much  in 
view  of  contentment  prevailing  in  the 
present  but  in  a  confident  hope  and 
expectation  for  the  future.  It  was  not, 
however,  for  them  to  deal  with  these  pro- 
posals until  they  came  before  the  House 
m  a  practical  form,  and  therefore  it  was 
not  their  desire  to  indict  the  Grovernment 
or  challenge  their  action.  It  was  their 
duty  to  watch  their  policy  and  see 
what  the  results  of  that  policy  were.  All 
they  said  was  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  going  to  do  justice  to 
Ireland  it  must  be  justice  to  all  classes 
and  not  justice  to  one  only. 


Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Wexford, 
N.)  said  that  in  view  of  the  short 
time  at  their  disposal  he  would  curtail 
his  remarks  as  much  as  possible,  as 
others  wished  to  speak.  There  had 
been    absolutely  no  crime   in    Wexford 

Mr.  Long 


of  any  sort  or  kind,  since  1878 
and  the  magistrates  were  invariably  pre- 
sented with  white  gloves  at  the  Assixes, 
and  under  those  circumstances  it  was 
perfectly  ridiculous  that  it  should  be 
proclaimed  under  the  Peace  Preservation 
Act.  There  was  no  necessity  for  it. 
It  was  an  insult  to  the  county,  and  he 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  repeal 
the  Proclamation.  With  regard  to  the 
fishing  industries,  he  blamed  the  system 
that  existed  under  which  these  im- 
portant industries  were  neglected 
rather  than  the  Chief  Secretaries  who 
preceded  the  right  hon.  Grentleman.  In 
1902  he  first  drew  attention  to  this  matter, 
and  the  then  Chief  Secretarv  said  he 
would  make  inquiries.  In  1903  he  was 
told  that  those  inquiries  were  proceeding, 
in  1904  that  they  were  approaching 
a  satisfactory  conclusion,  and  now  in 
1906  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  said  no  inquiries  had  been 
made.  Upon  the  last  occasion,  about 
eighteen  months  ago,  when  he  brought  this 
matter  forward  the  then  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  that  if  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary would  bring  him  a  perfected 
plan  he  would  not  find  the 
Treasury  wanting,  yet  nothing  had 
been  done.  Except  the  assistance  given 
in  regard  to  the  harbours  at  Arklow 
and  Wicklow  nothing  had  been  done. 
He  believed  the  fishing  industry  was  the 
largest  industry  in  Ireland ;  there  were 
more  men  engaged  in  it  than  there  were 
agricultural  labourers  in  the  country. 
The  Government  had  given  a  largn  sum 
for  the  agricultural  labourers  and  he 
thought  the  time  had  come  when  they 
should  do  something  for  the  fishermen. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  pay  a  visit  to  the 
eastern  and  southern  coasts  and  see  these 
fishermen  and  realised  the  possibilities  of 
the  fishing  industry,  he  was  sure  he  would 
be  converted  to  their  views.  With  regard 
to  the  fishing  Imats  supplied  to  the 
congested  districtr.,  he  saw  no  reason 
why  they  should  not  be  built  in  Ireland. 
He  believed  they  could  be  built  as 
cheaply  there  as  elsewhere,  and  he 
hoped  in  future  that  they  would  not  be 
built  on  this  side,  of  the  Channel 


Mr.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.)  said  he  recog- 
nised   the   difficulties   which    the    Land 
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Commissioners  had  to  contend  with, 
and  the  great  responsihility  cast  upon 
them,  and  he  had  no  desire  to  criticise 
them,  unduly  but  he  wished  to  direct 
his  remarks  to  two  or  three  particular 
points.  One  was  the  lack  of  energy 
with  which  the  Land  Commissioners  in 
Ireland  tackled  the  all-important  ques- 
tions of  grazing  lands,  the  evicted  tenants, 
and  the  labourers.  He  drew  attention 
to  two  cases  which  had  occurred  during 
the  last  fortnight,  in  one  of  which  160 
acres  were  sold  to  a  man  who  already 
held  a  large  tract  of  land,  with  the 
result  that  thirty  or  forty  families  were 
unable  to  secure  land.  In  the  second 
case  a  man  already  owning  over  100  acres 
secured  some  further  300  acres.  It 
seemed  that  to  those  who  had  much, 
much  was  to  be  given.  He  desired  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  urge  the  Estates 
Commissioners  to  use  their  powers  of 
acquiring  untenanted  land  for  the  purpose 
of  restoring  evicted  tenants.  It  was  futile 
to  think  of  settling  the  Irish  land  question 
by  the  mere  transfer  of  land  from  a 
certain  number  of  landlords  to  a  certain 
number  of  tenants  if  they  did  not  above  all 
things  deal  with  the  congestion  in  the 
west  and  other  parts  of  Ireland.  The 
plain  and  palpable  intentions  of  Parlia- 
ment three  years  ago  were  that  the 
evicted  tenants  should  be  reinstated  as 
far  as  possible  and  the  grazing  lands 
divided  amongst  the  industrious  popula 
tion. 


Mr.  GORDON  (Londonderry,  8.)  asked 
for  information  as  to  what  course  the 
Government  proposed  to  take  in  regard 
to  the  Bann  drainage.  Sir  Alexander 
Binnie  brought  in  a  report  some  months 
ago  which  by  the  people  in  the  district 
was  regarded  as  a  very .  practical  way 
of  dealing  with  the  question.  The 
cost  was  estimated  at  £75,000,  and 
he  thought  if  the  Chief  Secretary 
could  see  his  way  to  give  some 
practical  relief  the  best  form  it  could 
take  would  be  to  contribute  a  substantial 
sum  towards  the  cost  of  carrying  out 
Sir  Alexander  Binnie's  scheme. 


Mr.  power  (Waterford,  E.)  urged 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  give  his  attention 
to  the  question   of  the   Irish   fisheries. 


There  was  a  large  coast  to  protect  and 
they    had    very    little     help  from    the 
Admiralty  in  the  matter.     He  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  certainly 
press  upon  the  Admiralty  the  necessity 
of  providing  gunboats  to  assist  the  only 
two  boats  they  now  had  for  the  protection 
of  the  coast.     Referring  to  the  duties  of 
the  Estate  Commissioners  with  regard  to 
tenancies,  he  regretted  that  the  circular 
issued  by  that  authority  had  not  been 
more  favourably  received  by  the  land- 
lords.    In    many   places    the    landlords 
looked    upon   the   action   of  the   Com- 
missioners as  an  attempt  to  intimidate 
them.     The  Estates  Commissioners  had 
endeavoured  to  carry  out  a  settlement 
with  regard  to  tenancies,  and  he  thought 
thtf    landlords    should    be    particularly 
glad     to      have    the     opportunity     of 
handing      the    land     over,      especially 
when    the    price  o3ered  was  far  larger 
than     they     could    ever     have    hoped 
to   have   ^ot  under   the    Act    of    1903. 
The     representative    of     the     landlord 
said     that     he     objected     to    the    In- 
spector reporting  to  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners   in    regard    to    these    farms. 
The  Inspector  thought  that  he  had  no 
power    to    insist    on    inspection    if   the 
landlord     objected.      It     would     be    a 
monstrous   state    of   things   if   it    were 
possible  for  such  a  landlord  openly  to 
defy  the  wish  of  Parliament,  and  he  was 
perfectly   sure   that   the    Estates   Com- 
missioners, when  the  case  was  brought  to 
their  notice,  would  make  it  clear  that 
this  landlord  could   not  trifle   with  the 
wish  of  Parliament.     From  an  executive 
point  of  view,  it  was  desirable  that  the 
Chief   Secretary   should   make   a   state- 
ment on  the  subject.     These  people  had 
hved  in  the  hope  that  they  would  be 
restored  to  the  farms  and  to  the  houses 
they  themselves  built,  and  it  would  have 
a  disastrous  effect  on  the  peace  and  the 
condition  of  the  locality  if  they  were 
to  be  told  now  that  they  had  no  hope 
of  being  restored  to  the  farms. 


Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Kildare,  N.) 
said  he  was  not  surprised  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  DubUn  make  the  characteristic 
speech  which  he  had  delivered.  It  was  full 
of  the  cry  for  repressive  measures.    He  was 
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bound  to  make  that  speech,  having  regard 
to  the  place  and  the  people  he  represented. 
He  himself  wished  to  enforce  the  demand 
made  by  his  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
Wexford.  There  was  absolutely  no  use 
for  the  Crimes  Act  in  Ireland.  It  was  an 
Act  passed  many  years  ago  for  the 
purpose  of  dealing  with  an  exceptional 
state  of  things  which  had  ceased  to  exist. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  at 
present  responsible  for  the  Government 
of  Ireland  had  established  for  himself 
the  character  of  a  philosopher.  When 
the  late  Mr.  Forster  was  asked  to  make 
permanent  the  Coercion  Act  of  1882, 
he  absolutely  refused  to  do  so,  stating 
that  he  would  not  be  the  man  to  hang 
up  a  sword  of  Damocles  for  anybody  but 
himself  to  take  down,  Mr.  Forster  had 
confidence  in  himself,  but  none  in  his 
successors.  The  present  Chief  Secretary 
now  found  himself  in  possession  of  such  a 
sword.  He  could  hang  it  up  or  take  it 
down  at  pleasure.  He  trusted  that  he 
could  show  the  right  hon.  \}entleman 
some  reason  why  he  should  take  it  down 
for  the  last  time  and  throw  it  away. 
Writing  on  the  subject  of  civil  liberty, 
the  plulosopher  Paley  said — 

'*  A  law  being  found  to  prodnoe  no  BenBible 
good  effects  is  a  safficient  reason  for  repealing 
it,  as  adverse  and  injurions  to  the  rights  of  free 
citizens,  without  demanding  specino  evidence 
of  its  bad  effects.  This  maxim  might  be  re- 
membered with  advantage  in  the  revision  of 
many  of  the  laws  of  t^is  country,  and  amongst 
people  enamoured  to  excess  and  jealous  of  their 
liberty  it  seems  a  matter  of  surprise  that  this 
principle  has  been  so  imperfectly  attended  to." 

He  thought  that  principle  might  be 
attended  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  present.  He  had  taken  the  trouble  to 
make  out  a  comparative  statement  of 
crime  in  Ireland,  England  and  Scotland. 
If  he  were  to  quote  the  figures,  though 
he  did  not  intend  to  occupy  the  time  of 
the  House  in  doing  so,  he  thought  hon. 
Members  would  wonder  at  the  amount 
of  money  spent  on  police  in  Ireland, 
where  there  was  a  comparatively  small 
amount  of  crime,  as  compared  with  the 
amount  of  money  spent  on  police  in 
England  and  Scotland  where  there  was 
an  enormous  and  increasing  amount  of 
crime  to  be  dealt  with.  A  reduction  of 
the  police  force  in  Ireland  had  been 
promised  from  time  to  time,  but  he 
doubted    whether    that    was    going    on 

Mr,  John  O'Connor, 


apace.  He  trusted  that  what  he  now 
said  in  regard  to  the  Crimes  Act  would  not 
be  said  in  vain,  and  that  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  would  see  his  way  to  have  it 
repealed. 

Mr.  BRYCE  said  he  would  not 
enter  in  detail  into  the  points  which 
had  been  raised.  Some  of  the  ques- 
tions could  only  be  answered  by  entering 
at  considerable  length  into  the  way  the 
law  was  administered.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  had  objected  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  Peace  Preservation 
Act  and  had  denounced  the  proclama- 
tion of  the  County  of  Wexford.  It 
reminded  him  of  a  parallel  case  when, 
thirty  years  ago,  he  visited  Iceland  and 
had  difficulty  in  getting  quarters  in  the 
capital  town.  The  authorities  said  that, 
as  the  gaol  had  not  an  occupant,  they 
would  be  only  too  happy  to  give  him 
quarters  there.  The  question  of  the 
Peace  Preservation  Act  was  engaging  his 
attention,  and  during  the  course  of  the 
autumn  he  would  consider  the  whole 
subject  fully  to  see  whether  the  proclama- 
tion of  a  certain  number  of  counties 
could  be  withdrawn. 


Mr.   JOHN   O'CONNOR:    Will  you 
repeal  the  Act  ? 


Mr.  BRYCE  said  he  would  consider 
the  whole  subject.  On  the  subject  of 
the  fisheries  he  regretted  as  much  as 
the  hon.  Baronet  that  the  industry  of  line 
fishing  was  diminishing.  It  was  diminish- 
ing all  over  the  United  Kingdom,  it 
was  diminishing  on  the  east  coast  of 
Scotland,  on  the  Moray  Firth,  and  on 
the  Aberdeenshire  and  Eoncardineshiie 
coast.  This  was  largely  owing  to  the 
growth  of  trawlers,  and  therefore  the 
hon.  Baronet  must  not  suppose  that 
the  diminution  was  confined  to  the 
North  of  Ireland.  He  would  do  what 
he  could  to  encourage  the  fishing  in- 
dustry, but  why  should  not  the  hon. 
Member  if  he  thought  the  subject  had 
been  inadequately  dealt  with  by  the 
Department  tender  evidence  to  the 
Committee  who  were  sitting  on  that 
subject,  and  say  what  could  be  done  for 
the  promotion  of  fisheries  in  diat  part 
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of  the  country.  As  to  the  provision 
of  gunboats  the  Admiralty  was  very 
chary  in  giving  gunboats  for  the 
protection  of  fisheries,  and  even  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  found  great 
difficulty  in  getting  help  from  the 
Admiralty.  They  had  two  boats  which 
were  engaged  in  the  work,  and  these 
he  thought  were  sufficient.  A  trawler 
might  escape  now  and  again,  but  he  did 
not  think  much  harm  was  done. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Ck>rk  had 
called  attention  to  grazing  lands  and 
evicted  tenants,  and  had  brought  up  a 
case  in  which  he  did  not  think  justice 
had  been  done.  His  complaint  was  that 
the  Estates  Commissioners  were  not 
sufficiently  energetic  in  getting  hold  of  un- 
tenanted land.  He  once  travelled  in 
company  with  the  Estates  Commissioners 
some  years  ago  and  they  talked  a  great 
deal  about  the  subject.  He  could  assure 
the  House  that  the  Commissioners  were 
exceedingly  anxious  to  carry  out  the 
duties  thrown  upon  them,  and  they 
were  anxious  to  get  hold  of  untenanted 
land  and  divide  it  up  for  the  benefit  of 
the  people.  They  were  by  no  means 
friends  of  the  large  grazing  ranches. 
Now  and  then  it  was  not  possible  for 
them  to  avoid  leaving  a  certain  amount 
of  imtenanted  land  in  the  hands  of  some 
person  in  the  neighbourhood,  but  speak- 
ing generally  the  Estates  Commissioners 
were  not  selling  land  to  large  holders. 
Sometimes  they  had  to  make  a  bargain 
to  get  other  advantages,  bujb  they  were 
doing  what  they  could  to  break  up 
grazing  farms  and  put  them  into  the 
hands  of  men  who  would  use  for  them  for 
agricultural  purposes.  The  hon.  Member 
had  referred  to  congestion,  other  than  in 
the  congested  districts.  There  were 
parts  of  Ireland  where  that  evil  existed. 
The  hon.  Member  knew  that  the  attention 

of  the  Government  had  been  called  to 

this  point.     They  had  lately  appointed 

a  Commission  to  deal  with  the  question, 

and  it  was  part  of  the  reference  to  that 

Commission   to    inquire   whether   there 

were  not  outside  the  areas  now  scheduled 

as  congested  other  districts  practically 

in  the  same  position  which  ought  to  have 

special    treatment    accorded    to   them, 

and  to  ascertain  how  much  untenanted 

land   there  was  which  could  be  made 


available  in  whatever  part  of  Ireland  for 
the  relief  of  congestion.  He  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  would  see  that  the 
importance  of  the  subject  was  fully 
realised  by  the  Irish  Grovemment 
who  were  endeavouring  to  do  all 
they  could  in.  the  matter.  He 
assured  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Waterford  that  the  Government  were 
doing  all  they  could  to  meet  the  cases 
of  the  evicted  tenants.  The  six  new 
inspectors  were  busily  investigating  cases 
and  advising  the  Estates  Commissioners 
as  to  lands  available  where  they  could  be 
placed.  The  inspectors  could  no*  tres- 
pass on  lands  where  the  owner  did  not 
desire  their  presence,  but  the  Estates 
Commissioners  would  have  their  atten- 
tion directed  to  such  cases  and  would 
exercise  their  jurisdiction  when  the  lands 
came  to  be  sold  to  impose  such  con- 
ditions in  regard  to  untenanted  land 
as  would  be  salutary  and  beneficial 
for  the  neighbourhood  and  the  small 
people  who  desired  to  acqture  land.  He 
had  no  complaint  to  make  against  the 
tone  and  spirit  of  the  remarks  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Dub- 
Un.  His  speech  was  in  no  way  acri- 
monious, and  it  did  not  make  any  unfair 
charges  against  the  Irish  Government. 
He  quite  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  wish  that  schemes  to  which 
he  was  attached  should,  from  time  to 
time,  be  debated  in  this  House,  and  that 
the  attention  of  the  House  should  be 
called  to  anything  that  might  be  de- 
scribed as  a  dereUction  of  duty  on  the  part 
of  the  Government.  He  did  not  think, 
however  that  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
had  shown  that  the  Government  had 
departed  from  the  admirable  general 
maxims  that  he  laid  down.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  first  of  the  ap- 
pointments to  the  different  Commissions 
by  the  Government,  and  said,  what  he 
(Mr.  Bryce)  was  very  glad  to  hear,  that 
if  the  Royal  Commission  sitting  at 
Trinity  College,  Dublin,  was  able  to  arrive 
at  any  solution  that  would  satisfy  Irish 
public  opinion  on  the  long- vexed  Uni- 
versity question,  which  had  been  a 
trouble  to  British  Parliaments  beyond 
the  memory  of  anyone  now  sitting  in 
the  House,  he  and  he  beUeved  the 
Opposition  would  support  it. 
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.  Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  No,  I  did  not 
say  anything  in  regard  to  the  Opposition. 
The  only  matter  I  was  referring  to  was 
the  latest  suggestion  that  had  been 
made,  and  which  I  hoped  would  receive 
the  attention  of  the  Commission  and  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  have  only  read  of  the  suggestion  within 
the  last  forty-eight  hours,  but  I  think  it 
is  a  solution  which  everyone  will  rejoice 
in. 


Mr.  BRYCE:  I  thought  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  was  speaking  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  and  himself 
desiring  to  see  a  solution  of  this  question. 
He  certainly  said  it  was  outside  of  Party 
politics  and  in  that  I,  of  course,  agree 
with  him.  Continuing,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  Commission 
on  Irish  railways.  It  had  been  said  that 
there  was  a  feeling  among  a  certain  number 
of  people  connected  with  the  railways 
that  the  Commission  was  a  menace  to 
them.  He  could  not  understand  how 
that  feeling  arose.  The  only  result 
of  the  Commission  would  be,  he  was  quite 
sure,  beneficial  to  Ireland.  He  trusted 
that  it  would  be  found  possible  to  work 
the  Irish  railways  more  economically 
and  eftectively  than  they  were  at  present 
worked.  That  would  lead  to  greater 
efficiency  and  would  result  in  better 
dividends  to  the  shareholders.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  Commission  would 
be  able  to  suggest  more  economical 
methods  of  working  based  on  English 
experience  and  the  development  of  the 
branch  line  system.  He  had  never  heard 
any  suggestion  from  Irish  railway  com- 
panies that  they  should  have  any  repre- 
sentatives on  the  Commission.  The  Com- 
mission consisted  of  gentlemen  who 
had  held  high  places  in  the  railway  world. 
The  Chairman,  Sir  Charles  Scotter,  was  a 
member  of  the  Commission  which  sat 
upon  Irish  railways  twenty  years  ago 
and  knew  the  Irish  railway  system 
thoroughly^  He  did  not  think  that  in 
any  way  the  interests  of  the  Irish  railways 

could  be  threatened  or  imperilled  by  the 

Commission  which  had  been  appointed. 

The  Commission  could  do  nothing  but 

good,  and  he  hoped  that  the  groundless 

apprehensions  to  which  expression  had 

been  given  would  be  dismissed  from  the 


minds    of    those    who    held    tiiem.      As 
regards  the  Land  Commission,  also  referred 
to   by   the    right  hon.    Gentleman,     he 
would  not  go  again  into  the  justification 
he  made  three  months  ago.     The  accou  n ts 
he   had   received   from   those   who    had 
to  deal  with  the  new  Assistant  Conunis- 
sioners,   and  those   whom  they   served, 
were  to  the  effect  that  thov  were  better 
men  and  were  doing  their  work    mor3 
efficiently  than  their  predecessors.     He 
thought,  therefore,  that  the  substitution  of 
these   five    new   men   had   been   amply 
justified  in  the  result,  and  he  repeated  what 
he  had  said  on  a  previous  occasion,  that 
politics  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  witii 
the  appointments,  because  the  authorities 
had  not  the  slightest  knowledge  of  the 
political   opinions    of    any   one    of    the 
Assistant  Commissioners.     Referring  to 
the    Loughrea  dispute    the   right  hon. 
Member  for  South  Dublin  had  confined 
his  criticism  to  the  suggestion  that  if 
any   intervention    on    the   part   of    the 
Government  in  that  dispute  were  to  en- 
courage   in    any    way    intimidation    or 
disorder  or  any  interference  with  private 
life    that    would    be    unfortunat3.     He 
(Mr.   Bryce)   quite  agreed,   but   he  had 
no  reason  to  believe  that  it  would  have  that 
efiect.   Loughrea  was  a  part  of  Ireland 
where  disorder  might  be  said  to  be  more 
or  less  endemic.     He  could  not  say  that 
even   now   the   condition   of   the    place 
was  altogether  satisfactory,  but  ho  be- 
lieved the  condition  would  be  a  great 
deal  worse  but  for  the  last  intervention. 
A    very   serious    conflict,    which    would 
have  resulted  no  doubt  in  serious  blood- 
shed,  was  only  averted  by  the   action 
of   the    Under-Secretary.     It   was   most 
fortunate  that  he  had  such  an  Under- 
Secretary.     The  Irish  Grovcrnment  had 
in  no  way  departed  from  the  principle 
they    laid    down    from    the    first,    vii., 
that   they   had   been   endeavouring   to 
give   to   every   private   person    all   the 
protection    possible,  whether    by    way 
of  police   protection  or  by  prosecution 
of  offenders  where  the  offence  was  one 
which   could   be    made   the   subject   of 

prosecution.    Where     there     had     been 

any    attempts    at    intimidation,    action 

had  been  taken.     The  Attorney-General 

for  Ireland  authorised  him  to  say  that 

no    case  in  which  there  was  sufficient 

evidence     to     justify     a      prosecution 
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had  been  brought  to  his  notioe  without  his 
ordering  a  prosecution.  The  Irish 
Qovemment  believed  that  it  was  its 
first  duty  to  enforce  the  law  whenever 
it  could.  There  were,  however,  means 
of  bringing  intimidatory  force  to  bear 
upon  individuals  with  which  the  law 
could  not  deal.  Wherever  there  was 
a  prospect  of  enforcing  the  law  there 
the  Qovemment  would  not  neglect  their 
duty.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  South 
Dublin  referred  to  the  distribution  of 
seditious  literature  among  soldiers  in 
Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Bryce)  had  heard 
of  no  such  distribution.  There  had 
been  a  few  instances  in  which  attempts 
had  been  made  to  distribute  anti- 
recruiting  leaflets,  but  they  were 
very  few  and  it  had  been  found  im- 
possible to  discover  the  perpetrators. 
The  particular  case  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mentioned  must  have  been 
exaggerated  or  based  upon  some  idle 
report,  because  the  police  were  very 
careful  to  give  information  from  time 
to  time  on  all  ofEences  that  came  to  their 
knowledge,  and  they  had  not  reported 
any  such  case.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  asked  that  the  correspondence 
between  the  Irish  Government  and 
the  Intermediate  Education  Board  should 
be  pubUshed.  No  one  desired  that  that 
correspondence  should  be  published  more 
than  he  (Mr.  Bryce)  did.  He  had  hoped 
to  have  it  published  before  now,  as  he 
said  a  few  days  ago.  The  position  was 
this,  that  the  members  of  the  Inter- 
mediate Board  did  not  desire  their 
part  of  the  correspondence  to  be  published, 
and  the  Irish  Government  had  there- 
fore refrained  from  publishing  their 
part  because  they  felt  it  would  not  be 
fair  to  do  so  if  the  Board  did  not  publish 
their  replies.  If  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man represented  the  Board 


Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  Cfertainly  not. 
I  have  only  raised  the  question  in  the 
interests  of  those  who  want  to  have  the 
fullest  information  in  regard  to  it. 

Mr.  BRTCE  said  his  own  personal 
wish  would  be  to  publish  the  correspon- 
dence to-morrow.   He  had  it  a^ost  all  in 


print  and  it  could  be  published  at  a  day's 
notioe.  He  agreed  with  what  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  South  Dublin  had  said 
as  to  the  importance  of  schemes  for  the 
development  of  harbours  and  railways  in 
Ireland,  but  the  right  hon.  Member  of 
course  knew  that  money  was  necessary  for 
these  purposes.  It  was,  moreover,  very 
difficult  to  decide  which  of  a  niunber  of 
schemes  for  improvements  throughout 
the  country  should  be  selected,  and  the 
greatest  care  was  needed  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  money  the  Irish  Government 
had  at  its  disposal.  One  of  the  projects 
for  which  there  was  a  great  demand  was 
the  drainage  of  the  River  Bar.n.  There 
was  nothing  nearer  his  heart  than  to 
secure  the  carrying  out  of  that  project. 
The  Irish  Government  were  going  to 
communicate  with  the  county  council  to 
see  what  help  they  could  give,  and  to 
discover  whether  any  means  could  be 
found  by  which  the  water  power  of  the 
Bann  could  be  utilised  for  industrial 
purposes  which  would  repay  some  of  the 
cost  of  the  project.  He  would  do  his 
best  to  bring  about  a  solution  far  too  long 
delayed.  The  House  would  be  glad  to 
know  that  in  Ireland  generally  there  was 
freedom  from  crime  and  disorder.  The 
reports  of  Judges  who  had  attended  the 
assizes  where  most  hopeful.  The  aims 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated 
in  his  concluding  sentences  to  be  his 
were  those  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment ;  and  he  hoped  that  even  if  the 
methods  by  which  the  Government 
proposed  to  attain  the  ends  that  they 
had  in  view  were  different  from  those 
favoured  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
he  would  recognise  that  it  was  the  wish  of 
the  Government  to  secure  equal  justice 
to  all  classes  in  Ireland,  to  render  Ireland 
powerful  and  prosperous,  and  to  see  that 
respect  for  the  law  went  hand  in  hand 
with  that  large  measure  of  liberty  and 
self-government  which  they  hoped  the 
country  would  enjoy. 


Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith 
Burghs)  complained  that  there  had  been 
only  one  day  forScottish  Estimates.  There 
was  one  important  point  which  he 
wished  to  bring  before  the  notice  of  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  and  that  was  the 
administration  of  the  Central  Board  which 
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controlled  Scottish  afEairs.    A  great  deal 
was  needed   to  strengthen  the  Central 
Board,  and  he  asked  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  if  he  would  institute  an  inquiry 
into  the  working  of  the  Board.    He  was 
confident    that    a    good    many    of    the 
smaller    Boards    could    be    made    more 
effective   by   amalgamation.    The   right 
hon.    Gentleman   himself  had   proposed 
to  absorb  the  Congested  District   Board 
in    a    land    commission.      The     Board 
of    Agriculture     in     Scotland    was    an 
admirable       Department,       but      there 
were    other    Boards    which    might    be 
amalgamated.     For  instance,  the  Prison 
Board   and   the   Limacy    Board    might 
be    amalgamated.       It    would    be     as 
great  an  advantage  to  have  the  Board 
of  Education  moved  to  Edinburgh  as  it 
would  be  to  have  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
moved.    The  Local    (Government  Board 
no   doubt  did   admirable^  work,   but  it 
was   not   properly   equipped    to    carry 
out  legislation.    In  his  opinion  one  of 
the    greatest   benefits    that   the    people 
of    Scotland    could    have    would    be    a 
strong    departmental    inquiry    into    the 
working   of   all   these   different  Boards, 
into  the  possibility  of  having  the  repre- 
sentative element  introduced,  and  into 
the    advisability   of   amalgamating    the 
Boards  where  possible. 


♦Mr.  MORTON  (Sutherland)  said  there 
was  no  doubt  that  these  Boards  were 
working  most  unsatisfactorily,  and  it  was 
unfortunate  that  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land was  not  their  master.  Parliament 
could  not  get  near  these  Boards.  Mr. 
Gladstone  said  on  many  occasions 
between  1886  and  1892  that  it  was  all 
very  well  to  have  good  laws,  but  things 
could  not  be  got  to  work  right  unless 
there  was  good  administration  also. 
They  wanted  in  Scotland  good  administra- 
tion. What  he  complained  of  was  that 
there  had  been  only  two  or  three  hours 
this  session  for  the  discussion  of  Scottish 

afEairs.  There  were  a  number  of  social 
questions  affecting  Scotland  which  the 
present  Grovemment  were  pledged  to 
attend  to  and  which  must  be  attended 
to.  The  Prime  Minister  had  said  that 
one  of  the  great  things  needed  was  the 
colonisation  of  our  own  country.  Many 
parts    of    Scotland    wanted     colonising. 

Mr,  Munro  Ferguson, 


Millions  of  money  were  wasted  each 
year  in  foreign  countries  which  should 
have  been  saved  for  the  benefit  of 
Scotland,  and  to  enable  Scotsmen  to 
live  in  their  own  coimtry.  The  main 
roads  wanted  attending  to  and  the  steam- 
boat service  to  be  developed.  New  har- 
bours were  required.  [Cries  of  "  Divide," 
and  laughter.]  Hon.  Members  sneered 
at  him  for  trjdng  to  do  something  for 
his  constituents.  He  was  not  going  to  sit 
down,  however,  but  was  prepared,  if  neces- 
sary, to  sit  all  night.  To  his  repeated 
Questions  as  to  the  suppression  of  illegal 
trawling  he  had  had  no  satisfactory 
Answer.  Some  of  the  cruisers  that 
were  engaged  in  this  work  were  not 
doing  it  properly,  and,  therefore,  some- 
body ought  to  go  and  see  that  they  did 
it  properly.  He  had  asked  more  than 
once  to  be  allowed  to  see  what 
these  cruisers  were  doing,  but  had 
been  refused.  That  refusal  was 
proof  of  his  assertion  that  the  work 
was  not  being  properly  done.  As  to 
education,  he  was  afraid  that  the  pupil 
teacher  system  was  going  to  be  done 
away  with  without  the  House  being 
consulted.  He  hoped  that  the  Prime 
Minister  would  next  year  treat  Scotland 
at  least  as  well  as  he  treated  Ireland 
in  the  matter  of  opportunity  for  dis- 
cussion. At  present  there  were  nadUioiis 
of  money  voted  without  discussion.  It 
was  a  scandal  and  a  shame  that  that 
should  occur  in  a  civilised  country  of  this 
sort,  and  there  ought  to  be  found  time 
and  means  for  the  thorough  discussion  of 
the  expenditure  of  money  before  it  was 
voted. 


The  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Member  must  not  go  into  this 
matter  on  the  present  occasion. 


*Mr.  MORTON,  continuing,  said  he 
hoped  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  would 
show  more  backbone  and  be  master 
of  all  the  Boards  that  were  ruining 
Scotland  as  similar  Boards  had  ruined 
Ireland. 


The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Sinclair,  Forfarshire)  remarked 
that     no     one      knew      better      than 
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the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
that  the  Grovemment  regretted  as  fully 
and  deeply  as  he  did  that  more  time 
could  not  be  given  to  Scottish  business. 
The  volume  of  business  of  the  House 
was  increasing  yearly,  and  the  (Jovern- 
ment  had  not  yet  had  time  to  carry  out 
their  purpose  of  lessening  the  labours 
of  the  House  in  matters  of  detail  It 
was  not  in  order  on  that  occasion  to 
discuss  legislation,  but  he  might  say 
that  in  the  legislation  they  had 
promised  the  Government  had  given 
substantial  evidence  of  their  desire  to 
deal  with  the  present  evils  in  Scotland. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Leith  Burghs 
had  alluded  to  the  question  of  the  Boards. 
Personally,  he  would  like  to  have  more 
experience  before  he  expressed  any  definite 
opinion  as  regards  the  work  of  these  bodies. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  in  the  legislation 
introduced  by  the  Government  they 
were  now  attempting  to  deal  with  three 
of  the  existing  Boards.  There  were  four 
Boards  that  remained,  and  he 
was  prepared  to  admit  that  it  was  quite 
possible  that  more  economical  and  better 
government  might  ensue  from  some 
different  arrangement  with  regard  to  their 
working.  These  were  the  Lunacy  Com- 
missioners, the  Prison  Commissioners,  the 
Fishery  Board,  and  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  He  would  greatly  like  to 
enter  into  the  discussion  of  several  of  the 
points  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sutherland,  but  he  dared  not  at  that  late 
hour.  He  would  only  throw  out  the 
remark  that  it  seemed  to  him  that  while 
on  the  one  hand  there  was  no  definite 
charge  of  inefficiency  or  extravagance 
that  could  be  brought  against  the 
Boards 

'^Mr.  MORTON:  I  have  made  such  a 
charge  and  I  stick  to  it. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR :  On  the  other  hand,  he 
was  prepared  to  admit  that  improvement 
might  follow  upon  inquiry  or  legislation 


based  upon  such  an  inquiry.  His  humble 
opinion  was  that  the  difficulty  did  not 
lie  with  the  Edinburgh  Boards,  ',but 
in  the  fact  that  Parliament  could  not 
under  present'  arrangements  afford  to 
give  sufficient  time  for  the  administration 
and  control  of  Scottish  business  and  those 
responsible  for  it.  He  was  not  sure  that 
the  elective  principle  with  regard  to  these 
Boards  would  not  weaken  the  control  of 
Parliament  itself.  This  was  a  large 
subject  and  he  would  not  enter  upon  it 

that  night.    He  hoped  that  some  real 

advance  would  be  made  in  the  directions 

indicated. 

Mr,  murphy  (Kerry,  E.)  rose  to 
continue  the  debate. 

Mr.  GEORGE  WHITELEY  rose  in  his 
place,  and  claimed  to  move,  ''  That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

Question,  **  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  "  That  the  word  '  now  * 
stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put  accord- 
ingly, and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question^  put,  and  agreed  to  : — 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 


CENSUS  OF  PRODUCTION  BILL. 

Census  of  Production  Bill, — Order  for 
Committee  read,  and  discharged : — Bill 
committed  to  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Trade,  etc. 


FERTILISERS  AND  FEEDING  STUFFS 

BILL. 

Lords*  Amendments    considered,    and 
agreed  to. 
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DOGS  BILL. 
Consideration  of  Lords'  Amendments. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton)  s'lggested  that  the*  House  should 
hear  from  the  Minister  in  charge  an 
explanation  of  the  purpose  of  the  Lords* 
Amendments. 

Mr.  MORTON  also  pressed  for  some 
explanii.tion.  He  was,  he  said,  vc:,* 
doubtful  about  the  Bill  himself.  The 
Amendments  ought  to  be  explained. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY  (Somerset- 
shire, S.)  explained  that  the  Amendment 
was  to  leave  out  *'  sheep  "  and  insert 
"cattle,"  the  object  being  to  entitle  the 
owner  to  compensation  for  the  worrying 
of  both  sheep  and  cattle  by  dogs. 

Mr.  hicks  beach  (Glouccstersbiie, 
Tewkesbury)  inquired  why  it  was  that 
if  both  sheep  and  cattle  were  to  be  pro- 
tected both  words  were  not  inserted  in  the 
clause. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY  repUed 
that  the  word  "cattle**  covered  both 
sheep  and  cattle. 

The  Lords'  Amendments  were  agreed  ta 


COLONIAL  MARRIAGES  BILL  [Lords]. 

As    amended,    considered ;     read    the 
third  time,  and  passed,  with  Amendments- 


POOR  RELIEF  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 

BILL. 

Return    presented,    relative    thereto 
[ordered  2nd  August ;    Mr.  Runciman] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  315.] 


LOCAL  TAXATION  LICENCES,  ETC.. 

I90&-6. 

Return   presented,    relative    thereto 
[ordered  2nd  August ;    Mr.  Runciman] ; 
to  he  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  316.] 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That    they    have    agreed    to    Musical 
Copyright   Bill,   with   Amendments. 


LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

That  they  agree  to  the  Amendment 
made  by  this  House  to  one  of  the  Amend- 
ments made  by  the  Lords  to  the  Labourers 
(Ireland)  Bill,  and  do  not  insist  on  one  of 
their  Amendments  to  which  this  House 
has  disagreed  and  agree  to  the  Amend- 
ment made  by  this  House  in  lieu  thereof, 
and  do  not  insist  on  one  other  of  their 
Amendments  to  which  this  House  has 
disagreed,  and  do  not  insist  on  another 
of  their  Amendments  to  which  this  House 
has  disagreed,  and  propose  an  Amend, 
ment  in  heu  thereof  to  which  they  desire 
the  concurrence  of  this  House. 


MUSICAL  COPYRIGHT  BILL. 

Lords'  Amendments  to  be  considered 
to-morrow,  and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  340.] 


LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  BILL.^ 

Lords'  Amendment  to  be  considered 
to-morrow,  and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  341.] 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker  adjourned 
the  House  without  Question  put,  pursuant 
to  the  Order  of  the  House  of  July  13th 
last. 


Adjourned    at    twelve    minates 
before  Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 


Friday,  August  Srrf,  1906. 


Colonial  Marriages  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Re- 
turned from  the  Commons  agreed  to, 
with  an  Amendment. 

Statute  Law  Revision  (Scotland)  Bill, 
Fertilisers  and  Feeding  Stuffs  Bill,  Dogs 
Bill ;  Returned  from  the  Commons  with 
the  Amendments  agreed  to. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION. 

Petitions  in  favour  of  denominational 
religious  teaching  in  schools.  Of  in- 
habitants of  Burford  ;  Croston  ;  Clajton- 
le-Woods ;  and  Whittle-le-Woods.  Of 
parents  or  guardians  of  children  attending 
schools  at  Chorley  (4)  ;Whittle-le-Woods  ; 
Hesken  ;  Leyland  ;  Coppul ;  and 
Croston.  Of  teachers  in  schools  at 
Chorley ;  Whittle-le-Woods  ;  Leyland  ; 
Blackburn  (2) ;    and  Croston. 

Read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 

BILL. 

(1)  Petitions  against ;  of  Residents  in 
Westminster ;  Parishoners  of  Wath- 
upon-Deame  ;  Clerical  and  Lay  Members 
of  Synod  of  Diocese  of  Salisbury  ;  and 
:§  of  Residents  in  Wiltshire  and  Hartle- 
■^  bury  ;  (2)  Petition  for  amendment  of ; 
^->  of  congregation  of  St.  Philip's,  GriflSn 
^  (Blackburn).  Read,  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


NAVY. 

(Courts  Martial)  —  Return  of  the 
number  of  Courts  Martial  held  and 
summary  punishments  inflicted  during 
the  year  1905. 

(Health) — Statistical  Report  of  the 
Health  of  the  Navy  for  the  year  1905. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACT,  1894. 

Return  of  all  British  ships  provisionally 
detained  from  1st  July  1905  to  30th 
June  1906,  in  pursuance  of  the  provisions 
of  Section  459  of  the  Merchant  Shipping 
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Act,  1894 ;  also  of  aU  Foreign  ships 
ordered  to  be  provisionally  detained 
during  the  same  period  in  pursuance  of 
Section  462  of  the  same  Act,  together 
with  summaries  showing  respectively  the 
total  number  of  ships  detained  as  unsafe 
from  1st  October  1876  to  30th  June  1906, 
distinguishing  between  those  cases  in 
which  ships  were  found  safe  or  imsafe  (in 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Papers 
[Cd.  2678.]). 

BOILER  EXPLOSIONS. 

Report  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  upon  the  working  of  the  Boiler 
Explosions  Acts,  1882,  and  1890,  with 
appendices  (in  continuation  of  Parlia- 
mentary Paper  [Cd.  2676]). 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  (LOSS  OF  LIFE). 

Return  showing  the  lives  lost  by 
wreck,  drowning,  or  other  accident  in 
British  seagoing  merchant  ships  registered 
in  the  United  Eongdom,  during  the  years 
1891  to  1905  inclusive  (in  continuation  of 
ParUamentary  Paper  [Cd.  2639]). 

DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS  ACTS. 

Report  of  proceedings  as  regards 
Lrelandf^or  the  y«ar  1905. 

STATISTICS. 

Statistical  Abstract  for  the  principal 
and  other  foreign  countries  in  each  year 
from  1894  to  1903-1904  (as  far  as  particu- 
lars can  be  stated).  Thirty-second  num- 
ber. 

HISTORICAL    MANUSCRIPTS    (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 

Calendar  of  the  manuscripts  of  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury,  preserved  at 
Hatfield  House,  Herts.  Part  XI. :  Pre- 
sented (by  command),  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  Table. 

FOREIGN  JURISDICTION  ACT,  1870. 

Two  Orders  in  Council,  dated  28th 
July  1906,  entitled— The  Brunei  Order 
in  Council,  1906;  the  Nigeria  Coinage 
Order,   1906. 

COLONIAL  PROBATES  ACT,  1892 
(SOUTHERN  RHODESIA). 

Order  in  Council,  dated  28th  July 
1906»  applying  certain  provisions  of  the 
Colonial  Probates  Act,  1892,  to  Southern 
Rhodesia.      ^ 

3  C 


1463 


IteiwriSy 


{LOKDS} 


hepmis^  (Jtc 


1464 


WINTER  ASSIZES  ACTS,  1876  AND  1877. 

Seven  Orders  in  Council,  dated  28th 
July  1906,  constituting  Winter  Assize 
Counties  Nos.  1  to  7  for  the  purposes 
of  the  ensuing  Winter  Assizes. 

GREENWICH  HOSPITAL  ACT,  1865. 

Order  in  Council,  dated  28th  July,  1906, 
approving  the  appointment  of  a  receiver 
and  agent  for  the  Greenwich  estate,  and 
a  revision  of  the  salary  of  the  officer 
supervising  the  stafE  of  instructors  and 
servants  at  the  Royal  Hospital  School 
Greenwich. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ACT,  1888. 

Fourteen  Orders  under  Section  57  of 
the  Act,  as  confirmed  by  the  Local 
Government  Board,  of  the  following 
county  councils. 

Carnarvon — ^For  uniting  the  parishes  of 
Eglwysrhos  and  Llandudno  to  form 
the  new  parish  of  Llandudno-cum- 
Eglwysrhos. 

Carnarvon — ^Por  uniting  the  parishes  of 
Llanrhychwyn  and  Tre  Gwydir  to  form 
the  new  parish  of  Llanrhychwyn. 

Hereford — For  transferring  an  area 
from  the  parish  of  Ross  Rural  and  from 
the  Ross  Rural  district  to  the. parish 
of  Ross  Urban  and  to  the  Ross  Urban 
district. 

Hertford — ^For  forming  the  area  of 
the  parish  of  Bushey  Rural  into  the 
urban  district  of  Bushey,  and  for  altering 
the  names  of  the  parishes  of  Bushey 
Rural  and  Bushey  Urban  to  Bushey  and 
Oxhey  respectively. 

Holland,  parts  of — For  altering  the 
areas  of  certain  parishes  in  the  Boston 
Poor  Law  Union. 

Huntingdon  and  the  Isle  of  Ely — 
For  constituting  part  of  the  parish 
of  Stanground  the  parish  of  Stanground 
South,  and  the  remaining  part  of  the  pariah 
of  Stanground  North,  and  for  forming 
the  area  of  the  parishes  of  Fletton 
Rural,  Stanground  South,  and  Wood- 
stone  Rural  into  the  urban  district  of 
Old  Fletton. 

Kent — For  uniting  the  parishes  of 
Gillingham  and  Grange  to  form  the  new 
parish  of  Gillingham. 

Norfolk — ^For  transferring  to  the  parish 
of  Overstrand  parts  of  the  parishes  of 
Northrepps  and  Sidestrand. 


Oxford — ^For  uniting  the  parishes  of 
Greys  and  Henley-on-Thames  to  form 
the  new  parish  of  Henley-upon-Thames. 

Salop — For  transferring  to  the  parish 
of  Eyton  on  the  Wild  Moors  parts  of  the 
parishes  of  Hadley  and  Kinnersley. 

Southampton — For  transferring  to  the 
parish  of  Milford  parts  of  the  parish  of 
Hordle. 

Surrey — For  abolishing  the  rural  dis- 
trict of  Egham  and  forming  the  area  of 
the  parish  of  Egham  into  the  urban 
district  of  Egham. 

Sussex,  East — ^For  uniting  parts  of 
the  parishes  of  Ma3rfield  and  Buxted  to 
form  the  new  parish  of  Hadlow  Down. 

Yorkshire,  West  Riding  of — For  trans- 
ferring to  the  township  of  Normanton 
and  to  the  urban  district  of  Normanton 
part  of  the  township  of  Syndale,  in  the 
urban  district  of  Featherstone. 

MOTOR  CAR  ACTS,  1896  AND  1903. 

Regulation  as  to  the  restriction  of  the 
driving  of  motor  cars  on  certain  highways 
or  parts  of  highways  within  the  borougti 
of  Kingston-upon-Thames,  made  by  the 
Local  Government  Board  under  Section 
6  of  the  Act  of  1896,  and  Section  8  «.: 
the  Act  of  1903. 

Regulation  as  to  the  restriction  of  tho 
driving  of  motor  cars  on  certain  roads 
and  parts  of  roads  within  the  city  of 
Saint  Alban,  made  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  under  Section  9  (1)  of  the 
Act  of  1903. 

Regulation  as  to  the  restriction  of  the 
driving  of  motor  cars  on  the  highway 
known  as  Middle  Street,  within  the 
urban  district  of  Horsham,  made  by  the 
Local  (jovernment  Board  under  Section 
6  of  the  Act  of  1896,  and  Section  8  of  the 
Act  of  1903. 

Regulation  as  to  the  restriction  of  the 
driving  of  motor  cars  on  the  highway 
known  as  Anstey's  Cove  Road,  within 
the  borough  of  Torquay,  made  by  the 
Local  Government  Board  under  Section 
6  of  lihe  Act  of  1896,  and  Section  8  of  the 
Act  of  1903. 


Regulation  as  to  the  registration  of 
motor  cars  made  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  under  Section  6  of  the  Act 
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of  1896,  and  under  Section  7  of  the  Act  of 
190S ;  Southport  (county  borough). 
For  assigning  an  index  mark  to  the 
council  of  the  county  borough  of  South- 
port. 

HOUSING  OF  WORKING  CLASSES  AC  T, 

1890. 

City  of  Leeds. — Statement  of  modifica- 
tion permitted  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  be  made  in  the  scheme  con- 
firmed by  the  Leeds  (Housing  of  Working 
aasses)  Order  1901. 

County  of  London. — Statement  of 
modification  permitted  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  be  made  in  the 
London  (Aylesbury  Place,  Clerkenwell, 
and  Union  Buildings,  Holborn)  Im- 
provement Scheme,  1899. 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to 
Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Standing  Order  ^  o.  39  considered 
(according  to  order),  and  Suspended  for 
this  day's  sitting. 

LOCAL  AUTHORITIES  (TRANSFEH  OF 
TREASURY   POWERS)  BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) ;  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  Standing  Committee  negatived. 
Then  (Standing  Order  No.  39  having 
been  suspended) ;  Bill  read  3a,  and 
passed. 

VISCOUNT  HALIFAX  AND  MR.  PAUL- 
A  PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Viscount  HALIFAX :  My  Lords, 
I  de&ire  to  make  a  personal  explanation. 
I  find  that  I  had  forgotten  that  Mr. 
Heibert  Paul  on  a  previous  occasion 
denied  the  charge  that  he  had  abused  his 
countiymen  who  fell  in  the  war  in  South 
Africa,  and  that  I  hnd  accepted  his 
denial.  I  can  only  say  that  if  I  had 
remembered  what  had  occurred  I  never 
should  have  said  what  I  did  last  evening, 
and  I  wish  to  express  my  sincere  regret 
to  Mr.  Paul  that  I  should  have  done  so. 


RELIGIOUS  INSTRUCTION. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  :  My 
liords,  I  rise  to  ask  the  Lord  President  of 
the  Council  whether,  in  the  event  of  a 


local  education  authority  deciding  th'^t 
religious  instruction  which  does  not 
coD^Uct  with  Section  14  of  the  Elemen- 
tary Education  Act  of  1870  shall  be 
given  in  its  schools,  it  will  be  competent 
to  that  authoiity  to  pay  a  substitute  for 
any  teacher  who  may  decline,  under 
Clause  8,  sub-clause  (2)  of  the  Education 
Bill,  to  give  that  instruction. 

The  object  of  this  question  is  to 
make  clear  a  point  in  the  Education 
Bill  now  before  the  House  which  is  not 
clear  to  me  and  to  a  good  many  other 
Members  of  your  Lordships'  House, 
namely,  what  are  the  powers  which  the 
local  education  authority  will  have  of 
making  payments  for  religious  educa- 
tion under  this  Bill.  So  far  as  the 
teaching  of  denominational  religion 
is  concerned  the  Bill  is  explicit  enough. 
Clause  3,  Sub-section  (2)  provides  that — 

**  No  part  of  the  expenso  of  giving  religioui 
instruction  of  a  special  character  under  this 
section  ihall  be  paid  by  the  local  education 
authority." 

That  is  quite  clear ;  but  when  we  come 
to  the  teaching  of  undenominational, 
or  what  is  called  Cowper-Temple  religion, 
the  point  is  altogether  different.  Hither- 
to undenominational  religion  has  been 
taught  in  provided  schools  by  the  teacher 
as  port  of  his  ordinary  duty,  and  it  is 
therefore  impossible  to  say  whether 
nny  special  payment  has  been  made  to 
him  for  teaching  that  religion  or  not« 
But  this  Bill  creates  a  diilerent  situation 
altogether.  Clause  8,  subsection  ( 2)  pro- 
vides that — 

"  A  teacher  employed  in  a  public  elementary 
school  shall  not  be  required  as  part  of  his 
duties  as  teacher  to  give  any  religious  instruc- 
tion." 

Your  Lordships  must  remember  that  in 
future  all  the  schools  in  the  country, 
including  all  rural  schools,  are  to  become 
provided  schools,  and  that  there  is  in 
rural  schoob,  as  a  rule,  only  one  teacher. 
Any  one  of  these  teachers  may  say  that  he 
declines  to  give  this  religious  iuhtruction; 
What  will  follow  ? 

A  similar  question,  though  not  exactly 
in  the  same  form,  because  it  did  not 
relate  to  the  question  of  payment  but 
rather  to  that  of  appointment,  was  asked 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and 
the  Secretary  to  tho  Board  of  EJducatiim 
stated,  in  reply,  that  that  teacher  would 
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be  dismissed  and  that  another  teacher 
would  be  appointed  ia  his  place  who 
would  give  t\\u  raligious  instruction. 
With  all  respect  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Education,  I  submit  to  your 
Lordships  that  that  is  evidently  a  mis- 
conception on  his  part  of  Clause  8  of  the 
Bill,  because  the  whole  spirit  of  that 
clause  is  that  a  teacher  is  not  to  be 
obliged  to  give  religious  instruction  imless 
he  chooses,  and  it  is  quite  obvious  that  if 
he  were  dismissed  because  he  chose  to 
avail  himself  of  the  privilege  which  is 
given  by  the  clause  it  would  be  a  case  of 
persecution; 

What  is  to  happen  ?    The  only  course 
that  I  can  see  is  to  appoint  a  substitute 
presumably  to  teach  thii  undenomina- 
tional   religion    only.    That    substitute 
must  be  remunerated  in  some  way.    Is 
he  to  be  paid  directly  ?    If  so,  in  the  first 
place  you  will  be  paying  two  teachers  for 
the  duties  of  the  school,   and,  in  the 
second  place,  I  do  not  see  how  you  can 
escape  from  the  accusation  which  has 
been  made  not  infrequently  and  which 
His   Majesty's    Government   have    con- 
stantly contradicted,  namely,  that   you 
will  be,  to  use  the  term  which  is  generally 
applied,  endowing  one  form  of  religious 
teaching  and  one  form  only.    It  is  for 
that  reason  that  I  beg  to  ask  the  noble 
Earl  the  Lord  President  of  the  Council  the 
Question   standing   in   my   name.    The 
only  alternative,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  if 
you  are  not  able  to  pay  the  substitute,  is 
that  the  instruction  will  not  be  given  at 
all,  and  the  whole  purpose  of  the  local 
education  authority  would  be  defeated. 

♦The  Lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (The  Earl  of  Crewe)  :  My 
Lords,  I  think  it  might  be  maintained 
that  the  Question  which  the  noble  Earl 
has  put  to  me  is  somewhat  doubtful  as  a 
matter  of  order. 


clauses  of  a  Bill,  the  rule  which  forbids 
speeches  to  be  made  more  than  once  on 
the  Second  Reading  might  lose  its  effect, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  Questions  in  this 
House  are  not  simply  put  as  they  appear 
on  the  Paper,  but  are  accompanied  some- 
times by  speeches  of  considerable  length. 
However,  I  do  not  complain  of  my  noble 
friend  on  this  occasion,  because  I  am  able 
to  answer  the  Question  very  briefly. 
He  asks  whether,  in  the  event  of  a  local 
education  authority  deciding  that  re- 
ligious instruction  which  does  not  conflict 
with  Section  14  of  the  Elementary  Act 
of  1870  shall  be  given  in  its  schools,  it 
will  be  competent  to  that  authority  to 
pay  a  substitute.  The  answer  to  that  is 
undoubtedly  in  the  affirmative.  It  will 
be  competent  for  the  local  education 
authority  to  pay  a  substitute  for  any 
teacher  who  may  decline,  under  Clause  8, 
to  give  the  religious  instruction  referred  to. 


The  Earl  op  CAMPERDOWN:  Oh 
no.  I  am  quite  prepared  to  argue  that 
point  with  the  noble  Earl. 


♦The  Earl  of  CREWE:  It  un- 
doubtedly refers  to  a  Bill  before  the 
House,  and  it  is  evident  that  if  Questions 
could    be    put    upon    all    the    different 

The  Earl  of  Camperdown, 


PUBLIC  WORKS  (LOANS)  BILL. 
Bill  read  2^  (according  to  Order). 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  bo  committc  1/ 
'-(The  Earl  of  Crewe.) 

Lord  ASHBOURNE:  My  Lords,  I 
should  like  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  this  Bill  has  not  been  printed,  and 
we  know  nothing  as  to  its  provisions. 
I  have  known  of  a  mischievous  clause 
relating  to  Ireland  being  placed  in  a  Bill 
of  this  character,  and  I  would  wish  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the  Bill 
efore  it  is  passed  through  all  its  stages. 

♦The  Earl  of  CREWE :  This  is  a 
Bill  to  grant  money  for  the  purpose  of 
certain  local  loans  out  of  the  Local  Loans 
Fund  and  for  other  purposes  of  that 
kind.  It  has  been  read  a  first  time,  and 
copies  of  the  Bill  have,  I  presume,  been 
accessible  to  noble  Lords  who  felt  inter- 
ested as  to  its  contents. 


The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY: 
Why  has  the  Bill  not  been  circulated  ? 

♦The  Earl  of  CREWE :  I  am  not 
sure  if  this  Bill  should  have  been  circu- 
lated. 
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Lord  ASHBOURNE:  It  is  quite 
possible  that  pressure  of  time  has  pre- 
vented the  Bill  being  printed,  but  if 
there  is  no  clause  in  it  relating  to  Ireland 
I  will  say  no  more  upon  it. 

♦The  Earl  of  CREWE:  I  am  not 
f amiliac  with  all  that  has  taken  place,  and 
it  may  be,  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
suggests,  that  pressure  of  time  has 
preventcKi  the  Bill  being  printed. 

On  Question,  Committee  negatived. 
Then  (Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX 
having  been  suspended).  Bill  read  3^*, 
and  passed. 


Order  of  the  Day  for  the  considera- 
tion of  Commons  Amendments  dis- 
charged. 


MARINE  INSURANCE  BILL  [h.l.]. 
Order  of  the  day  read  for  the  considera- 
tion of  Commons  Amendments. 


The  Earl  op  HALSBURY:  My 
Lords,  this  is  a  Bill  to  which  I  gave 
considerable  care  when  I  Was  in  office, 
but  for  some  reason  or  another  iivhich 
I  have  never  yet  understood,  it  was 
laid  aside  on  reaching  the  House  of 
Commons.  It  has  again  been  introduced, 
ind  has  passed  through  this  House.  A 
considerable  number  of  Amendments 
have  since  been  made  in  it.  As  your 
Lordships  will  ^ell  understand,  a  Bill 
which  goes  into  the  whole  region  of  sea 
insurance  is  one  which  I  cannot  undertake 
to  go  through  at  once,  and  therefore  I 
propose  to  ask  your  Lordships  to  postpone 
the  consideration  of  the  Commons  Amend- 
ments until  we  meet  in  the  Autumn. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Loreburn)  :  I  think  the  course  which 
my  noble  and  learned  friend  has  suggested 
is  a  prudent  one.  This  is  a  purely 
technical  Bill,  and  certain  Amendments 
of  a  technical  character,  but  deriving 
high  authority,  have  been  inserted  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  believe  it  was 
there  understood  that  the  noble  and 
lea  ned  Earl  and  myself,  with  others 
familiar  with  legal  matters  in  this  House, 
would  revise  those  Amendments.  I  there- 
fore think  the  course  suggested  of  post- 
poning the  consideration  of  the  Amend- 
ments until  the  autumn  a  wise  one. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  ACT 
(1898)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Order  of  the  day  for  the  Second  Reading 
read. 

Lord  RIBBLESDALE  :  My  Lords, 
this  is  an  imopposed  Bill.  I  believe  it  is 
the  result  of  a  great  fight  between  parties 
who  have  bow  come  to  terms.  The  object 
of  the  Bill  is  to  enable  a  bridge  which 
is  very  much  wanted  to  be  built  at 
Kilkenny,  and  the  persons  concerned 
are  very  anxious  to  get  the  Bill  through 
so  as  to  begin  the  construction  of  the 
bridge  as  soon  as  possible.  I  hope  your 
Lordships  will  therefore  permit  me 
to  take  the  Bill  through  all  its  stages 
to-day. 

Moved,  "That  the  BiU  be  now  read 
2*."— (Xorrf  RibUesdale.) 

Lord  ASHBOURNE :  This  Bill  is  a 
very  short  one,  it  is  true,  and  no  doubt 
everything  the  noble  Lord  has  said  is 
quite  correct.  I  know  there  has  been 
a  considerable  controversy  for  many 
years  as  to  the  building  of  a  bridge  at 
Waterford.  It  may  be  that  one  side  of 
the  bridge  would  be  in  county  Kilkenny, 
and  that  this  Bill  refers  to  the  same 
matter.  If  that  is  so,  and  if  this  Bill  is 
a  result  of  a  settlement  between  the 
parties,  who  are  very  eagerly  alive  to 
their  own  interests  and  have  been 
litigating  for  many  years,  I  think*  he 
would  be  a  rather  rash  person  who 
would  interfere  with  that  arrangement. 

Lord  RIBBLESDALE:  I  am  not 
quite  sure  whether  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  may  not  be  right  as  to  a  portion 
of  the  bridge  being  in  Waterford.  But 
I  distinctly  remember  that  it  referred 
to  Kilkenny,  becj^use  I  associated  it 
with  cats. 


The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
I  think  your  Lordships  have  some  reason 
to  complain  of  the  action  of  the  noble 
Lord,  though  we  are  delighted  at  the 
light  and   humorous  way  in  which  he 
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treats  legislation.  He  is  asking  you^ 
Lordships  to  pass  the  Second  Reading 
of  a  Bill  which  has  not  been  printed  and 
circulated.  I  think  that  is  going  much 
too  far.^  If  this  were  the  last  moment 
on  which  legislation  could  be  carried 
there  might  be  something  to  be  said 
for  it ;  but  I  do  not  think  even  that 
would  be  an  adequate  defence  for  such 
a  procedure.  There  will  be  ample  time 
after  the  short  recess  to  consider  this 
and  other  measures,  and  I  respectfully 
submit  that  the  House  ought  not  to  be 
asked  to  pass  in  this  way  Sills  which 
they  have  not  had  any  opportunity  of 
considering.  I  therefore  ask  the  noble 
Lord  whether  he  will  not  consent  to  put 
the  BiU  off.  f- 

Lord  RIBBLESDALE  :  I  think  I 
might  explain  that  the  Bill  was  sent  up 
to  me  from  the  House  of  Commons.  I 
handed  it  to  Lord  Denman,  but,  through 
some  mistake,  it  was  not  put  down  and 
no  action  was  taken  upon  it  until  yester- 
day, when  the  persons  interested  came 
to  me  from  the  House  of  Commons  and 
explained  the  straits  they  were  in.  They 
told  me  about  Kilkenny,  and  I  said  I 
would  try  and  get  the  Bill  passed  through 
all  its  stages  before  the  adjournment. 
I  agree  that  this  is  rather  an  expeditious 
way  of  passing  Bills,  but  the  persons 
concerned  are  very  anxious  to  get  on 
with  the  building  of  this  bridge,  and 
there  can  \he  no  danger  in  your  Lord- 
ships allowing  the  measure  to  go  through. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH: 
The  putting  down  of  a  Bill  for  First 
Reading  is  not  necessary  in  this  House. 
If  the  Bill  came  up  from  the  other  House 
it  would  be  read  formally  and  printed. 
I  think  it  is  important  to  know  when 
this  Bill  was  read  a  first  time. 

Lord  RIBBLESDALE  :  It  was  read 
a  first  time  yesterday. 

*The  Earl  of  CREWE  :  In  the  circum- 
stances I  would  suggest  that  the  con- 
sideration of  this  matter  should  be 
postponed  until  the  conclusion  of  businefs 
to-day.  This  would  enable  noble  Lords 
interested  in  the  matter  to  make  in- 
quiries. 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury. 


Lord  ASHBOURNE:  I  have  juft 
looked  at  the  Bill.  It  merely  amends  a 
certain  clause  in  a  previous  Act,  and  savB, 
nothing  about  the  locality.  But  I  think 
it  must  refer  to  the  bridge  connecting 
Kilkenny  and  AN'utcrford.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  if  the  f  uggostion  of  the  Lr-rd 
President  of  the  Couucil  is  adopted  the 
noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill  will  in  the 
meantime  be  able  to  get  lull  infonnatic*n. 

Debate  (by  Order)  adjourned. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS  OFFICES. 

Order  of  the  Day  read  for  the  cons'dera- 
tion  of  the  third  Raport  from  the  Solei^t 
Committee. 

Moved,  "  That  this  Report  be  now 
received." — {Tlte  Earl  of  Onslow.) 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH: 
My  Lords,  I  would  appeal  to  my  noble 
friend  to  postpone  the  consideration  of 
this  Report  until  the  autumn.  The 
Report  has  not  been  circulated,  and  was 
agrieed  to,  I  understand,  only  yesterday 
afternoon.  The  meeting  of  the  Com- 
mittee for  yesterday  was  called  for  half- 
past  three,  but  notices  were  sent  out  in 
the  forenoon  changing  the  hour  to  three 
o'clock.  I  arrived  at  the  Committee  at  a 
quarter  past  three  and  found  the  whole 
of  the  business  concluded.  There  is 
involved  in  this  the  abandonment  of 
certain  rooms  belonging  to  your  Lord- 
ships' House  which  are  handed  over  to  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  There  are 
also  other  questions  involved,  concerning 
the  powers  to  be  exercised  by  the  Lord 
Great  Chamberlain  and  the  Gentleman 
Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  respectively.  I 
cannot  see  what  harm  would  be  done  to 
the  public  interest  by  postponing  the  con- 
sideration of  this  Report  until  the  autumn. 
I  think  it  is  hardly  fair  to  the  House  to 
hurry  the  matter  through  before  your 
Lordships  have  had  an  opportunity  of  see- 
ing the  Report.  I  may  be  told  that  if 
'^J  suggestion  is  adopted  several  weeks 
may  be  lost  in  necessary  works,  but  that 
is  a  trivial  matter  compared  to  the  other 
issues  involved.  I  trust  my  noble  friend 
wiD  accede  to  my  request. 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  COMMITTEES 
(The  Earl  of  Onslow)  :    My  Lords,  I 
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confess  that  there  is  a  good  deal  of  diffi- 
culty in  the  last  days  of  a  session  owing 
to  the  fact  that  the  printer  is  overworked, 
and  it  is  not  possible  to  get  Bills  and 
Reports  expeditiously  printed  and  circu- 
lated. There  would  be  no  reason  what- 
ever why  the  consideration  of  this  matter 
should  not  be  adjourned  until  the 
autumn  were  it  not  for  the  fact  that  it  is 
desired  that  in  the  interval  between 
August  and  October  the  structural  altera- 
tions necessary  should  be  carried  out 
so  that  the  accommodation  might  be 
available  during  the  Autumn  sittings. 

There  are  certain  rooms  of  your 
Lordships'  House  on  the  terrace  level 
which  are  used  by  the  messengers,  and 
it  is  proposed  that  they  should  be  given 
up  and  should  be  turned  into  a  dining- 
room  for  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
messengers  being  lodged  in  a  part  of 
this  building  over  the  old  librarian's 
house.  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
has  undertaken  that  if  that  is  done  he 
will  make  such  structural  alterations 
as  will  give  a  good  access  to  some  very 
fine  rooms  which  are  in  existence  above 
part  of  the  old  librarian's  house,  but 
which  at  the  present  time  cannot  be 
used  by  your  Lordships  for  any  purpose 
whatever.  If  that  is  done  we  may 
find  that  we  shall  be  able  to  add  another 
Committee  room  for  the  use  of  your 
Lordships.  If  my  noble  friend  Lord 
Balfour  is  not  satisfied  with  the  explana- 
tion I  have  given  I  hope  he  will  allow 
the  matter  to  be  adjourned  until  the 
conclusion  of  business  to-day,  by  which 
time  we  shall  have  the  Report  in  our  hands. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Lord  Tweedmouth)  :  I  hope 
the  noble  Lord  will  consent  to  the  course 
proposed  by  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 
I  have  had  some  conversation  with  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  on  the  sub- 
ject of  these  proposed  changes,  and  it  is 
really  very  desirable,  in  the  interests  of  the 
comfort  of  the  Members  of  both  Houses, 
that  the  changes  should  be  made  in  time 
for  the  autumn  sittings.  The  extra  accom- 
modation which  we  shall  have  in  the 
future  will  more  than  make  up  for  the 
accommodation  we  are  handing  over  to 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  Committee 
were  quite  unanimous  in  recommending 
your  Lordships  to  sanction  this  arrange- 
ment. 


*VisoouNT  KNUTSFORD:  If  the 
structural  part  of  the  Report  could  be 
separated  from  the  rest  I  would  be 
prepared  to  concur  in  the  suggestion  that 
has  been  made.  I  must,  however^  point 
out  that  in  this  Report  your  Lordships 
are  asked  to  reverse  a  former  decision 
about  Black  Rod.  Formerly  it  was 
thought  that  certain  powers  could  be 
transferred  by  the  House  to  the  Lord 
Great  Chamberlain,  but  after  full  con- 
sideration the  Committee  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  that  was  a  mistake, 
and  that  there  was  no  legal  power  in 
your  Lordships  to  make  such  transfer 
Your  Lordships  are  therefore  asked  by 
this  Report  to  reverse  your  decision.  I 
Link  it  is  rather  strong  to  object  to  the 
adjournment  of  a  Report  which  contains 
so  important  a  point. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH: 
What  my  noble  friend  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  has  said  has  not  removed 
my  objection.  I  understand  that  we 
are  not  getting  a  single  thing  which  does 
not  belong  to  us.  We  merely  get  access 
to  a  room  which  is  already  in  our  pos- 
session, but  into  which  we  cannot  get 
at  present.  I  think  we  have  given  up  a 
great  deal  too  much,  and  that  we  ought 
not  to  give  up  any  more  of  our  extremely 
limited  accommodation.  I  am  afraid 
that  the  postponement  of  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Report  until  the  end  of  the 
business  will  not  meet  my  wishes,  but, 
after  the  appeal  which  has  been  made,  J 
will  not  object  to  that  course. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE: 
I  think  the  discussion  might  well  stand 
over  until  the  other  business  before  us  has 
been  transacted.  It  is  very  unfair 
to  your  Lordships  that  we  should 
be  called  upon  to  discuss  questions  of 
this  kind  without  any  information 
whatever  as  to  what  is  proposed.  I  am 
afraid  there  has  been  a  tendency  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  accommodation 
within  the  precincts  dC  the  House  of 
Lords  with  very  little  desire  to  consult 
our  wishes  or  our  convenience.  As  we 
are  to  reconsider  the  matter  at  the  close 
of  the  business  to-day  I  would  venture 
to  express  the  hope  that,  if  there  are 
any  plans  which  show  in  a  general  way 
what    the    rearrangement    involved    is. 


1 


1475  Educatim  (Enghnd  {LORDS} 


and  Wales)  BUI 


1476 


those  plans  might  be  put  up  in  the  next  |  would  introduce  a  Bill  upon  the  subject. 


room  so  that  we  may  have  an  opportunity 
of  looking  at  them  meanwhile. 

The  Earl  op  ONSLOW :  I  will  see 
that  the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Marquess 
is  carried  out.  I  would  also  be  prepared, 
if  noble  Lords  desire  it,  to  separate  the 
Report  as  suggested  by  the  noble  Viscount 
Lord  Knutsford. 

The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY:,  I 
would  point  out  the  extreme  incon- 
venience of  the  course  proposed.  Noble 
Lords  opposite  ask  us  to  agree  to  this 
Report  without  further  consideration 
on  the  ground  that  it  concerns  a  matter 
for  the  convenience  of  both  Houses. 
But  in  the  course  of  this  discussion  it 
has  been  mentioned  by  my  noble  friend 
Lord  Knutsford  that  we  are  asked  to 
reverse  a  decision  which  has  recently 
been  come  to  by  your  Lordships'  House. 
We  were  not  informed  of  that  fact,  and 
if  the  business  had  been  allowed  to  pro- 
ceed without  objection  we  should  have 
actually  reversed  one  of  our  decisions 
without  knowing  what  we  were  doing. 
Does  not  this  demonstrate  the  extreme 
inconvenience  of  asking  the  House  to 
agree  to  a  Report  which  we  have  never 
seen  ?  I  hope  your  Lordships  will  not 
allow  this  kind  of  procedure  to  grow  up, 
but  will  insist  upon  the  printer  doing 
his  work  in  time  for  these  matters  to  be 
fully  considered. 

Debate  (by  Order)  adjourned. 

EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 

BILL. 

Debate  on  the  Motion  for  the  Second 
Reading  resumed  (according  to  Order). 

The  Earl  op  HALSBURY:  My 
Lords,  I  confess  I  feel  somewhat  ashamed 
of  continuing  a  discussion  which  has 
gradually  proceeded  to  a  point  when 
it  has  become  a  weary  reiteration  of 
questions  asked  and  not  answered.  At 
the  head  of  these  questions  is  the  ques- 
tion, why  has  this  Bill — I  do  not  say 
any  Bill — been  introduced  ?  I  agree 
with  what  the  most  rev.  Primate  said 
in  that  magnificent  exposition  which 
we  all  listened  to  with  so  much  pleasure 
on  Wednesday,  that  it  was  to  be  ex- 
pected that  His  Majesty's  Government 

The  Alarqtieifii  of  Laiisdcnme, 


but  the  question  remains  why  a  Bill 
which  seems  to  have  been  conceived 
in  a  spirit  of  hostility  to  the  Church  of 
England  should  have  been  introduced 
as  the  only  means  of  getting  rid  of  what 
were  supposed  to  be  grievances  arising 
out  of  the  Act  of  1902. 

I  should  like  to  ask  another  question, 
but  I  am  afraid  it  will  meet  the  fate  of 
its  predecessors.  Has  any  calculation 
been  made  of  the  relative  positions  of 
the  Churches  under  Clause  4,  how  many 
Roman  Catholic  schools  will  be  afPected, 
how  many  Church  of  England  schook, 
how  many  Jewish,  and  so  forth  ?  If 
any  calculation  of  the  kind  has  been  made 
I  would  like  to  know  the  result,  and, 
if  the  calculation  has  not  been  made, 
I  ask,  why  not  ?  Was  it  so  immaterial 
a  consideration?  Are  the  members  of 
the  Church  of  England  so  few  as  to  be 
a  negligible  quantity  ?  What,  then, 
is  the  meaning  of  a  clause  which,  accord- 
ing to  ordinary  interpretation,  i^ill  place 
the  Church  of  England  at  a  disadvantage, 
and  that  Church  alone  ?  As  I  have 
said,  I  am  afraid  I  shall  not  get  an 
answer.  I  cannot  avoid  coming  to  the 
conclusion  that,  whether  the  calculation 
was  made  or  not,  those  who  prompted 
the  construction  of  this  Bill  must  have 
had  before  them  the  evident  effect  of 
the  proposals. 

The  Minister  for  Education  has  repudi- 
ated the  idea  that  the  Bill  was  con- 
structed in  any  spirit  of  hostiUty  to  the 
Church  of  England.  I  know  that  Mr. 
Birrell  is  an  honourable  man,  and  I 
should  be  the  last  person  in  the  world  to 
suggest  that  he  did  not  mean  what  he 
said ;  it  is,  therefore,  the  more  extra- 
ordinary that  the  Bill  as  it  stands  is  one 
which  everybody  who  is  famiUar  with  the 
Church  of  England  and  its  schools  must 
know  will  in  its  effect  be  most  disastrous 
to  the  schools  of  that  Church.  No  one 
can  challenge  the  knowledge  of  the 
occupants  of  the  right  rev.  Benches,  who 
almost  without  exception  have  pointed 
out  the  injustice  which  is  done  to  the 
Church  of  England.  Again  I  ask  the 
question.  Is  this  the  only  mode  in  which 
the  supposed  grievances  on  the  part  of 
Nonconformists  can  be  met,  and  has  any 
attempt  been  made  to  show  what  those 
grievances  are  ? 
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I  am  not  taking  an  exaggerated  or 
partisan  view.  I  recognise  gratefully 
the  spirit  and  tone  of  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Earl  the  Lord  President  of  the 
Council  in  introducing  this  Bill.  But  I 
am  not  alone  in  the  view  that  I  take.  It 
is  a  view  that  has  support  in  speeches  of 
Government  supporters.  They  admit 
that  the  Bill  does  not  give  religious 
equality  in  schools. 

*'  For  the  first  time  in  history  a  Government 
calling  itself  Libe'-al  is  definitely  enacting  that 
one  form  of  religions  teaching  and  one  form 
only  shall  be  subsidised  by  the  State." 

That  is  not  my  observation.  It  is  the 
observation  of  Mr.  Masterman.  What 
one  desires  to  know  is,  why  is  the 
Church  of  England  the  only  exception 
from  that  scrupulous  nicety  with  which 
other  creeds  are  treated  ?  The  noble 
Duke  said  very  truly  yesterday  that 
what  is  called  Cowper-Templeism  is  not  a 
specified  form  of  religious  teaching  at  all ; 
it  is  a  series  of  prohibitions.  Something 
of  that  character  has  grown  out  of  it,  but 
it  is  only  just  to  Mr.  Cowper-Temple's 
memory  to  say  that,  whatever  the  effect 
of  his  clause  has  been,  that  was  not  what 
he  intended.  Let  me  read  to  the  House 
what  he  said  on  that  subject — 

"The  limitations  to  be  put  on  the  local 
boards  should  not  only  be  negative,  but  also 
positive. " 

That  has  disappeared. 

**The  State  in  this  matter  of  education 
ought  to  be  nnsectarian,  but  it  must  be 
Christian.  It  had  been  ruled  by  high  authority 
that  Christianity  was  part  and  parcel  of  the 
law  of  the  land,  and  before  a  witness  could 

five  evidence  he  must  take  an  oath.  The 
tate  ought  to  take  care  that  in  an  unde- 
nominational school  established  under  the 
Bill  some  religious  instruction  should  be  given. 
The  Bible  should  be  read  and  explained.  The 
Ten  Commandments  and  the  Lord's  Prayer 
should  be  taught.  To  allow  the  Bible  to  be 
read  without  explanation  would  be  unfair  and 
cruel  to  the  child.'' 

I  think,  after  that  quotation  from  Mr. 
Cowper-Temple's  own  words,  it  is  some- 
what unfair  to  his  memory  to  describe 
Cowper-Templeism  as  having  grown  out 
of  his  clause  in  the  way  it  is  often  de- 
scribed here  and  elsewhere. 

I  ask  why  the  Bill  has  been  introduced 
with  its  limitations  and  injustices  afEect- 
ing  the  Church  oi  England,  and  what 
is  to  become  of  the  Church's  schools  if 
the  Bill  is  put  into  operation  ?  I 
acknowledge   at   once  the   courtesy   of 


tone  whicli  has  characterised  the  dis- 
cussion. We  have  had  a  series  of  most 
courteous  and  kindly  wishes  and  assur- 
ances of  good  intentions — I  am  afraid 
there  is  an  awkwardness  always  in 
speaking  of  good  intentions — for  which, 
of  course,  we  are  most  grateful ;  but 
we  have  had  no  answers  to  our  questions. 
Good  intentions  will  not,  I  fear,  construe 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  unless  you 
put  your  kindness  to  opponents  into 
the  statute,  the  hard-hearted  Judges 
will  be  guided  by  the  nature  of  that 
statute,  and  not  by  the  good  intentions 
of  its  authors. 

Will  it  bring  peace  ?  I  should  like 
to  recall  the  debates  which  took  place 
in  1870,  when  it  was  made  a  reproach  to 
Mr.  Gladstone  that  he  carried  the  Educa- 
tion Bill  with  the  help  of  his  political 
opponents,  and  to  some  extent  that 
was  due.  Mr.  Dixon  and  Mr.  Tiling- 
worth  made  remarkable  deliverances 
on  that  subject.  Let  me  read  Mr. 
Dixon's  Amendment,  because  it  was 
in  itself  rather  a  prediction  of  what 
would  follow.    Mr.  Dixon  moved — 

"That  this  House  is   of  opinion  that  no 
measure  for  the  elemental  y  education  of  the 
people  will  afford  a  satisfactory  or  permanent 
settlement    which    leaves    the    question    of 
religions  instruction  in  schools  supported  by 

{rablic  funds  and  rates  to  be  determined  by 
ocal  authorities." 

And  in  discussing  the  question  Mr. 
Forster  pointed  out  the  extreme  danger 
of  the  course  which  left  to  the  local 
authorities  the  determination  of  such 
questions.  Mr.  lUingworth  was  not 
less  emphatic.    He  said — 

**  He  was  not  going  to  attempt  to  determine 
what  religion  should  be  taught,  but  he  objected 
strongly  to  Parliament  abandoning  its  duty 
by  refusing  to  determine  so  eerious  a  question, 
and  leaving  it  to  be  threshed  out  in  vestries 
in  the  smaller  and  corporations  in  the  larger 
towns." 

Every  one  of  these  observations  apply 
now  with  equal  force  to  the  new  bodies 
formed  imder  the  name  of  local  education 
authorities.  That  people  should  take  a 
strong  view  of  what  is  called  "  the 
eternal  religious  question"  is  not  a 
circumstance  which  I,  for  one,  regret; 
but  the  idea  that  this  Bill  is  goin^  to 
get  rid  of  that  question  is  illusory.  I 
would  again  call  attention  to  the  resolu- 
tion   passed   at   a    meeting    under   the 
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presidency  of  Dr.  Clifford,  in  which  the 
meeting  registered  its  protest  against  the 
acceptance  of  the  Bill  as  a  settlement  of 
the  question,  and  expressed  the  profound 
oonviction  of  large  numbers  of  Liberals 
nd  Nonconformists  that  it  leaves  several 
f  the  "  grossest  Wrongs "  inflicted  on 
the  country  by  the  Act  of  1902  unre- 
dressed, while  still  further  subsidising 
all  the  old  denominational  schools  in 
many  directions  and  strengthening  their 
sectarian  character.  Whatever  may  be 
said  about  Dr.  Clifford,  I  do  not  think 
any  one  will  doubt  his  energy  in  any 
agitation  he  conducts.  Can  it  be  con- 
tended, in  view  of  these  facts,  that  this 
Bill  can  put  an  end  to  the  religious 
differences  ? 

I  should  have  thought  that  the  truer 
view — may  I  say  the  higher  Christian 
view  ? — i^ould   be   to  desire   as   far  as 
possible  to  meet  the  religious  views  of 
all  sections.     This  is  a  case  for  the  dis- 
play of  some  kind  of  charity  to  your 
neighbour,    but  apparently  the  clergy- 
men of  the  Anglican  Church  are  outside 
the  region  of  reasonable  charity.     They 
are  always  supposed  to  be  proselytising, 
tyrannical,  ritualistic  persons,  for  i/vhom 
no  particular  consideration  ought  to  be 
displayed.    That   is   not   the   spirit   of 
true  charity  that  should  obtain.     I  do 
not  imderstand  what  can  be  the  idea  in 
the  minds  of  tho£e  who  think  that  this 
Bill   can   bring   about  a   settlement.     I 
Fpeak  'ivith  "  bated  breath  and  whispering 
humbleness  "  in  the  presence  of  the  right 
rev.    Prelates    on    the    purely    religious 
aspect  of  the  Bill.    This  is  one  of  those 
subjects   on   which   there   is   a   natural 
reticence  on  the  part  of   laymen ;     but 
none  the  less  there  is  deeply  seated  in 
every   Christian   man's  mind   a   feeling 
that  this  is  the  most  important  subject 
with  which  we  can  deal.     It  seems  to  me 
to  be  treated  sometimes  with  a  lightness 
which  is  certainly  inappropriate  to  the 
subject. 


I  am  not  quite  certain  that  I  followed 
wliJi-t  Lord  Bibblesdiile  meant  by  his 
quotation  from  the  author  of  the  "  De- 
cUlc  and  Fall  of  the  Roman  Empire." 
I  think  it  must  have  been  wrongly 
quoted.  X  am  sure  the  noble  Lord  did 
not  mean  what  I  am  afraid  it  would  be 
quoted  as  meaning.  Mr.  Gibbon  him- 
self never  lost  an  opportimity  of  sneering 

Th^-  Earl  of  Halshury. 


at  the  Christian  religion.  I  do  not  know 
what  was  meant  unless  it  was  that  the 
line  of  true  statesmanship  would  be  to 
disregard  all  religion  in  the  settlement  of 
this  question.  If  that  was  the  meaniLg 
of  it,  I  venture  respectfully  to  differ 
profoundly  from  those  who  take  th^t 
view.  I  believe  that  the  religious  history 
of  our  country  is  a  standing  testimory 
to  the  value  of  a  Christian  education  and 
to  the  influence  of  the  Church  of  Englard 
in  maintaining  it. 

In  some  of  these  discussions  there  is  a 
feeling    that,    whatever   you    do    about 
religious    education,    you    must     avoid 
dogma.     I  say  most  sincerely  that  I  Ao 
not  know  what  that  means.     I  know  the 
meaning  of  the  Gieek  word,  but  I  do  not 
believe  it  is  intelligible.     What  do  you 
mean    by    dogma  ?     Every   one    of    the 
propositions  in    the   Apostles'   Creed    is 
dogma.     Are    you    not    to    teach     the 
Apostles'  Creed  ?     I  again  say  I  do  not 
expect  any  reply  to  this  question.     It  is 
one    of    many    which    will    remain    un- 
answered.    Again,    are    you    prohibited 
from    finding    out   whether   the    persoa 
whom  you  employ,  or  whom  you  allow 
in  obedience  to  the  Law    to  teach  your 
child,  is  competent  to  do  so  ?    I  believe 
that  the  neutral  word   "qualified"    in 
regard  to  teachers  is  introduced.     You 
dare  not  say  that  you  must  find   out 
whether  he  is  a  Christian  or  whether  he 
does  or  does  not  belong  to  your  particular 
Church,  for  there  you  get  fhe  religious 
test.     But  is  a  teacher  qualified  to  teach 
something  in  which  he  does  not  believe  ? 
How  is  it  to  be  found  out  whether  a  man 
is  qualified  to  teach  religion  ?     Does  any 
sane   person   believe   that   a   child   can 
receive  religious  teaching  from  a  persoa 
who  does  not  believe  in  the  religion  he 
professes  to  teach  ? 


It  has  been  said  that  we  may  be  sure 
that  the  persons  entrusted  with  the 
duty  of  selecting  the  teacher  will  take 
care  that  he  is  qualified.  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  we  must  face  these  ques- 
tions and  not  by  the  use  of  ambiguous 
phraseology  get  rid  of  the  difl&culty  of 
answering  them.  Is  it,  or  is  it  not,  to 
be  lawful  for  a  father  to  ascertain  whether 
the  person  who  is  to  teach  his  child  is 
a  Christian  or  not  ?  Lord  Kbblesdale 
said  he  had  never  met  in  the  flesh  a 
Voltaire-cum-Rousseau  teacher,  but  the 
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most  rev.  Primate  gave  the  House  n 
example  on  Wednesday.  Is  this,  or 
is  it  not,  a  leal  danger  ?  Here  was  a 
man  occupying  a  position  such  as  the 
most  rev.  Pnmate  described,  and  he 
was  an  actual  unbeliever.  Is  it  to  be 
expected  that  Church  of  England  parents 
will  allow  religious  teaching  to  be 
given  by  such  a  teacher  if  they 
can  help  it  ?  Let  me  suggest  another 
difficulty.  The  noble  Earl  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council  gave  us,  if  he 
will  forgive  me  for  saying  so,  rather  a 
layman's  view  of  what  he  called  the 
qfffes  doctrine.  It  is  dangerous  to 
deal  with  legal  phrases.  May  I  ask  the 
noble  Earl  whether  he  quite  appreciates 
what  he  is  talking  about  in  that  respect  ? 
Doeshe  snggestthat  there  isany  analogy  ? 
I  contend  that  there  has  been  ample 
fulfilment  of  the  purposes  for  which  the 
voluntary  schools  were  founded. 

*The  Eakl  of  CREWE  :  I  cannot, 
of  course,  pretend  to  engage  in  a  legal 
argument  with  the  noble  and  learned 
Eaxl,  but  I  imagine  that  the  binding 
force  of  this  clause  is  that  it  is  on  the 
failure  to  carry  on  the  trust  by  these 
schools  that  the  Commission  steps  in. 
The  noble  and  learned  Earl  implied  that 
the  trust  was  being  carried  on.  The 
necessary  precedent  condition  is  that 
the  trust  should  have  broken  down,  and 
then  the  Commission  steps  in. 

The  Earl  of  HALSBURY  :  Has 
it  broken  down  ?  My  point  is  that  there 
has  been  no  failures.  I  contend  that  there 
has  been  ample  fulfilment  of  the  pur- 
poses for  which  these  schools  were 
founded ;  and,  that  being  so,  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Bill  would,  it  appears  to 
mo,  constitute  an  outrageous  inter- 
ference with  private  property,  to  say 
nothing  else.  I  think  it  is  a  most  serious 
thing  to  interfere  with  these  trusts 
except  in  the  case  of  misconduct  or 
failure  on  the  part  of  the  managers  to 
fulfil  the  purposes  of  the  trust.  It  may 
be  my  fault,  but  I  have  not  the  least 
notion  on  what  conceivable  ground  it  is 
thought  proper  to  interfere  with  these 
trusts,  and  I  do  not  understand  why  a 
tribunal  ad  hoc  should  be  created  to 
deal  with  them,  seeing  that  the  Court  of 
Chancery  has  for  centuries  applied  itself 


to  matters  such  as  would  como  before  the 
new  tribunal.  I  should  have  every 
confidence  in  the  three  fjentlomen  to  bo 
appointed  to  form  the  Commission,  but 
that  is  not  the  point.  You  do  not  get 
to  them  until  the  whole  series  of  acts 
referred  to  last  night  by  Lord  Robertson 
como  into  play. 

I  hesitated  a  good  deal  to  intervene 
in  this  debate  knowing  I  should  only  be 
adding  to  the  number  of  unanswered 
questions.  Buf  there  is  one  observation 
I  really  think  I  must  make.  Threats, 
veiled  or  unveiled,  have  been  held  out 
in  the  usual  way  to  your  Lordships' 
House  should  you  venture  to  act  on  your 
own  view  of  what  is  right  in  this  matter. 
I  am  not  surprised  that  these  threats 
have  not  been  repeated  in  this  House. 
I  do  not  think  that  a  threat  is  a  very 
potent  argument,  and  I  think  it  is  the 
very  last  thing  to  induce  an  Englishman 
to  alter  his  views.  We  are  dealing  with 
the  question  whether  or  not  we  should 
abandon  the  children  for  whom  wo  are 
responsible  to  what  wc  believe  to  be  an 
ungodly  system — and  it  is  an  ungodly 
system  if  the  leading  principles  of  the 
Christian  faith  are  struck  out — and 
any  one  who  imagines  that  your  Lord- 
ships would  be  deterred  by  such  a  threat 
as  that  from  acting  on  your  own  judg- 
ment and  from  throwing  out  this  Bill, 
if  it  is  necessary  in  order  to  preserve 
children  from  such  a  danger,  must  have  a 
very  small  idea  of  the  House  of  Lords 
and  of  his  countrymen.  In  my  view, 
this  Bill  is  unjust,  impolitic,  and,  I 
believe,  absolutely  unworkable  in  its 
present  form,  and  I,  for  one,  if  it  is  not  so 
modified  as  to  get  rid  of  the  objections  I 
entertain  to  it,  shall  certainly  record  my 
vote  against  it  on  the  Third  Reading. 

The  UNDER-SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  I'OREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Lord 
Fitzmaubice)  :  My  Lords,  I  feel  that 
my  task  in  having  in  this  important 
debate  to  reply  to  a  statesman  of  the 
commanding  luiowledge  and  experience 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  who  has 
just  sat  down  is  a  very  difficult  one. 
It  is,  perhaps,  all  the  more  so  because 
I  have  been  forcibly  reminded,  during 
the  course  of  this  debate,  of  one  of  the 
favourite  sayings  of  the  late  Lord  Gran- 
ville, who  for  so  many  years  led  your 
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Lordships'  House  with  such  great  ap- 
plause, with  regard  to  those  who  sit  on 
these  benches.  He  used  to  say,  "  What 
are  we  amongst  so  many  ? "  Noble 
Lords  who  sit  opposite  are  powerful, 
not  only  in  possessing  leaders  of  the 
great  ability  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl,  but  also  in  the  formidable  array 
which  at  all  times  enables  them  to  appear 
for  the  moment  as  the  dictators  of  the 
situation. 

The  noble  Earl  has  hjmself  concluded 
with  an  observation — I  am  not  for  a 
moment  going  to  call  it  a  threat — that 
your  Lordships,  in  his  opinion,  would 
be  justified,  under  certain  circumstances, 
in  rejecting  the  Bill  on  Third  Reading. 
But  when  I  reflect  upon  the  reasons 
which  the  noble  Earl  gave  for  that 
course,  I  confess  they  did  not  seem 
to  me  to  be  even  as  strong  as  some  of 
those  which,  allowing  for  the  convictions 
of  the  speakers,  caused  other  noble 
Lords  opposite  and  right  rev.  Prelates 
to  arrive  at  the  same  conclusion.  The 
noble  and  learned  Earl  was  chiefly  con- 
cerned with  the  re-assertion  of  some 
of  those  ancient  doctrines  with  regard 
to  the  sanctity  and  perpetuity  of  trusts 
which,  I  believe,  are  not  held  universally 
even  by  noble  Lords  opposite.  I  have 
heard  those  arguments  used  before, 
I  think,  by  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
himself  in  another  place  where  we  sat 
together  for  many  years.  I  have  heard 
them  from  illustrious  lawyers  who  repre- 
sent the  same  school  of  legal  thought 
as  the  noble  and  learned  Earl. 

When  I  first  had  the  honour  of  a  seat 
m  the  House  of  Commons  we  were 
fighting  the  battle  of  University  tests, 
and  great  lawyers,  especially  great  ecclesi- 
astical lawyers,  came  forward  and  asked 
what  right  a  Liberal  Gk>vernment  had 
to  interfere  with  the  ancient  trusts  of 
the  Universities  when  nobody  was  pre- 
pared to  say  that  those  Universities 
and  colleges  were  not  doing  a  great  and 
useful  work.  That  is  exactly  what  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  has  said  to-day — 
that  the  voluntary  schools  are  doing  a 
good  and  useful  work,  and  that  there- 
fore we  are,  ipso  factOy  morally  estopped 
from  interfering  with  the  trusts.  Those 
arguments  have  been  long  ago  rejected 
by  Parliament.  I  say  with  all  respect 
to  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  that  it  is 

Lcn*d  Fitzmauiice, 


useless  in  the  year  1906  to  ask  us  to 
accept  a  series  of  propositions  which 
Parliament  has  rejected  over  and  ova 
again  since  1870.  I  may  remind  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl,  to  go  back  to 
the  great  question  of  University  testa, 
that  there  were  in  those  days  some  who 
acknowledged  that  though  it  might  be  a 
right  and  proper  thing  to  throw  open 
the  degrees  and  the  honours  of  the 
universities  to  Jews  and  Nonconformists, 
they  were  obliged  to  stop  there.  They 
could  not  accept  interference  with  the 
endowments  of  the  colleges  as  distinct 
from  the  University  itself.  That  for  a 
great  number  of  years  was  the  position  of 
Mr.  Gladstone  himself,  but  Parliament 
did  not  accept  those  doctrines ;  nor  did 
the  Liberal  Party  accept  them,  and 
eventually  the  Universities  and  colleges 
were  thrown  open. 

We  are  told  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  that  if  the  proposals  of  the  Bill  are 
adopted  the  sanctity  of  property   will 
be  at  an  end  and  the  direst  consequences 
will  follow.     While  desiring  to  treat  with 
the   greatest  respect   everything   which 
falls   from   the   Hps   of  the   noble   and 
learned  Earl,  I  am  not  prepared  to  be 
alarmed    by    these     dire     vaticinations, 
because,  oddly  enough,  I  have  heard  them 
all  before  in  this  very  House,  though  a 
nimiber  of  years  ago.     I  was  a  listener  in 
1867 — I  believe  it  was  the  first  time  1 
ever  stood  within  the  precincts  of  this 
House — when   I   was   still   in   my    last 
ye  r  at  the  University  at  Cambridge, 
to  that  great  education  debate  in  which 
Lord    Russell — a    name    always    to    be 
mentioned    by   Liberab    in    connection 
with  the  education   question    with   the 
deepest  reverence  and  respect — at  the 
close  of  his  great  career  and  just  before  he 
handed  over  the  leadership  of  the  party 
to  Mr.   Gladstone,  brought  forward  in 
your  Lordships'  House  a  series  of  proposi* 
tions  in  regard  to  the  future  settlement  of 
education.    I  well  remember  that  oration. 
A  young  man  could  not  possibly  fail  to  be 
deeply  impressed  by  that  great  speech 
from  the  Ups  of  the  veteran  statesman. 
But,  after  he  had  spoken,  there  rose  the 
then  Lord  President  of  the  Council,  the 
Duke  of  Marlborough.    He  implored  their 
Lordships  on  no  account  to  adopt  the 
dangerous  proposals  which  had  just  been 
placed  before  them  by  Lord  Russell,  and 
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lie  assured  them,  just  as  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  has  assured  us  to-day,  that 
if  they  did  the  sanctity  of  property  would 
be  at  an  end  and  the  country  would  fee 
the  effects  of  insecurity  in  every  quarter. 
He  finally  concluded  by  imploring  your 
Liordships'  predecessors  on  no  account 
to  substitute  for  the  existing  institutions 
of  the  day  another  edifice,  which,  he  said, 
ivould  be  one  based  upon  insecure 
foundations  and  certain  to  involve  all  who 
stood  near  it  in  ruin  ;  and  he  concluded 
by  imploring  them,  in  the  words  of  the 
great  Latin  poet,  not  to  erect  an  Excehre 
turris  tabulcUa  unie  aUior  esset  casus,  et 
insolUm  frxcys  immane  ruinx. 

Your  Lordships'  predecessors  in  title 
then  adjourned  and  went  home  in  a 
frame  of  mind  looking  forward  to  the  no 
distant  day  when,  owing  to  the  destruc- 
tive plans  of  the  Liberal  Party,  and  of 
Lord  Russell  in  particular,  to  judge  by 
the  words  of  the  Duke  of  Marlborough, 
the  satyr  would  be  dancing  among  the 
ruins  of  St.  James's  Palace  and  the  great 
owl  would  be  building  its  nest  with  the 
remains  of  the  Lord  Chancellor's  wool- 
sack. But  it  so  happened  that  all  the 
proposals  and  some  more  which  had  been 
brought  forward  by  Lord  Russell  were 
incorporated  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  in 
1870,  and  in  the  year  1906  this  House  is 
still  in  existence,  property  is  still  secure, 
trusts  have  not  been  abolished  in  conse- 
quence of  some  changes ;  and  we  have 
the  noble  and  learned  Earl  coming 
forward  and  asking  us  to  take  seriously  a 
mere  repetition  of  all  those  ancient  fears. 
The  noble  and  learned  Earl  commenced 
his  observations  by  saying  that  we  have 
no  facts  and  no  statistics,  and  that  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  furnish 
them.  I  did  not  understand  that  he  was 
asking  whoever  might  follow  him  in 
debate — and  I  have  that  honour — to 
take  up  your  Lordships'  time  by  pro- 
ducing and  reading  long  tables  showing 
the  total  number  of  voluntary  schools, 
the  total  number  of  council  schools,  the 
total  number  of  local  authorities,  and 
matters  of  that  kind. 


The  Earl  op  HALSBURY  :  I  beg 
the  noble  Lord's  pardon.  I  never  asked 
for  anything  of  the  sort.  What  I  asked 
for  were  Answers  to  Questions. 


Lord  PITZM AURICE  :  I  understoo  1 
the  noble  and  learned  Earl,  in  his  opening 
sentence,  to  suggest  that  the  House 
should  be  told  something  about  the 
number  of  schools  upon  which  these 
changes  would  operate. 

The  Earl  op  HALSBURY :    I    said 
under  Clause  4. 

Lord  PITZMAURICE  :    That  is  part 
of  it,  of  course.     So  far  as  I  know  these 
statistics   have   already   been    given   in 
another  place,  and  although  I  have  no 
authority  to  say  so,  I  cannot  conceive 
that  there  would  be  any  objection  to 
furnishing  your  Lordships  before  we  go 
into  Committee    with  statistics  showing 
the  total  number  of  schools,  the  number 
of   voluntary  and  council  schools,   how 
many  are  in  urban  areas  and  rural  areas, 
how  many  will  be  affected  by  Clause  4 
how  many  of  them  fall  below  the  5,000 
limit,  and  all  those  matters.    In  alludin; 
to  the  noble  and  learned  Eirl's  request 
I  did  not  do  so  in  any  hostile  spirit,  be- 
cause it  appeared  to  me  a  not  unnatural 
inquiry.    I    am    anxious    to   show   the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  that  in  all  matters 
where  we  can  meet  him  we  desire  to  do  so. 

As  to  the  5,000  limit,  the  question 
what  special  advantage  there  is  in  that 
figure  has  been  raised  by  the  noble 
Marquess  who  recently  presided  over  the 
Board  of  Education.  The  origin  of 
the  matter  was  this.  Those  who  are 
familiar  with  the  history  of  local  govern- 
ment in  England  are  aware  that  in  the 
year  1858  the  first  Local  Goveramcut 
Act  was  passed,  under  which  the  owners 
and  ratepayers  of  a  parish  or  township 
could  become  subject  to  what  was  then 
called  a  local  board.  That  Act  was  very 
considerably  abused.  A  great  number 
of  really  rural  places  calculated  that 
if  they  could  justify  themselves  in  saying 
they  were  a  quasi-rural  area,  they  could 
rearrange  the  highway  rate  over  the 
whole  district.  In  that  way  a  great 
number  of  small  places  gradually  ob- 
tained urban  powers,  and,  owing  to  the 
great  difficulty  there  is  in  England  of 
depriving  any  place  of  a  privilege  which 
Parliament  has  given  it,  these  places, 
which  are  mainly  rural  in  character, 
have  gradually  blossomed  out  into  pos- 
sessors of  almost  the  full  rights  of  an 
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urban  community.  One  of  the  objects 
of  this  Bill,  as  your  Lordships  are  aware, 
is  to  distinguish  between  town  and 
country,  and  therefore  all  that  this 
subsection  means  is  that  where  there 
is  an  urban  area  which«  in  its  character, 
is  not  really  urban,  it  should  be  treated 
under  Clause  3  and  not  under  Clause  4. 
There  is  no  magic  about  the  number 
5,000.  Some  may  think  it  a  little  too 
high,  and  others  may  regard  it  as  too 
low ;  but  I  have  told  your  Lordships 
tiiO  plain,  unvarnished  truth  as  to  the 
origin  of  this  clause.  The  position  of 
those  small  urban  districts,  quite  apart 
froiii  all  sectarian  questions,  has  been 
coiRtantly  a  source  of  difficulty  to  local 
iuii.xinistratord  and  to  the  Legislature, 
jiiid  the  Government  are  perfectly  aware 
that  in  dealing  with  them  in  this  way 
they  are  treading  in  the  footsteps  of 
those  who  have  gone  before  them.  Of 
.  ourse,  people  may  difEer  as  to  the  exact 
limit  of  population  which  ought  to  be 
Tixcd,  but  it  is  not  any  such  question 
which  has  excited  the  deep  feelings  shown 
m  this  debate. 

We  are  making  a  strong  and  honest 
j.ttempt  finally  to  settle  a  great  question, 
r.r.d  we  do  not  complain — it  would  be 
utterly  unreasonable  to  do  so — ^that 
our  proposals  are  subjected  to  severe 
examination.  But  I  think  it  would 
greatly  facilitate  our  task  if  noble  Lords 
who  oppose  the  Bill  would  make  their 
ideas  as  to  what  the  settlement  ought 
to  be  more  clear  than  I  venture  to  think 
they  have  so  far  succ^ded  in  making 
them.  When  I  read  the  letters  sent  to 
The  Times  by  the  highest  dignitaries  of  the 
Church,  by  bishops  and  by  deans,  I  am 
unable  to  recognise  any  unanimity  or 
any  coherent  plan.  I  have  noticed  the 
same  thing  before.  In  1902  there  was 
that  unfortunate  divergence  of  opinion 
among  those  who  might  be  looked  upon  as 
authoritative  expositors  of  Church  doc- 
trine on  these  questions  which  makes 
any  settlement  so  difficult.  After  all, 
if  you  diSer  from  a  man  or  from  a  public 
body  you  have  at  least  a  reasonable 
chance  of  coming  to  an  agreement  if 
you  know  clearly  and  definitely  what 
that  person  or  body  wants.  But  that  is 
not  the  case  here. 

The  right  rev.  Prelate  the  Bishop  of 
Birmingham,  who  I  always  mention  on 
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more  grounds  than  one  with  the  deepest 
personal  respect,  has  written  a  pamphlet 
setting  forth  the  objections  to  this  BilL 
I  understand  those  objections,  although 
I  do  not  agree  with  them.  But  then  I 
take  up  a  speech  of  the  Bishop  of  Carlisle 
who,  I  suppose,  also  speaks  with  authority. 
He  is  not  a  member  of  your  Lordships' 
House,  but  I  take  it  that  he  speaks  on 
behalf  of  the  Church.  The  Bishop  of 
C.'.rlislc  has  expressed  a  set  of  views 
absolutely  difEerent  from  those  of  the 
Bishop  of  Birmingham ;  and  when  I 
listened  to  the  admirable  speech  of 
tlie  most  rev.  Primate  in  your  Lordships* 
TI  >U8C  on  Wednesday,  I  again  seemed  to 
be  listening  to  a  set  of  opinions  which 
differed  from  those  of  both  the  Bishop 
of  Birmingham  and  the  Bishop  of 
Carlisle. 

There  is  a  further  difficulty.  We 
have  among  us  a  layman  of  the  highest 
character  and  reputation  —  he  is  un- 
fortunately, no  longer  a  Member  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament — who  is 
apparently  more  able  to  express  the 
views  of  a  larger  body  of  Church  opinion 
than  even  the  Archbishops  and  Bishops 
of  the  Church.  I  allude  to  Lord  Hugh 
Cecil.  In  the  days  of  Lord  Palmerston 
it  used  to  be  a  joke  that  if  you  wanted 
to^  find  out  what  v\ras  being  thought  in 
Church  circles  and  what  was  likely  to  be 
done,  it  was  far  more  important  to 
ascertain  the  views  of  Lord  Shaftesbury 
than  the  views  of  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury  or  of  Lord  Palmerston  him- 
self ;  and  in  this  matter  I  am  inclined  to 
think  that  if  you  want  to  ascertain 
the  views  of  the  majority  of  Churchmen, 
of  what  may  be  called  the  fighting  and 
energetic  body  of  Church  opinion,  it  is 
often  quite  as  important  to  know  what 
Lord  Hugh  Cecil  thinks  as  to  ascertain 
even  what  is  thought  by  the  highest 
dignitaries  of  the  Church.  Lord  Hugh 
Cecil — and  I  make  the  comparison  in  no 
uncomplimentary  spirit  —  is  like  the 
great  statesman  who  was  said  in  the 
eighteenth  century  to  be  the  secret  in- 
fluence behind  the  Throne.  He  is  a  sort 
of  ecclesiastical  Lord  Bute,  the  secret 
influence  I  behind  the  Archiepiscopate ; 
and  it  i.s  necessary,  ^if  we  are  to 
ascertain  the  vie^i^s  of  tha  Ohuicb, 
that  we  should  know  the  view&  of  Lord 
Hugh  Cecil.    All  these  views  appear  to 
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be  quite  different.  Ho\v,  then,  can  you 
blame  a  Liberal  Government  if  they 
are  obliged  to  steer  a  course  of  their  o^n 
and  judge  upon  the  facts  that  are  ac- 
cumulated in  the  Ekiucation  Office  % 

A  certain  tone  of  bitterness  has  been 
imparted  into  these  debates  apparently 
because  of  the  idea  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  embarking  on  a  course  hostile 
to  religion.  There,  again,  the  indict- 
ment is  not  always  the  same.  The  right 
rev.  Prelate  the  Bishop  of  London,  so 
far  as  I  was  able  to  follow  his  argument 
in  the  impassioned  speech  which  he 
made  and  which  we  all  listened  to  \^ith 
great  admiration,  attacked  the  Bill  be- 
cause it  was  chiefly  an  attempt  to  set  up 
undenominational  religion  at  the  expense 
of  denominational  religion.  That  is  a 
point  of  view  that  we  can  understand.  But 
the  noble  Duke  who  opened  the  debate 
yesterday  took  a  different  line.  He  said 
the  Bill  was  an  attack  upon  all  religion, 
that  it  was  an  attack  upon  denominational 
and  undenominational  religion  alike. 
We  are,  therefore,  in  a  very  difficult 
position.  We  do  not  know  which  of  these 
indictments  it  is  that  we  are  called  upon 
to  answer.  Broadly  speaking,  our  answer 
is  this.  The  people  of  this  country 
are  a  religious  people,  This  Bill  entrusts 
large  rights  and  duties  to  the  educational 
authorities  of  the  country,  and  it  is  not 
to  be  supposed  that  an  educational 
authority  elected  by.  religious  people 
will  be  likely  at  once  to  commence  an 
anti -religious  campaign.  The  law  of 
England  does  not  suppose  that  people 
will  always  act  reasonably.  Perhaps, 
if  that  were  so,  many  of  the  laws  would 
be  imnecessary.  But  the  law  of  England 
does  not  suppose  that  people  will  always 
act  imreasonably,  and  many  of  the 
arguments  which  we  have  heard  in  the 
course  of  this  debate  seem  to  me  to 
presuppose  that  the  local  authorities 
of  this  country  are  certain  to  act  in  an 
unreasonable  manner  and  to  abuse 
the  powers  given  to  them. 

The  contention  that  teaching  under 
the  Cowper-Temple  clause  will  lead  to  a 
secular  system  is  an  attack  not  on  this 
Bill  but  on  the  existing  law.  The  Cowper- 
Temple  clause  now  governs  the  education 
of  the  majority  of  the  children  of  this 
country.  The  number  of  school  depart- 
ments,  no   doubt,   as  divided   between 


voluntary  sohoob  and  council  schools  u 
about  equal,  but  when  you  come  to  work 
out  the  number  of  children  who  attend 
Council  schools  and  those  who  attend 
voluntary  schools  there  is  a  marked  and 
growing  preponderance  of  children  in 
council  schools ;  and  I  ask  any  of  your 
Lordships  who  have  had  to  do  with 
local  administration  whether  they  have 
found  in  their  experience  that  there  has 
been  any  deterioration  in  the  moral 
or  religious  education  of  the  people  as 
a  result  of  the  spread  of  council  schools. 
I  absolutely  deny  it.  The  Returns 
which  we  owe  to  a  Motion  by  the  most 
rov.  Primate  show  the  extreme  care 
which  the  local  education  authorities 
of  the  country  have  evinced  in  their 
endeavour  to  furnish  the  children  under 
thoir  control  with  a  good  system,  nob 
only  of  secular,  but  of  religious  education. 

We  have  heard  a  lot  about  Hudders- 
field.  Huddersfield  is  the  ewe  lamb  of 
these  discussions.  I  should  like  to  know 
a  little  more  about  Huddersfield.  I 
remember  that  in  1887  there  was  a 
Commission,  presided  over  by  Lord  Cross, 
which  presented  a  very  able  Report. 
At  that  time  a  great  deal  of  disturbance 
arose  because  it  was  found  that  in  one 
or  two  districts  in  Wales  there  were 
school  boards  which  gave  no  religious 
education,  and  we  weie  told  to  look  at 
the  shocking  results  which  would  accrue 
from  allowing  this  kind  of  thing  to 
go  on.  But,  when  the  matter  came  to 
be  examined,  it  turned  out  tluit  special 
arrangements  had  been  made,  and  that 
in  these  districts,  owing  to  the  very 
strong  and  active  religious  life  existing 
there,  this  education  was  given  in  a  far 
more  marked  degree  than  elsewhere ;  it  was 
not,  however,  given  by  the  school  board, 
but  under  a  highly  organised  system. 
Bearing  that  in  mind,  I  should  like  to 
know  a  little  more  with  regard  «:o 
Huddersfield  before  arriving  at  the 
conclusion  that  Huddersfield  is  the 
shocking  example  which  is  made  out. 
In  any  case,  one  swallow  does  not 
make  a  summer.  Huddersfield  is  not 
the  whole  of  England,  and  one  exception 
does  not  show  that  the  council  schools  are 
rapidly  drifting  into  indifference  with 
regaid  to  religious  education.  I  venture 
to  say  exactly  the  same  thing  with 
regard  to  some  other  observations  which 
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have  been  made  in  this  debate.  For 
example,  the  noble  Earl  who  spoke  last 
night  about  Wales  seemed  to  think 
himself  entitled  to  argue  that,  because 
one  particular  county  in  Wales  had 
declined  to  do  a  thing  which  all  the  other 
counties  in  Wales  were  willing  to  do, 
he  was  justified  in  asserting  that  the 
opinion  of  the  inhabitants  of  Wales  was 
equally,  or  almost  equally,  divided  on 
the  question. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
think  the  noble  Lord  misinterprets  my 
noble  friend.  My  noble  friend  was 
combating  the  assertion  made  by  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  that 
Wales  was  unanimous.  He  showed  that 
Wales  was  not  unanimous. 

Lord  FITZMAURICE  :  The  noble 
Earl,  on  the  contrary,  wished  this  House 
to  believe  that  there  was  a  wide  diver- 
gence of  opinion,  and  at  one  moment  he 
rose  to  great  heights  of  eloquence  upon 
i  t .  However,  for  an  ordinary  Englishman 
to  interfere  in  a  Welsh  dispute  is  rather 
a  dangerous  thing,  and  I  will  not  pursue 
that  subject  further.  I  ask  right  rev. 
Prelates,  in  a  perfectly  friendly  spirit, 
why  they  should  suppose  that  that  which 
has  happened  in  regard  to  so  many  other 
branches  of  local  e£Eort  should  not  happen 
with  regard  to  education.  In  regard  to 
this  I  desire  to  shelter  myself  behind  an 
observation  which  many  years  ago  I 
heard  made  in  the  House  of  Commons  by 
no  less  a  person  than  Mr.  Disraeli.  In  a 
debate  on  a  Valuation  Bill  he  pointed  out 
that  nearly  all  those  local  and  municipal 
institutions  that  we  then  had  were 
originally  in  their  inception  due  to  local 
efiort ;  that  gradually,  in  the  case  of 
each,  it  was  found  that  local  effort  was 
unable  to  rise  to  the  increasing  demand 
of  the  time ;  that  the  State  had  to 
interfere,  and  that  those  things  which 
were  originally  due  to  local  effort  became 
what  is  now  called  municipalised  and 
passed  into  the  domain  of  local  govern- 
ment. 

I  will  give  instances.  The  relief  of 
the  poor  was  originally  in  this  country 
largely  conducted  by  great  private  in- 
stitutions, but  the  Elizabethan  Poor  Law 
substituted  the  State  and  local  authorities 
for  private  institutions.    Our  roads  were 
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chiefly  made  by  private  persons  or 
associations  of  private  persons,  but 
gradually  it  was  found  that  local  effort 
could  not  keep  them  up  to  the  level 
which  modem  requirements  demanded 
and  they  passed  under  public  control 
Our  hospitals  are  largely  managed  by 
private  enterprise,  but  the  isolation 
hospitals  are  gradually  passing  into 
public  control ;  and  there  is  a  Committee 
considering  at  this  moment  whether  the 
hospitals  should  not  be  taken  over  or 
subsidised  by  the  State.  It  is  no  re- 
flection to  say  that,  with  a  population 
which  has  gone  up  by  leaps  and  bounds, 
the  noble  efforts  which  the  predecessors 
of  right  rev.  Prelates  made  are  now 
perfectly  inadequate  to  give  this  country 
the  education  it  requires. 

The  most  rev.  Primate  seemed  to  think 
that  we  were  unwilling  to  recognise  the 
noble  efforts  that  have  been  made  by 
the  Church  in  past  times.  We  who  sit 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  no  doubt,  have 
had  some  ancient  quarrels  with  right 
rev.  Prelates,  but  at  least  we  all  recognise 
that,  though  we  may  have  differed  as 
to  the  means,  our  intention  and  object 
have  always  been  the  same.  It  may 
be  perfectly  true — it  is  true — that  in 
the  eighteenth  century  the  Church  was 
indifferent  to  a  great  number  of  things 
which  she  has  taken  up  in  the  19th  and 
20th  centuries,  but  we  recognise  that, 
although  we  have  not  always  been  able  to 
agree  with  the  methods,  in  modern  times 
the  efforts  of  the  Church  have  been  great, 
and  it  must  not  be  taken  as  any  reflection 
on  right  rev.  Prelates  or  their  prede- 
cessors if  we  venture  to  say  with  great 
respect  that  the  time  has  come  when, 
in  the  matter  of  education,  the  State 
must  intervene  to  relieve  the  private 
individual  of  doing  that  which,  in  these 
days,  the  private  individual  cannot  do 
with  efficiency. 

I  now  come  to  the  burning  question 
of  dogma.  I  have  sat  on  Education 
Committees  with  laymen  and  with  clergy- 
men and  Nonconformist  ministers,  with 
men  of  all  political  opinions,  and  I  have 
invariably  found  that  heated  discussions 
about  dogma  and  about  all  the  questions 
which  play  around  that  word  sink  into 
comparative  insignificance  and  find  their 
level  when  a  certain  number  of  sensible 
English   gentlemen  are  gathered  round 
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a  table  and  have  to  draw  up  a  syllabus 
of  religious  eduoation.  Therefore  it  is 
that,  while  I  admit  that  many  ingenious 
points  have  been  put  to  us  in  this  debate 
which  it  may  be  difficult  to  answer,  I 
hold  that  if  you  trust  the  people  of  this 
country  and  their  elected  representatives 
no  injustice  will  be  done.  And,  in 
regard  to  dogma,  may  I  implore  right 
rev.  Prelates  to  remember  what  I  know 
must  be  present  to  their  minds,  that  we 
are  not  to-night  discussing  University 
questions  or  even  a  question  of  secondary 
^ucation,  but  that  we  are  discussing 
the  education  of  the  poorest  childrea 
who,  ex  hypothesis  are  all  below  sixteen 
years  of  age.  How  it  possibly  can  be 
<;onceived  that  these  children  aie  capable 
of  understanding  or  of  taking  in  every- 
thing that  we  mean  by  dogma  is  to  me  a 
mystery.  When  I  heard  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  yesterday  refer  to  those  schools 
with  which  his  *name  is  so  honourably 
•connected  in  the  various  districts  of 
London,  and  when  I  heard  him  talk 
about  the  necessity  of  the  childrea 
understanding  the  doctrine  of  the 
Sacraments  of  the  Church,  the  history 
^f  the  Church,  the  doctrine  of  the  Atone- 
ment, and  the  doctrine  of  the  Trinity,  I 
felt  that  if  these  poor  children  undeistand 
all  these  things  they  must  be  the  most 
wonderful  chUdren  in  the  world.  No 
attempt  is  made  in  the  great  public 
schools  where  most  of  your  Lordships 
were  educated  to  give  in  the  junior 
-classes  one-fifteenth  part  of  the  religious 
instruction  which  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
insists  upon  in  these  schools. 

I  wish  to  place  myself  in  regard  to  this 
matter  imder  the  «gis  of  a  late  luminary 
of  the  Church.  Cardinal  Newman,  in  the 
interesting  book  in  which  he  gives  a 
history  ot  the  formation  of  his  own 
opinions  and  of  his  own  life,  says — 

"  From  the  affe  of  fifteen,  dogma  has  been 
the  fandamental  primeiple  of  my  religion.  I 
know  no  other  religion.  I  cannot  emter  into 
the  idea  of  aajr  oUier  tort  of  religion  ;  religion 
«•  a  mere  sentiment  is  to  me  a  dream  and  a 
mockery. " 

It  was  bwoL  the  age  of  fifteen  that 
O^rdinal  Newman  tells  us  he  became  able 
to  undustand  dogmatic  religion  and 
capable  of  taking  in  the  great  truths 
which  afterwards  influenced  his  life  and 
the  whole  religious  life  cf  this  country. 
'Why,  if  we  have  it  on  the  authority  of 
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Cardinal  Newman  that  dogmatic  educa* 
tion  can  only  begin  after  fifteen  years 
of  age,  are  we  to  tear  one  another  to 
pieces  because  we  think  that  the  Cowper* 
Temple  clause  does  not  give  a  sufficient 
amount  of  religious  education  ?  We 
never  have  claimed  that  there  is  a 
Cowper-Temple  religion.  The  Cowper- 
Temple  clause  is  nothing  whatever  but  a 
series  of  negations.  But  what  we  do 
claim  is  that  Cowper-Temple  instruc- 
tion is  the  basis  and  the  foundation 
upon  which  other  and  subsequent  re- 
ligion can  be  built  up  ;  and  if  any  teacher 
in  a  Cowper-Temple  school  uses  his 
position  to  instil  irreligious  or  sceptical 
opinions  into  the  children,  the  people  of 
this  country  will  see  that  that  teacher  is 
made  to  find  his  proper  place.  They 
will  be  quite  strong  enough  to  do  it 
without  your  Lordships  tying  them  by 
minute  rules  and  regulations  in  the 
schedule  of  an  Act  of  Parliament. 

I  have  for  years  worked  at  this  question 
in  a  practical  way,  and  I  had  hoped, 
more  strongly  perhaps  than  I  can  express 
in  words,  that  I  might  live  to  see  the 
day  when  these  miserable  quarrels  should 
cease.  I  implore  your  Lordships  not 
to  approach  this  BiU  in  the  spirit  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl,  who  raised 
legal  points  and  dug  up  the  forgotten 
ashes  of  old  controversies,  but  to  try 
to  unite  upon  it;  and  if  you  think 
that  there  are  some  things  in  the  Bill, 
which  do  not  carry  out  our  intentions 
I  hope  you  will  try  to  put  your  ideas 
upon  the  Paper  so  that  we  shall  under- 
stand what  they  are,  and  not  enter  into 
a  sort  of  educational  Donnybrook  fair 
in  Committee  with  the  intention  on  the 
part  of  your  Lordships  of  tearing  the 
Bill  into  rags  and  tatters. 

There  is  a  delightful  book  which  the 
youngest  generation  as  it  grows  up  is 
always  instructed  to  read,  and  which 
contains  the  experiences  of  three  English 
travellers  who  go  to  foreign  parts.  They 
go  to  the  ancient  city  of  Prague.  They 
are  there  shown  a  horse,  and  are  told 
that  it  is  the  horse  of  the  famous  Im* 
perial  General,  General  Wallenstein,  and 
the   attendant    says — 

**  The  head  of  the  animal  is  new,  the  body 
of  another  horse  is  substituted,  the  legs  have 
been  repaired,  bat  all  the  rest  is  Uie  original 
animaL^' 
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It  appeared  to  me  that  some  of  your 
Loroships  yesterday  seemed  to  adum- 
brate a  state  of  things  under  which  when 
we  meet  in  the  autumn  you  were  to 
reduce  the  Bill  to  the  condition  of 
Wallenstein's  horse.  If  we  do  that  we 
are  running  the  risk  of  a  great  Parlia- 
m^entary  crisis.  This  Bill  is  an  educa- 
tional BilL  We  have  been  told  that  it 
is  not.  We  assert  that  we  are  making, 
an  honest  effort  to  clear  out  of  the  road 
this  great  religious  difficulty.  If  we  do 
that  we  shall  have  done  a  great  work 
for  education.  We  ask  you  to  remove 
this  religious  difficulty,  which  is  a  snag 
blocking  up  the  course  of  the  stream 
of  education.  For  that  reason  I  venture 
with  all  submission  to  implore  your 
Lordships,  as  I  believe  you  will  to-day, 
to  give  the  Bill  a  Second  Reading,  and  I 
am  confident  that  it  ought  not  to  be 
beyond  the  capacity  of  this  House  to 
unite  and  obtain  for  the  Bill  what  is  far 
more  important,  the  confirmation  of 
posterity  and  the  sanction  of  time. 

Thb  lord  BISHOP  OF  WINCHES- 
TER :  My  Lords,  I  must  crave  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  in  intervening 
after  the  utterances  of  one  of  the  most 
eloquent  of  the  veterans  of  debate  on 
this  most  important  subject.  A  reference 
was  made  by  the  noble  Lord  who  has 
just  spoken  to  the  occupants  of  these 
Benches  with  regard  to  our  apparent 
want  of  unity.  The  noble  Lord  spoke 
in  such  a  kindly  tone  of  my  right  rev. 
brethren  that  I  feel  quite  certain;there  was 
nothing  ill-natured  intended  in  his  re- 
ference. We  can  only  say  that  if  the 
bishops  on  the^  bench  did  not  represent 
the  different  aspects  and  phases  of 
public  opinion  they  would  be  far  less 
entitled  to  the  confidence  of  the  country 
than  I  trust  they  are.  In  a  certain 
measure,  both  from  their  numbers  and 
the  greatness  of  their  responsibility,  they 
correspond  to  the  members  of  the  Cabinet, 
and  I  do  not  suppose  that  even  in  the 
sacred  precincts  of  the  Cabinet  there  is 
always  absolute  harmony  or  agreement 
upon  the  most  important  topics  that 
from  time  to  time  arise. 

We  have  been  appealed  to  in  reference 
to  this  Bill  to  regard  it  as  an  instalment 
of  a  final  settlement.  I  confess  that  we 
regard  this  Bill  as  presenting  very  little 
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prospect  of  a  final  settlement,  and  a 
offering  very  little  hope  or  expectation 
of  peace  upon  this  great  question.  There 
were,  no  doubt,  many  grievances  felt  <»i 
both  sides  in  regard  to  religious  education 
— ^there  were  grievances  of  Noncimfoim- 
ist  ratepayers,  parents,  and  teachers,  and 
grievances  of  Church  of  England,  Roman. 
CathoUc,  and  Jewish  ratepayers,  who 
had  to  support  the  provided  schools  as 
well  as  their  own.  There  were,  as  I  have 
said,  grievances  on  both  sides,  and  I  had 
hoped  that  as  there  was  this  sort  of 
mandate  to  take  up  the  question  all  tiiesa 
grievances  might  be  dealt  with. 

We  have  acknowledged  that  in  single 
school  areas  in  country  districts  the 
Nonconformists  have  a  real  grievance, 
but  the  denommationalists  also  have  a 
similar  grievance,  for  there  are  1,300 
single  provided  school  areas.  We  had 
hoped  that  it  would  have  been  possibte  to 
introduce  a  Bill  honestly  and  satisfactorily 
to  remove  those  grievances  on  both 
sides,  and  to  provide  the  foundations 
for  a  real  settlement  and  the  hope 
of  a  lasting  peace.  Instead  of  that 
we  have  this  great  measure,  great  on 
account  of  its  scope  and  its  disturbing 
influences ;  and  we  can  only  say  that 
the  attempt  which  is  no  doubt  being  made 
to  remove  certain  grievances  will  in- 
troduce many  others,  religious,  ednea- 
tional,  and  civic.  The  consequence  is 
that  we  can  only  regard  with  the  gravest 
apprehensions  the  results  of  such  a 
measure,  if  it  is  carried  into  law.  I 
think  I  may  say,  on  behalf  of  my  right 
rev.  brethren  who  are  taking  part  in 
this  debate,  that  we  assent  to  die  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  without  a  division 
on  two  grounds.  No  one  pretends  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  or,  at  any  rate, 
many  of  them,  have  been  adequately 
discussed  elsewhere,  and  this  bemg  so 
its  provisions  should  be  subjected  in 
your  Lordships'  House  to  the  most 
searching  investigation.  In  the  seoond 
place,  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill 
has  been  passed,  as  we  know,  by  an 
overwhelming  majority  elsewhere,  and 
I  am  sure  we  shall  be  agreed  tiiat  it  is 
entitled  to  the  most  considerate  treatment, 
scrupulous,  careful,  and  respectful,!  as 
so  great  a  majority  fully  deserves.. 

I  do  not  intend  to  enter  into  many  of 
the    extraordinary   features    ^kioh    thia 
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Bill  oontains,  and  w^hich  were  amply  and 
most  brilliantly  dealt  with  last  night. 
We  were  invited  yesterday  to  look  at 
the  Bill  not  as  clergy  but  as  citizens. 
We  bishops,  I  hope,  are  capable  of 
looking  at  this  great  question  as  citizens, 
but  as  Christian  citizens,  as  citizens  ivho 
have  a  duty  towards  the  children  ;  and 
I  think  we  may  ask  whether,  with 
teachers  who  need  not  teach,  witii  chil- 
dren who  need  not  attend,  and  with 
religion  treated  as  an  extra  subject,  it 
is  at  all  likely  that  religious  instruction 
is  going  to  be  adequately  given  to  the 
children  of  our  people.  We  are  forced 
to  look  upon  the  subject  as  men  who 
have  a  very  sacred  commission  and  a 
grave  responsibility,  and  we  ask  whether 
the  facilities  that  are  offered  to  us  under 
Clause  3,  which  have  been  demonstrated 
to  be  delusive  and  nugatory  and  entangled 
with  all  kinds  of  exasperating  difficulties 
at  each  stage — whether  those  facilities 
are  likely  to  offer  any  hope  that  we  shall 
be  able  to  retain  the  privilege  of  giving 
denominational  teaching  in  our  schools. 
This  clause  presents  as  matiy  difficulties 
as  facilities,  and  means  practically  the 
wreckage,  the  destruction,  of  our  schools. 

We  are  told  that  this  is  an  unde- 
nominational Bill,  and  that  its  object  is 
to  establish  an  undenominational  system. 

''It  is  an  undenominational   Bill   and  we 
have  to  regard  it  in  that  light." 

Those  were  the  words  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  We  have  been  told  in  the 
historic  discussions  of  this  great  question 
that  the  imdenominational  system  is  the 
counterpart  of  the  voluntary  system, 
which  it  supplemented,  but  did  not 
supplant.  But  this  Bill  destroys  the 
voluntary  system,  and  therefore  the 
compact  is  at  an  end.  Many  of  us  say 
that  the  time  surely  has  come  when  the 
Cowper-Temple  clause,  upon  which  that 
compact  seemed  to  hinge,  might  well 
disappear.  We  contend  that  liberal  and 
just  statesmanship  would  surely,  in  any 
large  measure  dealing  with  such  a  ques- 
tion, grant  facilities  all  round,  and 
would  regard  facilities  as  the  rights  of  the 
parents  and  not  give  them  as  grudging 
concessions  to  sectarian  pressure. 

The  noble  Lord  the  Under-Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  affairs  practically 
told  us  that  we  ought  to  be  very  glad 
to  have  so  good  a  system  as  the  unde- 
nominational system  continued,  extended, 


and  made  almost  imiversal.  May  I  ask 
your  Lordships'  attention  for  a  few 
moments  to  the  working  of  this  unde- 
nominational system,  and  the  character 
it  assumes  according  to  the  description  of 
those  who  are  specially  supporting  it 
I  have  the  greater  pleasure  in  referring  to 
this  subject  because  Mr.  BirreU,  in 
introducing  the  Bill,  referred  to  the 
working  of  the  system  in  the  county  of 
Hampshire  and  to  the  excellence  of  the 
syllabus  which  there  prevails.  Hamp- 
shire is  not  unique  in  that  respect.  At 
Liverpool  and  Bootle,  in  Lincolnshire,  and 
Oxfordshire,and  elsewhere  we  see  excellent 
and  admirable  syUabuses.  Therefore  it  is 
very  natural  for  the  noble  Lord  to  ask. 
Why  should  you  not  be  satisfied  with 
these  excellent,  admirable  syllabuses  ? 
The  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  told  us  last  night  that  the 
imdenominational  system  was  a  form  of 
religion  which  could  be  accepted  by  all 
alike,  and  the  noble  Earl  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council,  in  moving  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  declared  that 

''  this  religion  meets   the    reanirements  of 
the  vast  majority  of  the  parents. 

Now,  with  regard  to  the  working  of 
this  syslem.  On  looking  through  a  list 
of  320  local  authorities  I  find  that  there 
are  seventy  which  publish  no  syllabuses. 
I  am  aware  that  in  a  few  cases  religious 
teaching  may  be  given  without  a  syllabus. 
The  case  of  Huddersfield  is  not  at  all  an 
unique  and  isolated  instance.  I  have  here 
a  list  of  seventy  local  authorities  which 
publish  no  syllabus  at  all — ^twenty-one 
are  administrative  counties,  five  county 
boroughs,  ten  boroughs  over  20,000, 
and  about  forty  boroughs  with  a  popula- 
tion of  over  10,000.  After  thirty-five 
years  of  the  application  of  this  system, 
we  find  seventy  local  authorities  declining 
to  publish  any  religious  syllabus.  And 
when  we  look  at  the  syllabuses  them- 
selves what  do  we  fiiid  ?  Do  they 
show  any  sort  of  agreement  ?  They 
vary  in  different  counties.  Are  these 
syllabuses  likely  to  improve  ?  Is  there 
likely  to  be  an  increase  through  suddenly 
flooding  the  country  with  this  sreat 
extension  of  the  undenominational 
system  ?  Is  it  not  far  more  likely  that 
under  the  operation  of  the  BUI  the 
irreligious  character  of  the  education 
will  increase  1  The  excellence  of  the 
teaching  in  many  provided  schoob  I  do 
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not  deny,  but  that  excellence  is  very 
much  due  to  healthy  rivalry  between 
provided  and  voluntary  schools,  the 
examples  of  Church  schools,  and  the 
influence  of  good  and  earnest  men 
interested  in  both  classes  of  schools.  In 
passing,  I  should  like  to  pay  a  tribute 
of  the  deepest  respect  and  regard  to  the 
late  Lord  Northbrook,  the  influence  of 
whose  character  and  whose  piety  and 
truth  and  moral  strength  are  reflected, 
I  believe,  in  that  very  Hampshire 
syllabus  to  the  excellence  of  which  Mr. 
Birrell  called  public  attention. 

The  undenominational  system  has  been 
working  side  by  side  with  a  volimtary 
system  guaranteed  by  pledges  and  trusts, 
and  I  deny  that  there  has  been  any  friction 
arising  from  the  religious  difliculty  until 
on  the  eve  of  elections  when  political  ex- 
citement is  stimulated ;  but  with  14,000 
voluntary  or  non-provided  schools  added 
to  those  under  undenominational  control  I 
look  with  grave  apprehension  to  the  dis- 
cord that  will  result  and  the  effect  upon 
religious  instruction.  Suppose  you  have 
6,000  apples,  many  of  them  very  good 
and  many  of  them  very  bad,  and  suddenly 
you  add  14,000  apples  to  them.  May  I 
ask  whether  the  14,000  added  apple** 
will  derive  goodness  from  the  good 
apples  or  badness  from  the  bad  apples  ? 
We  know  what  will  be  the  efiect  if  the 
whole  system  is  to  be  made  uniform.  Is 
it  not  absolutely  certain  that  the  defec- 
tive side  of  the  undenominational  system 
will  swell  and  grow  and  attach  itself 
to  the  new  group  of  added  schools  ? 

We  are  told  that  Oowper-Temple 
instruction  has  common  elements  of 
Christianity,  and  that  it  represents  the 
teaching  of  the  Church  in  the  first  three 
centuries.  I  have  looked  into  the  matter 
and  can  see  not  the  slightest  ground  for 
such  an  assertion.  There  is  nothing  in 
connection  with  the  Cowper-Temple 
clause  or  with  the  undenominational 
system   of  religion   that   guarantees   to 

•  any  school  any  religious  teaching  or 
any  Bible  or  Christian  teaching.  It 
depends  entirely  upon  the  will  and  whim 
of  the  local  authority.  Mr.  Bryce  is  a 
statesman  whose  authority  in  all  matters 

•  of  history  we  are  delighted  to  honour 
and  respect,  but  when  he  tells  us  that 

.  the  Christianity  of  the  first  three  oen- 
,  turies  represented  Cowper-Templeism  I 
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confess  I  am  amazed.  The  Holy  Trinity, 
the  Incarnation  of  our  Lord,  and  the 
Divinity  of  Christ — this  has  ever  been 
the  foundation  of  Christianity ;  and 
there  is  no  sort  of  diflerence  between 
the  Christianity  of  the  twentieth  century 
and  that  of  the  third  century  in  tiiat 
respect.  If  we,  with  the  responsibility 
of  teaching  the  children,  shrink  back 
in  any  way  from  insisting  that  ihey 
should  be  taught  the  foundation  of 
Christianity  we  should  be  &itUe6s  to 
our  trust,  and  as  faithless  to  the  Churdt 
of  the  first  three  centuries  as  to  the 
Church  of  the  twentieth  century. 

Reference  has  been  made  to  dogma 
as  if  it  were  possible  to  teach  little 
children  without  dogma.  People  are 
apparently  extraordinarily  afraid  of  the 
word  dogma.  It  is  the  phrase  they 
are  afraid  of,  not  the  thing.  Tou  take 
your  little  child  on  your  knee  and  teach 
him  the  simplest  text  out  of  the  Scriptnie 
— "  Suffer  little  children  to  come  unto 
Me."  If  you  are  a  Christian  parent 
and  teach  your  little  child  the  meaning 
of  that  text,  you  cannot  explain  the  last 
word  of  it  without  impressing  upon  the 
child's  mind  the  greatest,  the  profoundest 
dogma  of  the  Christian*  faith.  I  am 
told  that  we  should  not  confuse  the 
minds  of  children  with  elaborate  subtle- 
ties. I  have  here  a  letter  which  I 
received  the  night  before  last  from  the 
Isle  of  Wight.  The  writer  objects  to 
children  in  the  schools  of  the  Isle  of 
Wight  being  taught  that  the  earth 
goes  round  the  sun,  and  not  that  the 
sun  goes  round  the  earth.  He  objects 
also  to  the  teaching  that  the  earth  is 
round,  and  he  prefers  that  children 
should  be  taught  that  the  earth  is  flat. 
Children  are  taught  that  the  earth  is 
round  and  that  the  earth  goes  round 
the  sun  as  scientific  facts ;  this  is  not 
taught  by  subtle  arguments  or  by 
elaborate  mathematical  calculations.  We 
are  content  to  teach  the  children  the 
truths  upon  which  we  are  confident, 
without  muddUng  their  heads  with 
difficult,  elaborate,  and  scientific  argu- 
ments. 

We  are  sometimes  spoken  of  as  a 
Church  which  is  divided.  I  venture 
to  say  that  on  this  matter  we  are  a 
practically  united  Church.  BKgh  CSiuioh- 
men.  evuigelical  Churchmen,  and  devout 
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Broad  CSiurohinen  are  united  on  this 
question.  There  is  no  question  which 
has  stirred  the  Church  in  recent  years 
and  provoked  such  a  remarkable  measure 
of  unity  as  this  religious  question.  The 
accusation  that  the  Church  has  shrunk 
from  its  duty  of  Bible  teaching  is  abso- 
lutely baseless.  We  are  true,  I  believe 
truer  now  than  we  have  ever  been,  to 
the  position  which  was  taken  up  at  the 
time  of  the  Beformation  in  regard  to 
Holy  Scripture,  and  we  contend  that 
any  attempt  to  teacli  children  a  merely 
vague  religion  of  sentiment  is  false  to 
the  children  themselves  and  to  the  real 
feeling  of  our  country.  The  people 
at  large  do  not  expect  in  Church  schools, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  they  expect  it 
in  provided  schools,  that  instead  of  our 
Christianity  there  should  be  imparted 
to  the  children  what  is  practically  Uni- 
tarianism.  We  contend  that  to  the 
children  should  be  given  such  teaching 
as  is  quite  definitely  the  teaching  of 
the  Church,  and  is  not  capable  of  being 
confounded  with  the  views  of  those  who 
are  Unitarians. 
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year.  We  cannot  be  satisfied  with  a 
system  which  apparently  will  consign 
religious  teaching  to  teachers  whose 
capacity  for  teaching  will,  under  the 
present  Bill,  be  more  or  less  fortuitous ; 
and  we  cannot  be  content  aga^n,  with 
a  system  which  will  pretend  to  give 
religious  instruction  to  pupils  who  are 
not  required  to  attend  school.  That  is 
what  is  proposed  to  be  substituted  in 
the  li,000  schools  which  have  been 
giving  definite  religious  teaching. 


I  should  like  to  echo  my  own  father's 
words.  My  father  the  late  Bishop  of 
Liverpool  was  indeed  regarded  as  a  true 
and  faithful  representative  of  evan- 
gelical opinion,  and  in  one  of  his  last 
books  he  used  these  words — 

"It  ia  not  enough  to  say  we  believe  the 
Bible.  We  most  distinotly  understand  what 
tlie  leading  facta  and  doctrines  of  the  Bible 
are." 

This  is  exactly  the  point  where  creeds  are 
useful ;  and  I  have  often  heard  my 
father  quote  the  famous  words  of  Burke — 

*'  Subscription  to  Scripture  alone  is  the  most 
astonishing  idea  I  ever  heard,  and  will  amount 
to  no  subscription  at  all." 

If  our  schools  are  to  be  taken  from  us,  if 
the  volimtary  system  is  to  be  abolished, 
then  we  on  our  part  protest  that  the 
Cowper-Temple  clause,  which  may  have 
served  its  generation  very  usefully,  is  at 
present  an  obstacle.  We  cannot  be 
satisfied  with  a  system  which  is  not 
necessarily  religious,  and  we  protest 
against  a  system  being  made  universal 
which  is  not  necessarily  Christian.  We 
cannot  pretend  to  be  satisfied  with  a 
system  which  is  not  even  in  its  present 
workiiig  uniform,  and  which  will  not  be 
continued  with  certainty  from  year  to 


I  believe  the  country  is  right  in  making 
its  protest  in  the  name  of  religion,  and 
it  makes  its  protest  because  it  believes 
that  the  Bill,  in  its  present  form,  is 
declining  straight  down  to  secularism. 
The  claim  that  the  undenominational 
system  is  Christianity  is  very  largely 
fallacious.  The  system  has  no  founda- 
tion in  any  sort  of  religious  standard, 
it  varies  in  different  parts  of  the  country, 
and  it  is  not  necessarily  even  religious 
or  Christian.  We  repudiate  the  whole- 
sale imposition  and  endowment  of  this 
imdenominational  so-called  religion.  If 
either  peace  or  truth  must  be  dispensed 
with  it  is  going  to  be  peace  and  not  truth, 
for  it  is  better  to  ha^e  truth  without 
peace  than  peace  without  saving  truth. 

♦Lord  CLIFFORD  op  CHUDLEIGH  r 
My  Lords,  as  there  are  many  other  noble 
Lords  who  desire  to  address  you,  the 
remarks  I  have  to  make  shall  be  brief. 
The  position  which  members  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  are  taking  up 
in  this  House  with  regard  to  the  Bill 
has  been  clearly  put  before  your  Lord- 
ships by  the  noble  Duke,  the  Duke  of 
Norfolk,  and  the  noble  Lord  below  me 
(Lord  Killanin)  explained  to  the  House 
yesterday  how  there  was  no  possibility 
of  placing  any  Roman  Catholic  school 
within  the  comers  of  Clause  L  I  intend 
only  to  say  one  word  or  two  as  to  why 
we  consider  that  we  are  justified  in  de- 
manding some  other  place  in  the  scheme 
of  national  education  which  is  sought 
to  be  established  by  this  Bill. 

Mr.  Forster,  in  introducing  the  Act 
of*  1870,  said  it  would  no  doubt  be  a 
surprise  to  the  House  when  they  found 
that  the  Government  had  determined  to 
recommend  the  adoption  of  the  principle 
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of  compulsory  attendance  ;   and  lie  con- 
cluded his  speech  with  these  words — 

**  Again,  there  are  many  points  which  have 
to  be  taken  into  consideration.  There  are  the 
rights  of  parents,  the  rights  of  minorities,  and 
the  rights  of  conscience,  which  must  be  re- 
spected.*' 

I  maintain  that  the  moment  the  State 
stepped  in  and  compelled  a  parent  to 
send  his  child  to  an  elementary  school, 
the  State  took  upon  itself  the  duty  of 
seeing  as  far  as  possible  that  what  was 
taught  in  the  school  should  not  offend 
against  the  rights  of  parents,  the  rights 
nf  minorities,  or  the  rights  of  conscience. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
has  cast  doubt  upon  the  efllcacy  of^the 
conscience  clause,  and  we  maintain 
that  there  is  no  reason  why,  if  they  can 
be  provided  without  grave  incopvenience 
and  without  contiaeiable  expense  to 
the  public,  we  should  nob  have  schools 
which  would  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
parents. 

Mr.  Birrell  has  told  us— and  in  quoting 
his  words  I  do  not  wish  to  imply  that  I 
consider  they  were  uttered  in  any  un- 
friendly spirit — that  minorities  must 
suffer.  I  demur  to  the  word  "  must." 
That  minorities  do  suffer  no  one  knows 
better  than  those  who,  like  myself,  belong 
to  a  family  who  have  a  long  list  of  stories 
o(  civil  and  religious  disabilities  borne 
with  patient  protest  in  the  past  and  in  the 
hope  that  they  would  one  day,  be  re- 
moved. I  hope  that  the  memory  of 
those  times  will  prevent  us  from  ever 
adopting  a  form  of  protest  which  I  for 
one  consider  imdigniiied — that  'which  has 
been  adopted  by  the  passive  resister. 
We  believe  in  the  justice  of  our  claim  and 
from  it  we  will  not  waiver,  and  whatever 
happens  we  shall  continue  to  the  end 
hoping  and  trusting  that  this  claim  which 
We  consider  just  will  have  careful  con- 
sideration, and  appeal  to  that  sense  of 
justice  which  has  always  existed  in  the 
hearts  of  our  fellow  countrymen. 

With  regard  to  Part  II.  of  the  Bill  I 
wish  to  make  an  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment. When  the  Act  of  1902  was 
passed  a  duty  was  thrown  upon  county 
councils  which  they  did  not  seek,  which  in 
many  instances  they  especially  desired 
should  not  be  thrown  upon  them,  but 
which  the  Legislature  in  its  wisdom 
thought    would  be  better  entrusted  to 
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them.  They  have  done  their  best.  It  is 
needless  to  disguise  the  fact  that  theii 
best  has  not  in  every  instance  met  with 
the  thorough  approbation  of  those  around 
them ;  and  these  objections  are  crystal- 
lised in  the  delegation  clause  of  Part  IL 
I  will  not  say,  though  it  does  rather  strike 
one  in  looking  at  it,  that  Part  II.  was 
drafted  by  a  mau  who,  w^hile  **  willing  to 
wound,"  was  "  yet  afraid  to  strike."  The 
noble  Lord  in  charge  of  this  Bill  in  your 
Lordships'  House  has  pointed  out  that 
the  Government  thought,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  thought  rightly,  that,  con- 
sidering the  system  that  had  already 
been  inaugurated,  it  would  be  un- 
wise to  change  the  county  council  as 
the  local  authority.  But  I  appeal  to 
the  Grovernment,  in  compelling  them  to 
delegate  some  of  those  powers  to  other 
bodies  specified  in  Part  IL,  to  give  a 
patient  hearing  to  every  Amendment 
which  may  be  moved  to  enable  coimty 
councils  to  have  a  somewhat  larger  and 
freer  hand  in  drawing  up  these  schemes, 
in  order  that  the  knowledge  which  they 
have  acquired  with  much  patient  care 
and  toil  during  the  past  four  years  may 
be  brought  to  bear,  and  allowed  to  have 
full  play  in  the  construction  of  the 
schemes  which  the  Bill  contemplates 
they  shall  be  obliged  to  form. 

Lord  HATHERTON  :  My  Lords,  in 
the  very  few  words  which  I  shall  address 
to  your  Lordships  I  shall  confine  myself 
solely  to  the  clause  which  affects  trusts. 
As  sole  trustee  of  a  school  I  felt  it  my 
duty  to  make  inquiries  as  to  my  position 
with  regard  to  the  very  unusual  provisions 
of  this  Bill,  and  during  my  researches  I 
came  across  a  book  by  a  very  able  man 
entitled  "  Duties  of  Trustees,"  in  which 
appears  the  following  words  — 

"  The  third  duty  of  a  trustee  is  to  adhere  to 
the  terms  of  his  trust  in  all  things  great  and 
small,  important  and  seemiuKly  unimportant. 
This  is  bis  very  plainest  onty ;  no  trustee 
would  ever  deny  it,  or  pretend  to  be  ignorant 
of  it,  yet  it  is  his  hardest,  unless  from  the 
the  very  beginning  he  makes  up  his  mind  to 
it,  and  then  it  is  as  easy  as  eatine  bread  and 
butter  .  .  .  Never  argue  or  ref^  to  aign- 
ment,  but  bax ricade  vourself  behind  your  will 
or  your  deed,  and  whilst  profoundly  r^retting 
your  inability  to  oblige,  refuse  to  badge  a 
foot.  ...  To  behave  like  this  is  not  to  be 
cantankerous,  but  to  be  honest,  not  to  be  p|g> 
headed,  but  to  be  wise." 
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Perhaps  your  Lordships  will  be  sur- 
prised to  hear  that  the  author  of  those 
-words  is  the  author  of  this  Bill.  I  pur- 
pose, and  I  hope  that  all  sohool  trustees 
throughout  the  land  will  do  the  same,  to 
abide  by  the  instructions  thus  given  by 
Mr.  Birrell.  • 

♦Thb  lord  bishop  op  HEREFORD  : 
My  Lords,  at  this  stage  of  the  debate  I  feel 
that  I  rise  under  a  double  disadvantage. 
Those  of  your  Lordships  who  still  remain 
must  be  very  weary  and  fearful  of 
repetitions,  and  I  myself  confess  to  some 
weariness  of  these  educational  discussions, 
and  yet  there  are  some  things  which 
I  earnestly  desire  to  say  to  the  House. 
Some  speakers  have  promised  us  short 
speeches,  and  have  given  us  long  ones.  I 
do  not  venture  to  make  any  promise,  but 
I  beg  your  Lordships'  indulgence  and 
j>atience  while  I  say  what  it  is  in  my 
heart  to  say. 

First,  may  I  say  one  word  with  refer- 
ence to  a  speech  of  great  power  and 
eloquence  to  which  we  listened  last 
night — the  speech  of  I^ord  Robertson  ? 
One  thing  in  the  course  of  that  speech 
I  was  glad  to  hear,  because  I  venture 
to  hope  it  may  be  of  value  south  of  the 
Tweed.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
told  us  that — although  he  belonged 
to  a  minority  with  strong  denomina- 
tional convictions  whea  at  home,  he 
•  was  not  a  passive  resister.  Deprecating 
as  I  do  passive  resistance,  although 
I  was  glad  to  hear  that  statement, 
as  I  listened  to  it  I  felt  that,  being  a 
Scotsman,  tne  noble  and  learned  Lord 
probably  takes  it  out  in  theological 
argument,  but  we  English  are  differently 
eonstituted.  What  goes  down,  as  I 
£nd  in  my  experiences  in  the  country, 
deepest  in  the  common  social  life  of 
a  good  many  ordinary  English  people 
is  tiie  compulsior  to  pay  a  rate.  There- 
fore I  do  hope  that,  in  whatever  shape 
this  Bill  may  eventually  become  law — 
and  I  am  standing  here  to  support  it — 
ire  may  hear  no  more  of  passive  resistance. 

i^There  were  two  other  points  in  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord's  speech  to  which 
I  would  refer.  One  was  his  attack  on 
daiise  2,  subsection  (5).  His  complaint 
with  reference  to  that  clause  was  that  the 
local  authority  was  not  bound  to  take 
over   a  school,    and  therefore   that  the 


school  might  be  destroyed.  As  I  read 
subsection  (5),  the  intention  is  clearly  that 
the  trustees  of  a  Church  school  should 
be  free  to  negotiate  with  the  local 
authorities  and  to  require  that  facilities 
for  religious  teaching  should  be  given. 
I  suppose  it  is  pleaded  on  the  other  side 
that  the  local  authority  is  free  to  refuse 
to  negotiate — ^to  decline  to  take  the 
school — ^without  any  reason.  K  that  is 
so,  and  the  school  is  Uable  to  be  left 
derelict,  who  is  to  blame  ?  If  I  remember 
rightly,  the  Minister  for  Education  in 
another  place  proposed  that  there  should 
be  an  agreement  to  come  under  a  mutual 
obligation,  and  that  agreement  was 
declined.  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to 
throw  any  special  blame  on  the  local 
authority  under  the  Bill  as  it  now  stands. 
If  it  needs  Amendment  in  this  particular, 
in  order  to  do  justice  and  to  provide  a 
reasonable  safeguard,  let  us  in  the 
autumn  address  ourselves  to  some 
reasonable  Amendment.  What  I  felt 
as  I  listened  to  the  noble  Lord's  attack 
upon  this  Bill  was  that  the  root  of  his 
opposition  was  really  his  mistrust  of 
local  authorities.  That  is  what  lies  at 
the  root  of  very  much  of  the  opposition 
to  this  Bill.  All  those  who  are  in- 
fluenced by  this  mistrust — ^if  I  may 
venture  to  say  so  to  your  Lordships — are 
really  forgetting  the  claims  of  common 
Christian  citizenship.  I  do  not  see  how, 
in  a  constitutional  country,  we  can  fp 
forward  doing  all  our  various  parts  m 
common  Christian  citizenship  unless  we 
are  going  to  trust  the  local  authority,  the 
elected  representatives  of  the  people 
specially  concerned,  in  regard  to  their 
own  afEairs.  If  there  is  any  one  obligation 
which  may  pre-eminently  be  called  an 
obligation  of  common  Christian  citizen- 
ship, it  is  the  education  of  the  children 
of  our  poorer  fe»low  coimtrjrmen. 

Another  point  in  the  noble  Lord's 
speech  which  calls  for  criticism  is  to  my 
mind  his  attack  on  Bible  teaching  I 
felt  that  such  an  attack  camr  cuiiously 
from  a  Scotsman,  and  I  could  not  but 
feel  that  the  noble  Lord,  in  that  part  of 
his  speech,  showed  a  singular  absence 
of  that  spirit  of  comprehensive  charity 
on  which  depends  our  success  in  the 
region  of  common  Christian  citizenship, 
l-was  also  a  little  surprised  by  this  attack, 
because  it   did   not   exhibit  that  calm 
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impartiality  of  judgment — ^to  use  the 
language  of  the  Prayer  in  this  House — 
•*  free  from  all  partial  affections,"  which 
so  pre-eminently  distinguishes  the  noble 
Lord  himself  and  his  colleagues  when 
they  sit  on  the  floor  of  the  House  in  their 
judicial  capacity.  Therefore  I  have 
ventured  to  appeal  from  the  noble  Lord 
as  a  member  of  a  political  Party  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  as  a  Judge. 

Now,  my  Lords,  I  would  put  it  to  you 
whether  the  only  practical  way  of  settling 
this  question  is  not  the  way  which  I  was 
prepared  to  call  the  way  of  compromise, 
out  as  my  brother  of  South wark  does  not 
like  the  word  "  compromise  "  I  will  call 
it  the  way  of  reason,  the  way  of  good 
practical  sense,  and  the  way  of  good 
Christian  citizenship.  There  may  be 
many  defects  in  the  Bill,  but  taking  it  as 
a  whole — and  it  is  as  a  whole  that  we 
must  discuss  it — the  Bill  is  an  honest 
attempt  to  solve  this  very  complex  and 
difficult  question  on  these  principles.  We 
arc  told  that  it  is  not  logical.  In  m 
younger  days  I  was  one  of  thoso-wKSTad 
the  privilege  of  being  taught  logic  at 
Oxford ;  and  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
statement.  I  do  not  like  to  hear  this  slur 
cast  upon  the  Bill  by  persons  many  of 
.whom  have  never  studi^  logic,  and  who 
say  that  it  is  an  illogical  Bill.  If  you 
acunit  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  State  to 
train  and  rear  up  the  best  citizens,  and 
if  you  agree,  as  I  think  you  do,  that  the 
New  Testament  is  the  best  of  all  practical 
instruments  for  attaining  that  end,  I  say 
that  a  Bill  which  bases  itself  upon  the 
plain  and  honest  and  devout  teaching 
of  the  Bible  in  the  hands  of  a  good  teacher 
is  a  logical  Bill.  As  to  the  logic  of 
extreme  opponents  on  the  one  side  or  the 
other,  I  say^that  in  the  face  of  this 
complex  and  burning  question  it  is  logic 
divorced  from  commonsense. 

There  are  two  classes  of  persons  who 
are  conscientiously  opposed  to  the  Bill. 
All  conscientious  opposition  deserves  our 
greatest  consideration.  The  two  classes 
to  which  I  refer  are  the  extreme  secular- 
ists and  the  extreme  denominationalists. 
These  I  hold  to  be  the  real  opponents  of 
the  Bill.  There  are  many  other  persons 
who  oppose  from  various  incidental 
reasons  which  we  need  not  go  into  ;  but 
these  two  classes  overlook  two  very 
important  things.     First,  they  overlook 
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the  fact  that  we  ought  to  hold  our 
particularist  views  so  as  not  to  forget  that 
we  are  citizens.  The  secularists,  I  must 
admit,  with  few  exceptions,  have  re- 
cognised this,  and  I  am  grateful  to  them 
for  that  recognition,  because  I  mysdf 
should  fear.the  consequences  of  a  secular 
system.  But  I  am  bound  sorrowfully 
to  admit  that  a  great  many  of  our 
denominationalists — ^what  I  may  caU 
high  denominationalists — ^have  iailed  to 
see  it,  and  I  regret  that  this  is  so.  I 
regret  it  especially  because,  if  I  understand 
the  matter  rightly,  this  forgetfulness  b 
bringing  about  the  unhappy  result  that  the 
contest  is  tending  to  become,  and  is  in 
danger  of  becoming,  a  contest  between  thft 
spirit  of  ecclesiasticism  and  the  spirit 
of  citizenship.  That  is  a  deplorable 
thing.  Although  I  have  the  greatest 
respect  for  my  high  denominationAl 
brethren,  I  am  constantly  struck  by  one 
thing.  There  are  no  men  more  possessed 
by  a  burning  desire  for  visible  unity, 
and  yet  thej  of  all  others  are  the  men 
stereotype  tec  <Jivisions. 


child. 


in- 


Then   the   second   thingVwhioh   beUi 
secularists  and  high  denon^fttionalisti 
are    overlooking   is   the    perskn    chieil7 
concerned — namely,     the     httr 
When  I  look  at  tlus  matter  as  a 
educationist,  I  ask  myself  what 
the   result  if  we  estabUshed  a 
system,  or  a  secular  system  witi 
ties,  such^  as  Mr.  Chamberlain 
dicated,  in  the  hope  of  satisfying^  the 
denominationalists.    If  you  establish  ^ 
secular  system,  you  may  give  as  man^ 
facilities   as   you   please,    but   you   wilx 
practically  close  the  Bible  to  thousanda  \ 
upon   thousands   of   our   little   childrea 
during  their  growing  and  impressionable 
years,    especially    the    children    of    the 
destitute   and   derelict  classes,   so   that 
they  may  grow  up  without  any  of  those 
refining  and  uplifting  influences    which 
came  to  most  of  us  we  can  hardly  re- 
member how,  but  they  came  to  us  in  our 
infancy,   through  long  familiarity  with 
the  teaching  and  praying  in  connection 
with  the  reading  of  the  Books  of  the 
New  Testament.     I  say  that  this  will 
be    a    tremendous    misfortime    to    the 
future  of  our  English  race.    I  do  not  say' 
that  these  children  will  grow  up  pagans^ 
We  have  a  great  army  of  teachers  who 
are  giving  much  good  instruction,  but 
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joa  most  remember  the  disabilities  of 
the  teachers  under  such  a  system. 
These  teachers  would  have  to  stand 
&ce  to  face  with  these  children  all 
through  the  years  of  their  growing 
life,  and  all  the  time  the  one  Book  which 
they  must  not  open  before  the  children 
would  be  the  Bible.  I  venture  in  this 
Qpnneotion  to  appropriate  a  phrase 
which  a  highly  distinguished  and 
respected  combatant  in  this  matter, 
Lord  Hu^  Cecil,  used  the  other  day. 
I  would  say:  "What  a  gamble  in 
souls!"  I  repeat  that  this  Bill  adopts 
the  way  of  common  sense,  or  good 
citizenship,  or  compromise.  The  way 
adopted  by  the  Bill  is  the  true  way  of 
endeavouring  to  solve  the  question. 

I  am  grateful  that  the  noble  Marquess 
who  leads  the  Opposition  and  his  friends 
have  decided  not  to  reject  this  Bill  on 
Second  Reading,  but  to  accept  it,  and 
then  to  consider  Amendments.  I  sincerely 
wish  that  all  we  bishops  and  clergy  had 
taken  the  same  method  from  the  be- 
ginning. If  that  had  been  done,  I  think 
we  should  have  been  farther  forward 
towards  a  solution  of  the  difficulty. 
We  have  had  a  great  deal  of  denunciation. 
I  deprecate  all  such  denunciation.  I 
believe  it  to  carry  with  it  some  dangerous 
consequences  about  which  we  have  not 
thought  sufficiently.  Is  this  denuncia- 
tion all  over  ?  Mr.  Birrell  I  noticed 
the  other  day  in  another  place  expressed 
the  optimistic  view  that  it  was  over. 
I  wish  I  could  join  him  in  that  opinion, 
but  living  in  the  country  as  I  do,  my 
impression  is  different;  I  believe  it  to 
be  only  diverted.  I  fear  that  the 
denunciation  is  not  over,  and  that  it  will 
go  on  unless  the  most  rev.  Primate,  who 
I  know  dislikes  it  as  heartily  as  I  do, 
and  all  my  brother  bishops  and  noble 
Lords  opposite,  throw  the  weight  of  their 
influence  against  it.  I  make  this  appeal 
very  seriously,  because  I  believe  it  is  a 
most  grave  matter,  both  in  regard  to  the 
best  interests  of  our  English  Church  and 
the  spirit  of  Christianity  amongst  our 
English  people. 

I  would  emphasise  the  need  for  this 
appeal  by  two  illustrations,  both  taken 
from  my  own  immediate  experience.  I 
appeal  to  those  who  have  influence  with 
the  ordinary  delegates  of  the  English 
CSmrch  Unkm,  and  to  the  noble  Viscount 


opposite  (Viscoimt  Halifax)  in  particular, 
because  I  am  sure  he  dislikes  this  denun- 
ciation and  bitterness  as  much  as  I  do. 
I  appeal  that  all  possible  influence  should 
be  brought  to  bear  to  prevent  good 
clergymen  with  narrow  views  going  about 
our  country  districts  as  some  of  them 
are  doing.  One  of  these  good  men 
came  to  the  precincts  of  my  Cathedral 
the  other  day,  and,  within  earshot  of  my 
own  house,  delivered  a  speech  containing 
this  kind  of  language  : — 

"He  contended  that  only  when  they  bad 
tanght  the  children  to  believe  the  dogmas  of  the 
Catholic  faith  was  it  safe  to  go  on  with  the 
simple  teachinfi"  of  the  Bible.  To  attempt  ta 
teach  a  little  child,  say,  the  Book  of  Grenesis 
without  being  taught  the  dogmas  of  the 
Catholic  faith  was  absurd,  detestable,  and 
monstrous.  That  remark  would  apply  to  all 
other  books  of  the  Bible  with  the  exception 
perhaps  of  those  few  which  were  purely 
historical.  Thev  should  reject  and  fight  to  the 
bitter  end  this  deceptive,  delusive,  and  detest- 
able simple  Bible  teaching." 

I  feel,  however  good  the  speaker  may  be, 
that  that  is  very  mischievous  teaching  to 
our  plain  coimtry  people.  I  make  this 
appeal  in  the  hope  that  it  may  be  for  the 
good  of  the  Church,  and  that  it  may  help 
to  check  such  language.  In  the  same 
connection,  the  day  before  I  came  up 
for  this  debate  I  came  across  a  glaring 
poster  of  the  Church  Schools'  Emergency 
League,  which  was  being  posted  all  over 
our  Church  schools.  I  dare  not  unfold 
the  poster  in  this  House;  it  would 
disturb  the  harmonies ;  but  it  is  accom* 
panied  by  a  leaflet  to  the  following 
effect : — 

<*To  all  Christian  people.  The  Education 
Bill  banishes  the  Bible  from  all  elementary 
schools  iluring  school  hours.  Dare  we,  ^  a 
professedly  Christian  people,  support  a  Bill 
which  <liscredits  religion,  dishonours  the  Word 
of  God,  and  defrauds  the  '  little  ones ' !  ** 

I  do  not  stop  to  consider  how  that  fits  in 
\vith  the  other  High  Church  declaration 
which  I  quoted,  but  I  do  say  that  it  is 
the  plain  duty  of  all  moderate  people  to 
try  and  infuse  a  better  spirit  into  that 
section  of  our  Church.  I  do  not  think 
that  this  sort  of  propaganda  is  doing  any 
great  harm  to  the  Bill ;  on  the  contrary 
I  think  it  is  turning  the  feeling  of  the 
country  in  favour  of  it ;  but  as  one  who 
is  in  favour  of  the  Bill  I  am  sorry  that  it 
should  be  helped  by  such  advocacy* 
Moreover  I  feel  that  it  is  doing  a  vast 
amount  of  harm  to  our  English  Church. 
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Now  I  win  turn  to  the  reasonable 
•opposition  to  the  Bill.  This  opposition 
I  take  to  be  mainly  threefold.  First, 
there  is  the  purely  political  and  Parlia- 
mentary opposition.  So  long  as  that 
is  sincere,  it  is  of  great  value,  and  I 
•cannot  but  feel  that  it  has  helped  in 
another  place  to  improve  the  BiU,  and 
I  hope  that  in  this  House  it  may  still 
iurther  improve  it.  But  again  I  deplore 
the  denunciation  and  wild  lunguage 
of  some  who  ought  to  be  leaders  in 
the  political  world.  An  ex-Cabinet 
Minister  has  declared  that,  if  this  Bill 
passes,  rural  England  will  be  turned 
into  a  howling  w&demess.  There  is  no 
statement  of  a  responsible  person  which 
lias  given  me  such  a  high  opinion  of  the 
BiD  as  that  one,  because  the  speaker 
must  have  been  very  hard  up  for  argu- 
ments if  he  had  to  descend  to  language 
of  that  kind — to  compare  the  Bill,  in 
the  language  of  the  prophet  Joel,  to  a 
plague  of  locusts  with  the  Garden  of 
Eden  before  it  and  a  howling  wilderness 
lt)ehind  it.  But  I  notice  that  that  speech 
was  made  in  the  Albert  Fall,  and  I 
liave  long  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Albert  Hall,  especially  in  a  Primrose 
atmosphere,  must  be  presided  over  by 
Bome  mischievous  sprite  who  takes  a 
special  pleasure  in  luring  Conservative 
onitors  to  say  fooHsh  things. 


But  I  come  now  to  a  much  more  serious 
•opposition,  and  one  deserving  a  great 
<leal  more  respect,  and  that  is  the  opposi- 
tion of  our  clergy  throughout  the  country. 
This  opposition  may  be  traced,  to  a 
•considerable  extent,  to  two  things — 
anger  and  fear.  I  hold  that  it  is  not 
at  all  unnatural — ^it  is  very  natural,  and 
I  sympathise  with  it,  though  I  cannot 
join  in  it.  This  Bill,  unfortunately, 
came  upon  them  at  a  time  when  they 
were  still  very  sore  about  the  General 
£lection — a  soreness  which  I  myself 
happily  escaped,  being  far  away  in  the 
Egyptian  Soudan,  and  perhaps  in  conse- 
quence  I  am  able  to  consider  the  Bill 
in  a  calmer  frame  of  mind.  They  are 
naturally  sore  also  at  being  dislodged 
from  their  traditional  position  in  regard 
to   their   schools — a   position   in    which 

we  all  agree  many  of  them  lived  a  life 
of  great  self-sacrifice  for  the  good  of  the 
ohildren,    and    of    much    self-devotion. 
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In  our  country  parishes,  in   thousuids 
of  homes,  there  has  been  an  immense 
amount  of  self-denial  exercised  for  the 
good  of  these  children,  and  devoted  work 
done  which  has  been  little  recognised  and 
has  received  very  often  little  gratitude 
even  on  the  spot.   They  have  also  in  many 
cases  been  influenced  by  their  fears  with 
regard  to  the  future  education  of  these 
cluldren.    In  all  this  I  sympathise  with 
them,    but    I     cannot    join    them.      I 
cannot    agree    with  them,    because,   in 
the    first    place,    I    think    their    fean 
are    mistaken.     I    believe    their  pessi- 
mistic forecasts,  which  some  politicians 
have  encouraged    them    to    make,   are 
altogether   mistaken.      I    see     no    real 
ground     for    them.        On     the     other 
hand,  I  hold  that  their  attacks   upon 
the  Bill  are  belated.     They  are  attacks 
which    should    have    been    made    upon 
the  Bill  of  1902.    I  have  ventured  to  Kft 
up  my  voice  and  say  as  much  again 
and  again,  but  my  voice  is  a  negligible 
quantity  in  these  matters.    I  said  that 
these    attacks    are    altogether    belated. 
The  man  attacked  should  be  not  the 
present  Minister  for  Education,  but  the 
Prime  Minister  of  1902 ;    and  the  thing 
to  bear  in  mind  is  not  confiscation  but 
the   receipt    of    rate    aid.      It    always 
takes  some  time,  when  a  great  change 
comes,  for  us  in  any  respect  calmly  to 
review   our  new  position,   and  I   have 
good  hope  that  by  and  bye  our  clergy 
will  find  that  we  as  a  Church  are  in  as 
good  a  position  as  we  were  before,  and 
that  our  work  prospers  more  than  it 
ever   did. 


Now  I  come  to  the  last  form  of  opposi- 
tion— namely,  that  of  those  whom  I 
ventured  to  call  high  denominationalists. 
That  is  the  third  main  element  of  the 
opposition,  which,  like  Aaron's  rod, 
seems  likely  to  swallow  the  others.  We 
are  told  in  all  earnestness  and  sincerity 
by  good  and  earnest  men  that  they 
would  rather  have  secularism  than  plain 
and  free  Bible  teaching.  I  think  they 
are  wrong,  but  they  are  very  much  to  be 
respected.  They  say  that  undenomina- 
tional teaching  is  essentially  a  bad 
foundation.    Again  I  difier,  but  I  lisben 

with  all  respect.  My  brother  of  Birming- 
ham has  spoken  somewhat  to  this  effect, 
and  he  has  added  thatyie'^is'^passioiiateiy 
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clevoted  to  the  solution  of  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain. I  am  not  surprised.  If  I  lived  in 
Birmingham  I  too  might  perhaps  beoome 
passionately  devoted  to  Mr.  Chamberlain's 
schemes.  But  the  strange  thing  about  it 
is  that  even  while  Mr.  Chamberlain,  a 
pdlitical  Gallio  in  these  matters,  is  propos- 
ing his  secularism,  which  is  to  be  adorned 
1)7  facilities,  he  has  to  confess  in  the  same 
breath  that  in  his  own  city  of  Birming- 
ham, when  something  of  that  sort  was 
tried,  it  proved  a  failure.  If  the  thing 
iails  in  Birmingham,  what  about  other 
places?  If  this  happens  in  the  green 
tree,  what  of  the  dry  ?  Another  man 
to  whose  utterances  we  all  listen  with 
the  greatest  interest,  and  one  whom  I 
personally  regard  as  of  the  salt  of  the  earth 
in  English  politics,  Lord  Hugh  Cecil, 
goes  further,  and  says  that  the  teaching 
shadowed  forth  in  the  Bill,  which  I  call 
plain  and  free  Bible  teaching,  will  be 
ultimately  subversive  of  Christianity. 
There  is  a  great  deal  of  saving  grace  in  that 
i«rord  "  ultimately  "  ;  but  he  adds  further 
that  it  is  a  new  religion.  If  this  indict- 
ment is  true,  I  would  say  to  all  those  ^ho 
make  it,  why  have  you  held  your  peace 
these  thirty-six  years  ?  Why  have  you 
allowed  all  these  millions  of  Church 
children  to  be  subject,  in  their  impression- 
able 3rear8,  to  this  new  religion,  which 
presumably,  from  your  laying  such 
emphasis  upon  it,  you  consider  to  be  a 
religion  different  from,  and  far  inferior  to, 
Christianity  ? 

Another  question  to  be  asked  is,  have 
the  Nonconformists  of  England  really  gone 
over  to  this  religion  ?    We  say  no.    The 
only  solution  which  I  can  see  to  this 
difficulty    is    that    Lord    Hugh    Cecil 
4is  he  looks  over   modem    life    sees   a 
vast  spectre — let  us  call  it  a  Darwinian 
spectre — which  is  driving  before  it  out  of 
our  heart  and  life  the  doctrines  of  sin 
and  grace.    He  may  be  right,  he  may  be 
wrong  ;  but  in  this  I  venture  to  say  your 
Lordships  will  agree  he  is  profoundly 
mistaken.     He  finds  the  fons  et  origo  maliy 
the  source  of  all  this  mischief — ^here  ? 
Not  in  scientific  scepticism — not  in  com- 
mercial materialism — not  in  the  origin  of 
species,  or  in  South  African  mines,  or 
anjrthing  of  that  sort,  but  in  the  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching  of  the  Bible  to  the  little 
•children  of  the  poor.     I  cannot  account 
ior  it  except  that  he  sees  all  these  things 


through  his  own  high  denominational 
atmosphere.  This  strange  "  new  re- 
ligion "  most  of  us  have  been  teaching 
all  our  lives.  The  Bishop  of  Durham, 
the  Bishop  of  Liverpool — half  at  any  rate 
of  the  Church  of  England — ^have  been 
teaching  it  and  hardly  anything  else  all 
their  lives.  For  these  forty  years  it  has 
been  going  on;  in  Church  schools,  and 
board  schools,  and  in  all  sorts  of  places, 
it  has  been  taught  to  little  children ;  and 
in  multitudes  of  Christian  homes.  They 
have  been  doing  it  all  this  time  without 
knowing  it,  like  M.  Jourdain  talking  prose. 

But  that  is  not  the  whole  of  it.  Your 
Lordships  yourselves — almost  every  one 
of  you — have  been  brought  up  on  exactly 
this  kind  of  instruction.  I  will  not 
detain  you  with  many  words  of  my  own 
on  the  subject,  though,  having  been 
engaged  in  all  grades  of  education  from 
the  ragged  school  to  the  university 
itself,  I  have  had  some  experience  of  the 
subject ;  but  I  will  give  you  the  words 
of  one  of  the  most  d[istinguiBhed  of  the 
present  masters  in  public  schools,  namely 
Mr.  Page,  of  the  Charterhouse.  What 
does  he  say  ?  In  a  speech  the  other  day, 
which  I  should  be  glad  if  noble  Lords 
who  are  afraid  of  Bible  teaching  would 
read  throughout,  after  an  excellent 
argument,  he  says  this : — 

**  I  think  I  have  shown  that  simple  Christian 
teaching  not  only  can  be  but  actaally  is  given, 
and  I  refuse  to  Mlieve  that  w!iat  is  done  with* 
out  offence  and  without  complaint  in  higher 
schoob  cannot  also  be  accoiuplishel  in  ele- 
mentary ones.  But  how  ?  Qaite  simply. 
Put  the  Bible  in  your  teaohsrd'  hands,  train 
them  to  understand  its  plain  meaning,  and 
then  to  use  it  honestly.  ...  *  Hinc  lueem  et 
pocula  sacra,*  which  bids  us  all  from  that  pure 
and  unsullied  source  freely  drink  deep 
draughts  of  light  and  inspiration.  And  one 
last  word.  Trust  the  teachers.  Trust  them 
freely  and  from  the  first,  aud  then  your  wise 
confidence  will  be  paid  back  to  you  in  over* 
flowing  measure  into  your  bosom.*' 

I  think  that  is  good  advice. 

In  this  connection  I  refer  for  one 
moment  to  another  distinguished  teacher 
in  our  public  schools,  the  son  of  a  great 
Archbishop  and  himself  no  less  dis- 
tinguished— namely,  Mr.  Benson.  What 
does  he  say  ?  He  says  that  the  method 
of  public  schools  as  here  indicated  is  the 
right  method,  and  if  you  are  to  give  the 
best  teaching  to  the  young  you  must 
approach  them  not  through  metaphysical 
dogmas  but  through  their  heart  and  life. 
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through  their  emotional  nature,  teaching 
them  of  a  Person,  and  that  Person  our 
Lord  and  Master  in  the  Grospel.  All  of  us 
who  hive  had  anything  to  do  with  prac- 
tical teaching  know  that  the  real  secret 
of  all  teaching  which  is  to  be  really  bene- 
ficial is  the  influence  of  the  personality 
of  the  teacher  upon  the  chUd  taught. 
You  remember  every  one  of  you,  I  have 
no  doubt,  the  influence  of  your  father's 
reading  of  the  Bible;  therefore  let  us 
not  depreciate  the  mere  reading  of  the 
Gospel  or  simple  Bible  teaching  such 
as  that  which  you  learnt  at  your  mother's 
knee.  If  we  begin  to  intervene  ^^dth 
saying  we  must  have  first  of  all  Catholic 
truth,  and  We  must  then  have  ecclesias- 
tical standards,  and  what  not,  I  say  we 
are  interfering  with  this  highest  kind 
of  teaching  for  the  young  in  a  way  which, 
as  those  \vho  have  most  experience  will 
tell  you,  provides  no  effective  substitute. 
I,  then^  say  let  us  hold  on  to  our  devout 
and  free  teaching  of  the  Bible. 


venture 
opposed 
Anglican 
variation 
you  wiU 
in  words 


I   would   in   this   connection 
to  commend  to  those  who  are 
to  me  the  words  of  the  great 
poet  John  Keble,  with  a  slight 
of  application  which  I  hope 
allow  me  to  make.    Keble  said, 
familiar  to  all  here — 

"  There  is  a  book  who  runs  may  read. 
Which  Heavenly  truth  imparts, 
And  all  the  lore  its  scholars  need. 
Pure  eyes  and  Christian  hearts.  ** 

These  words  were  spoken  of  the  book 
of  nature — that  book  of  nature  Which 
the  British  Association  are  investigating 
at  York  to-day — that  book  with  all  its 
complexities  and  all  its  infinite  secresies 
and  difficulties.  If  these  words  could 
be  spoken  with  truth  of  the  book  of 
nature,  I  say  that  they  can  be  said  with 
ten  times  more  obvious  truth  of  the 
Gtospel  story  as  it  is  taught  by  every 
honest  man  and  woman.  Again,  one 
of  our  historians,  a  very  distinguished 
historian,  has  written  these  words,  which 
I  commend  to  those  who  oppose  this 
Bill  on  these  grounds: — 

"When  the  Bible  at  the  Reformation 
became  an  open  book,  there  was  laid  the 
&)undation  stone  on  which  the  whole  later 
history  of  England,  civil  as  well  aa  ec- 
clesiastical, was  reared. '' 

I  think  the  historian  might  have  added 
on  which  all  the  finest  elements  of  the 
character   of   the   English    people   were 
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reared— our  love  of  freedom,  our  love 
of  truth,  our  sense  of  personal  responsi- 
bility, the  simple  sincere  evangelical 
religion  which  has  done  so  much  to  make 
Englishmen  what  they  are.  I  say  again, 
let  us  hold  on  to  this  great  treasure  of 
our  English  life,  the  open  Bible  in  the 
hands  of  the  teacher  well  and  carefully 
trained,  as  in  the  hands  of  the  mother 
in  her  home. 

With  regard  to  the  Bill  itself  I  desire  to 
say  that  there  are  two  or  three  Amend- 
ments which  I  hope  to  see  inserted.  One 
is  with  reference  to  the  teacher.  There  is 
much  to  be  said  on  both  sides  as  to 
whether  the  teachers,  now  a  division  of 
the  Civil  Service,  should  not  be  kept  in  a 
neutral  position  with  regard  to  denom- 
inational teaching  in  public  elementary 
schools;  and  yet,  in  our  mral  single 
school  areas  I  hold  that,  for  the  sake  of 
the  children,  we  ought  to  allow  the 
teachers,  if  they  desire  to  do  it,  and  if 
they  are  free  fronib  all  other  school 
obligations,  to  be  at  tiberty  to  give  the 
denominational  teaching  in  the  Cate- 
chism and  the  Prayer-book  as  they  have 
in    many    cases    hitherto    done. 

Then  again  there  is  the  question  of  &cili- 
ties.    I  desire  to  see  the  facilities  which 
are  allowed  under  Clause  2  extended,  not 
only  to  transferred  schools,  but  to  those 
schools    in    single    school    areas    which 
happen  by  some  accident,  to  be  boaid 
schools.    I  see  no  distinction   between 
the  two  imder  the  new  system,  and  I 
think   they   should   be   treated   in  the 
same  way.    There  is  another  thing  which 
I  desire  to  see.    I  desire,  like  most  of 
your   Lordships,   to   see — though   again 
there    are    arguments    to    be    brought 
forward    on    both    sides — ^religious    in- 
struction given  day  by  day  within  the 
hours  of  obligatory  attendance.     I  desire 
that   in   the    interest   of   the    children, 
because  I  am  strongly  opposed  to  any- 
thing like  child  labour  as  an  equivalent 
of  child  instruction.     There   is   another 
point    which    I   wiU    not   argue     now, 
as  we    shall  have  other  opportunities, 
but  I  am  inclined,  if  public  opinion  is 
with  us,  to  go  a  step  further.    I  would 
say  that  in  all  our  public  elementary 
schools    Biblical  instruction  in  accord- 
ance with  the  fundamental  principles  of 
the  Christian  faith  should  be  ofiered  to  aU 
children.    It  would  be  for  the  parents  to 
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«ay  that  they  preferred  something  else, 
as  they  can  say  now,  but  I  would  offer  it. 

I  think  these  are  the  chief  Amendments 
which  I  desire,  and  I  hope  we  shall  not 
go  too  far  ¥dth  anything  which  in  another 
-place  might  be  looked  upon  as  wrecking 
Amendments.  There  is,  however,  one 
point  in  Clause  4  which  I  think  is  open 
to  question,  and  that  is  whether  it  would 
not  be  reasonable  to  drop  the  5,000 
limit,  and  say  wherever  there  is  bona 
fide  another  school  vdthin  reach. 

I  must  apologise  for  detaining  your 
XiOrdships  so  long,  but  I  wish  to  look 
4kt  this  matter  in  a  purely  practical 
way,  and  therefore  I  am  going  to  ask  you 
to  consider  for  a  moment  what,  so  far  as 
I  myself  understand  it,  will  be  the  result 
•of  this  Bill  in  my  own  diocese.  I  think 
that  is  the  way  to  look  at  the  matter — 
what  will  be  the  effect  within  the  sphere 
of  our  own  practical  operations  where  we 
know  the  circumstances.  In  this  con- 
nection I  think  two  things  will  happen. 
First  of  all,  our  county  local  authority 
•will  appoint  the  teachers — ^that  is  to 
«ay  they  will  do  so  through  their  Ele- 
mentary Committee.  Most  of  your  Lord- 
ships probably  sit  on  such  committees. 
Our  county  is  a  fairly  representative 
rural  county — there  are  many  such 
tip  and  down  England — ^and  our  local 
authority  is  a  good  Conservative  authority 
— ^I  myself  am  a  member  of  it.  The 
influential  members  of  this  committee 
which  would  appoint  the  teachers  all 
over  the  county — ^who  are  they  %  One 
is  the  Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions, 
a  very  leading  Conservative  gentleman 
in  the  county,  a  thoroughly  good  old- 
fashioned  Conservative  and  a  highly- 
honourable  man.  Another  is  the  Chairman 
of  the  County  Council,  a  man  who  has 
devoted  his  life  to  good  work  in  the 
county,  a  retired  military  officer.  These 
two  men  and  all  their  colleagues  will 
'  feel  in  conscience  bound — ^I  say  this 
to  reassure  any  of  my  Nonconformist 
friends — ^when  appointing  teachers,  to 
«ay,  "We  have  no  right  to  consider 
anything  but  the  obligatory  duties  of 
these  teachers."  But  when  they  come 
to  appoint  teachers  who  will  have  to 
teach  the  Bible,  they  will  say — at  least  I 
should  say — to  the  applicant,  "  You 
apply  as  a  volunteer  to  do  this  work.  It 
is  our  duty  to  remind  you  that  these 


children  will  be  committed  to  you  by 
their  parents  during  the  Biblical  lesson 
for  the  express  purpose  that  they  may 
be  taught  the  Crospel  as  a  Book  of  Faith, 
that  they  may  be  therein  instructed  in 
the  natural  way  in  the  fundamental 
principles  of  the  Christian  faith  and 
doctrine.  If  you  volunteer  to  do  this, 
we  will  trust  to  your  honesty  to  doit 
faithfully,  devoutly,  and  reverently." 
I  think  the  teachers  would  respond  to 
that. 

Even  if  I  do  not  get  these  two  or  three 
Amendments  for  which  I  shall  p^ad,  I 
shall  still  hold  to  this  Bill,  because  I 
learnt  in  my  youth  the  storyof  theSybilline 
Books,  and  I  know,  as  a  matter  of  more 
than  probability,  that  if  we  reject  this 
Bill  we  shall  get  something  which  we 
shall  dislike  much  more.  Therefore  I 
say  that  in  any  case  I  shall  support  the 
Bill.  But  supposing  it  comes  out  as  I 
hope  it  will,  the  Church  of  England 
schools  in  my  diocese  wiU  be  in  a  better 
position  both  for  their  work  and  main- 
tenance than  ever  before.  The  reUgious 
teaching  will  go  on  as  before  on  the  part 
of  the  clergy,  probably  better.  I  think 
that  all  the  attention  which  has  been 
drawn  to  the  matter  will  probably  stir 
up  some  of  our  clergy  to  be  more  active 
than  they  have  been  hitherto  in  this 
respect.  Some  of  my  clergy  are  most 
devoted  to  their  schools,  but  I  am  sorry 
to  say  there  are  others  who  prefer  that  the 
teaching  should  be  given  by  the  teachers. 
That  I  take  to  be,  from  the  clergyman's 
point  of  view,  a  very  grave  mistake,  but 
I  believe  that  under  this  Bill  the  religious 
teaching  will  be  as  good  as  before,  and 
that  the  secular  teaching,  seeing  that  the 
teachers  will  be  better  trained  and  paid, 
will  be  better  than  before,  and  that  for 
all  the  future  we  shall  have  our  school 
buildings  for  our  denominational  pur* 
poses,  we  shall  get  them  repaired  and 
extended  from  time  to  time,  we  shall 
never  have  to  spend  another  penny  upon 
them,  and  we  shall  be  relieved  by  the 
present  Minister  for  Education  far  more 
effectively  than  Mr.  Balfour  relieved  us 
from  an  intolerable  strain. 

I  only  wish  to  repeat  that  the  funda- 
mental mistake  of  the  opponents  of  this 
Bill  may  be  summed  up  in  the  phrase 
mistrust  of  the  local  authority  and  mis- 
trust of  the  teachers.    This  mistrust  in  a 
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constitutional  country  is  a  fundamental 
misconception  of  our  public  duty.  Why 
shoidd  we  mistrust  local  authorities 
in  these  cases  ?  They  are  elected  by 
the  people  immediately  concerned,  and 
80  long  as  these  people  remain  a  Christian 
people  the  local  authority  will  perform 
their  Christian  duties.  They  can  be 
turned  out  in  three  years  if  they  do  not 
satisfy  the  people.  I  am  not  afraid  of 
the  controversies  that  will  ensue  in  these 
places.  These  controversies  are  the  seeds 
of  new  life.  Then  again,  these  very 
local  authorities  are  largely  Churchpeople, 
and  they  have  been  brought  up  and 
instructed  by  our  bishops  and  clergy. 

We  have  had  instances  quoted — ^they  are 
exceptions,  whether  they  prove  the  rule 
or  not — such  as  Huddersfield.  I  think  we 
have  heard  almost  too  much  about 
Huddersfield,  but  I  will  refer  to  it  for 
one  moment.  I  have  never  been  to 
Huddersfield ;  I  hardly  know  where 
it  is,  except  that  it  is  in  that — ^what 
shall  I  say? — that  volcanic  region 
of  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire.  But 
I  happen  to  know  a  little  about  it, 
because  like  most  of  your  Lordships 
I  am  deeply  interested  in  the  question 
of  infant  mortality,  and  this  town 
of  Huddersfield  has  been  setting  an 
example  in  regard  to  infant  mortality 
which  I  wish  other  towns  in  England 
would  speedily  follow.  Under  a  highly 
enlightened  mayor,  Mr.  Broadbent,  a 
brother  of  the  great  physician  I  believe, 
directed  by  a  very  distinguished  officer 
of  health.  Dr.  Moore,  that  town  has 
reduced  its  infant  mortality  by  something 
like  50  per  cent.,  whereas  if  you  look  at 
statistics,  you  will  find  this  appalling 
fact  in  our  English  life — which  is  not 
altogether  irrelevant  when  we  are  dealing 
with  a  question  affecting  the  children — 
that  out  of  every  1,000  children  bom  in 
England,  something  like  from  120  to  200 
die  in  the  first  twelve  months.  That  I 
say  is  an  appalling  fact  in  a  civilised 
coimtry,  and  these  men  at  Huddersfield 
have  set  themselves  to  face  it  and  to  cure 
it,  and  they  are  reducing  that  mortality 
by  their  beneficent  methods.  I  have  had 
the  satisfaction  of  reading  of  the  results 
of  their  work,  and  I  would  like  to  see 
their  example  imitated  all  over  the 
country.  These  wise  and  beneficent  men 
are  not  irreligious  men.    You  can  depend 
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upon  that.  There  must  be  some  local 
reasons  why  they  have  thought  it  best 
to  confine  the  religious  instruction  in 
their  schools  to  certain  devout  religibu» 
observances,  including  hymns  and  praters 
and  perhaps  the  reading  of  a  passage  &om 
the  Bible.  If  our  children  are  brought 
up  with  daily  hymns,  and  in  an  atmo- 
sphere of  daily  prayer,  they  are  not  being 
brought  up  in  a  pagan  life.  I  say  that 
there  must  be  some  local  reasons  for  the 
step  they  have  taken,  and  I  wiU  simply 
abstain  from  a  verdict  until  I  have  a 
little  more  experience  on  the  point. 

My  last  word  is,  let  us  trust  the  local 
authorities,  and  let  us  trust  the  teachers, 
for  these  teachers  are  well  and  carefully 
trained,  many  of  them  in  Church  colleges, 
and  I  Would  venture  to  say  of  those  who 
are  not  trained  in  Church  colleges  that 
many  of  them  are  quite  as  well  trained  as 
those  who  are.  Some  of  your  Lordships 
must  be  familiar  with  the  colleges  of  the 
British  and  Foreign  Schools  Society. 
I  know  of  no  better  religious  atmosphere 
than  the  atmosphere  of  those  colleges. 
Again,  we  in  Hereford  are  not  considered 
a  progressive  people,  but  ^e  have  estab- 
lished a  county  college  for  the  train- 
ing of  teachers.  By  some  accident 
we  were  the  first  to  do  it  under 
the  Act  of  1902.  The  college  is  full 
of  students  under  an  excellent  principal, 
ai.d  they  are  receiving  first  class  Biblical 
instruction  inside  the  college,  while 
every  denomination  outside  has  oppor- 
tunities of  giving  additional  denomina- 
tional instruction  to  all  the  students 
belonging  to  that  denomination^  whether 
it  be  Church;  or  Congregational,  or 
Baptist,  or  Wesleyan,  or  ^hat  not.  I  am 
glad  to  think  that  the  various  denomina- 
tions of  Hereford  are  doing  their  duty  in 
this  matter.  1  do  not  know  a  happier 
instance  of  the  right  bringing  up  of 
future  teachers  of  the  young  for  the 
discharge  of  their  duties  as  teachers. 
Therefore  I  think  we  should  do  well  to 
remember  that  principle  which  Mr. 
Gladstone  used  to  be  fond  of  impressing 
upon  us,  although  the  advice  was  not 

taken  on  all  sides — that  we  should  trust 
the  people ;  and  the  persons  immediately 
to  be  trusted  in  this  case  are  tiie  res- 
ponsible local  authorities  and  the  res* 
ponsible  teachers. 
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I  would  conclude  by  expressing  a  hope 
that^    whatever    Amendments    may  be 
passed  in  this  House,  there  will  be  no 
wrecking  Amendments.    I  fear  the  con- 
sequences   of    such    Amendments,    not 
only  on  our  education,   but  on  many 
other  things.    I  am  afraid  of  what  I 
may  call  a  battle  of   the  giants.     Your 
Lordships  are  very  well  aware  that  in 
another  place  the  Government  possess  a 
giant's    strength.    This    Bill    on    every 
page,   by  its   concessions,   by  its  con- 
ciliatory paragraphs,  and  b^  its  exemp- 
tions,   indicates    that    the    Government 
have  said  to  themselves  that  it  would  be 
t}rannous  to  use  their  strength  like  a 
giant.    They  must  have  known  aU  the 
time  well  enough  that  it  would  have  been 
much  easier  for  them  to  have  passed 
through  another  place  a  far  more  drastic 
Bill — a  BiU  which  would  have  been  far 
more  distasteful  to  us.    Therefore,!  say 
let  us  give  them  due  credit.    But  in  this 
House  the  case  is  reversed,  for  it  is  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  and  his  legions 
who  possess  the  giant's  strength,  and  I 
venture  in  all  earnestness  to  ask  that 
they  will  use  that  moderately,  so  that 
we  may  not  have,   as  I  have  said,   a 
battle  of  the  giants  in  this  matter.    As  I 
look  back  on  the  history  of  our  own  and 
other  countries,  I  see  that  these  battles  of 
the  giants  have  produced  mainly  volcanic 
wreck  and  ruin.    If  I  look  to  the  sixteenth 
century,  I  see  the  battle  of  the  Church 
and   the  people ;      in   the   seventeenth 
century  the  battle  of  the  Church  and  the 
King ;  while  if  I  go  across  the  Channel  I 
need  no  reminder  of  the  French  Revolu- 
tion.   I  do  not  like  revolutionary  forces 
being  nursed  or  encouraged,  but  sometimes 
the  most  conservative  people  of   all  do 
the   most   nursing   and   encouragement. 
As  a  Member  of  this  House  I  fear  such 
a  battle,  because  in  all  my  reading   of 
history   I   have    never   yet   found   that 
amidst   this    volcanic    wreck  and   ruin 
it  was  the  people  who   were   buried  in 
the  ruins.    I  am  glad  to  think  that  we 
have  as  leaders  and  chief  advisers  in 
this   House  two  men  of  such  wide  ex- 
perience and  of  such  conciliatory  spirit, 
and  I  am  grateful  also,  if  I  may  be 
allowed  to  say  so,  for  the  equally  con- 
ciliatory spirit  of  our  two  Archbishops. 
We  have  heard  our  Primate — I  wish  we 

could  also  have  heard  the  Archbishop 

of  York,  but  he  is  detained  by  his  duties 


receiving  the  British  Association  at 
York.  I  wish  this  because  I  venture  to 
say  that  of  all  Episcopal  utteranoea- 
that  I  have  heard  in  connection  with 
this  controversy,  I  think  the  wisest  and 
most  conciliatory  have  been  those  of 
the  venerable  Archbishop  of  York.  I. 
trust  and  pray  that  this  conciliatory 
spirit  may  prevail  through  all  our  de- 
liberations in  the  autumn,  and  that  the- 
Bill  may  eventually  become  law  in  such* 
a  shape  as  will  produce  throughout  the- 
country  a  long  period  of  sorely-needed 
religious  peace  and  educational  progress.. 

♦The  lord  BISHOP  op  BIRMING- 
HAM :  My  Lords,  I  venture  to  intrude 
myself  for  the  first  time  upon  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  subject  in  your  Lordships' 
House,  because  there  is  a  point  of  view 
which   I  desire  to  be  allowed  more  or 
less  to  represent,    and  which  has  not^ 
I    think,    at    present    been    sufficiently 
represented  in  these  discussions.  I  listened 
to     the     admirable      speech     of      tha 
most  rev.  Primate,  in  which  he  impeached 
solemnlv   and  seriously   the   justice    of 
this  Bill,  and    I    followed  every  word 
of  that  impeachment  with  perfect  agree- 
ment.    What  I  desire  to  say  is  totally 
in  harmony  with,  and  supplimentary  to^ 
all  that  has  been  said  by  him  and  by 
others    who    bane    spoken    from    these* 
benches  and  in  other  parts  of  the  House 
I  listened  also  to  the  admirable  sugges- 
tions made  by  the  most  rev.  Primate 
for  the  mitigating  of  the  injustice  of  this. 
Bill.     I  listened  also  to  the  other  speakers* 
from  these  Benches,  including  my  right 
rev.   brother    who    has    just  sat  down,, 
and  with  the  Amendments  which  they 
suggested    for    the    mitigating    of    the- 
injustice  of  this  Bill  I  also  find  myself 
in  the  profoundest  agreement.     In  spite 
of  the  tone  which  pervaded  a  considerable 
part  of  the  speech  of  the  last  speaker,, 
when  he  came  to  mention  the  Amend, 
ments  which  he  desired  to  see,  I  waa 
extremely    glad    to    learn    what    those 
Amendments  were  which  are  not  to  be 
considered  "  wrecking  "  Amendmente« 

Those  Amendments  were  that  there 
should  be  Uberty  for  the  State  teacher 
to  teach  denominational  religion ;  that 
facilities  should  be  extended  to  all 
schools  in  single  school  areas ;  thatfall 
religious  teaching  should  be  within 
compulsory    school    hours ;     that   there- 
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should  be  an  extension  of  the  special 
facilities  under  Clause  4 ;  and  that 
there  should  be  something  approaching 
a  guarantee  that  those  wh^  give  the 
religious  teaching  should  be  persons 
qualified  to  give  it.  I  am  very  glad 
to  learn  that  these  are  not  to  be  con- 
sidered "  wrecking  "  Amendments. 

I  am  not  convinced  that  the  country 
itself  desires  the  abolition  of  the  present 
dual  system  of  schools.  Certainly  in 
the  district  from  which  I  come,  and 
in  those  districts  with  which  I  am 
best  acquainted  in  England,  there  is 
even  a  passionate  desire  to  retain 
the  dual  system.  But  *it  is  indeed 
easily  imagined  that  there  should 
be  a  general  demand  in  the  country 
for  the  abolition  of  the  dual  system 
and  the  substitution  of  a  single  system 
of  State  schools.  There  is  a  strong 
democratic  movement  in  the  country, 
and  we  all  of  us  knoT^v  that  it  is 
thoroughly  in  agreement  with  that  demo- 
cratic spirit  that  such  a  demand  should 
be  made.  What  I  wish  to  say  is  this. 
Supposing  a  Government  should  desire 
to  give  expression  to  those  great  principles 
about  which  we  have  heard  so  much — 
that  there  should  be  substituted  for  the 
present  dual  system  of  schools  a  single 
school  system,  and  that  the  State  should 
cease  in  any  way  to  inquire  into  or 
interfere  with  the  religious  opinions  of 
those  ^ho  are  to  be  civil  servants  in  this, 
matter  of  giving  State  instruction  in 
elementary  schools — supposing  a  Govern- 
ment were  to  introduce  such  a  measure, 
there  are  many  of  us  Churchmen  who 
believe  that  they  could  not  do  a  wiser 
thing,  and  there  are  a  much  larger 
number  who  believe  that  whether  or 
not  it  is  better,  it  is,  imder  modern 
conditions,  the  only  system  to  which 
^e  can  reasonably  expect  to  come 
and  there  are  very  many  who  are  per- 
fectly ready  to  accept  it  when  it  comes. 
It  is  on  behalf  of  those  that  I  desire  to 
say  9  word. 

We  oppose  this  Bill  not  because  it 
desires  to  give  expression  to  those 
two  great  principles  —  the  principle 
of  the  single  system  of  State  schools 
and  the  principle  that  the  State  shall  not 
make  any  inquisition  into  the  religious 
opinions  of  the  teachers — but  because 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Birmingham, 


we  are  convinced  that  this  Bill  in  no  ^ray 
carries  out  those  intentions.  If  those 
intentions  are  to  be  carried  out,  you  most 
approach  the  matter  by  an  altogether 
different  road  from  that  which  this  Bill 
has  adopted.  What  I  mean  is  this.  This 
Bill  certainly  does  not  secure  either  of 
tnose  great  principles.  As  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  single  school  system,  which 
I  believe  to  be  the  great  principle  of 
Clause  1,  it  has  been  constantly  pointed 
out  that  this  Bill  substitutes  for  oor 
present  system  the  establishment  of  t 
fourfold  system  of  schools.  There  are 
the  schools  where  undenominational  re- 
ligious teaching  can  be  given  ;  there  are 
the  schools  with  ordinary  facilities  ;  there 
are  the  schools  with  special  faciHties; 
and  there  are  the  schools  which  &11  back 
>n  receiving  State  aid  without  rate  aid, 
or  the  system  which  prevailed  before 
1902.  As  far  as  I  can  understand, 
all  the  Amendments  which  are  likely  to 
be  introduced  in  your  Lordships'  House 
will  go  to  fix  this  multiplicity  of  schools, 
and  by  no  means  to  put  toe  BiU  into  a 
shape  which  will  secure  the  expression  d 
that  principle  of  the  one  system  which 
we  have  been  told  this  Bill  was  to 
establish. 

As  regards  the  non-interference  of 
the  State  with  the  religious  opinions  of 
the  teachers,  we  have  been  told  from 
the  Government  Benches  that  where 
you  have  schools  imder  Clause  4,  where 
only  denominational  teaching  is  to  be 
given,  the  teachers  of  the  particular 
denomination  will  doubtless  gravitate 
towards  those  schools.  We  have  been 
told  also  on  many  hands  that  where 
imdenominational  teaching  ia  to  be 
given,  inquiry  will  be  made  of  the  teachen 
who  have  been  appointed  as  to  whether 
they  are 'properly  qualified  to  give  that 
reHgious  instruction.  It  is  perfectlj 
evident  that  so  long  as  you  entrust  the 
giving  of  religious  instruction  to  authori- 
ties representing  the  State,  so  long  it 
will  be  absolutely  necessary  that  the 
State  should  continue  to  make  inqnisi- 
tion  into  the  opinions  of  those  who  are 
to  give  that  religious  instruction.  The 
debate  has  made  it  perfectly  evident 
that  that  will  be  so.  What  I  feel  sure 
of  is  this.  I  do  not  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  desire  the  abolition  of 
the  present  system,  and  the  sabatitotion 
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of  the  single  school  system ;  what  I  do 
say  is  that  if  the  Government,  or  any 
Government,  does  desire  to  inaugurate 
that  great  change,  then  the  best  way 
by  which  they  can  do  it  is  by  totally 
separating  the  sphere  of  the  State  and 
the  sphere  of  reUgious  bodies  in  educa- 
tion, by  confining  the  functions  of  the 
State  wholly  and  simply  to  the  giving 
of  secular  instruction  and  throwing  the 
giving  of  the  religious  instruction  upon 
the  religious  bodies. 


There  are  three  systems  by  which 
that  great  principle  could  be  carried 
out.  You  could  have  secularism, 
by  which  there  should  be  nothing 
but  secular  instruction  given  in  the 
State  schools.  For  my  own  part,  I 
am  profoundly  thankful  that  the  sense  of 
the  country  repudiates  such  an  idea. 
Secondly,  you  could  have  a  system 
which  is  often  referred  to  as  the  German 
system,  and  which  is  closely  aldn,  as  I 
understand,  to  the  Scottish  system. 
I  was  amazed  to  hear  the  noble  Lord 
who  instanced  the  Scottish  system  in 
justification,  as  I  understood  him,  of 
the  proposals  of  the  Government.  I 
should  like  to  hear  the  noble  Lord  Balfour 
of  Burleigh  give  a  plain  exposition  to 
this  House  of  what  the  Scottish  system 
i^  Well,  you  could  have  the  Scottish 
or  (Jerpian  system,  though  I  do  not 
mjrself  believe  that  it  is  practicable  in 
England  at  the  present  time  for  the 
State  directly  to  tmdertake  t  he  giving 
of  and  paying  for  denominational  in- 
struction*. 

But  if  you  set  those  two  systems 
aside,  you  are  left  with  the  alternative 
which  has  been  identified  with  the  name 
of  Mr.  Chamberlain.  For  my  part,  I 
believe  that  if  the  Government  desire 
really  to  carry  out  those  two  principles 
which  I  have  repeatedly  alluded  to,  and 
of  which  we  have  heard  so  much,  there  is 
only  one  way  in  which  they  can  do  it, 
and  that  is  by  acting  on  the  principles 
advocated  by  Mr.  Chamberlain.  I  have 
distinguished  the  system  of  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain  from  the  secularist  system  because  it 
is  markedly  distinguished  from  that 
system ;  it  is  a  scheme  under  which 
religious  instruction  is  to  be  given  in  each 
particular  locality  on  the  authority  not  of 
the  State  but  of  the  religious  bodies,  who 
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are  the  properly  qualified  persons,  and 
who  have  a  mandate  to  give  such 
religious  instruction. 

I  want  to  say  with  all  the  emphasis  of 
which  I  am  capable  that  this  will  not  in 
any  way  deprive  the  State  of  its  religious 
character.  Our  belief  in  the  religious 
character  of  the  State  depends,  I  suppose, 
on  the  writings  of  St.  Paul  and  others. 
According  to  that  great  thinker,  St.  Paul, 
the  maintenance  of  the  principles  of  civil 
and  social  righteousness  and  order 
is  in  itself  the  great  religious  function  of 
the  State — ^not  the  giving  of  religious 
teaching,  which  belongs  not  to  the  State 
but  to  the  Church.  It  is  not  a  secular 
system,  it  is  not  an  irreligious  system; 
nothing  of  the  kind.  The  State  has  a 
mandate  to  give  the  secular  instruction 
and  not  to  provide,  or  determine  the 
character  of,  religious  instruction ;  but 
the  State  nevertheless  recognises  the 
value  of  religious  instruction  as  a  necessity 
for  the  life  of  the  citizen,  and  so  it  makes 
provision  that  there  shall  be  a  period 
within  compulsory  school  hours  when 
religious  instruction  is  to  be  given ;  it 
gives  liberty  to  the  ordinary  teachers  to 
give  that  religious  instruction  if  they 
wish,  but  throws  the  responsibility  for 
providing  and  paying  for  the  religious 
instruction  upon  the  denominations 
chosen  by  the  parents  to  give  tixat 
instruction  to  their  children.  Of  course 
the  denominations  might  each  act  in- 
dependently ;  on  the  other  hand  they 
might  all  act  in  combination,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  at  all  that  in  some  districts  all 
the  various  religious  bodies  would  com- 
bine. Such  voluntary  combinations 
differ  in  toto  from  any  action  of  the 
State  compulsorily  saying  that  all  the 
religious  denominations  are  to  agree  in 
such  and  such  a  teaching;  I  have  no 
doubt  that  almost  everjrwhere  all  the 
various  bodies  of  Nonconformists  would 
combine  for  similar  religious  teaching. 

The  determining  authority  as  to  the 
religious  teaching  to  be  given  should  be 
the  wishes  of  the  parents.  We  have  been 
told  in  the  course  of  these  debates  that 
the  parents  constituted  a  lay  figure,  which 
was  used  as  long  as  it  was  wanted,  and 
was  then  wheeled  into  the  background. 
If  there  is  an3rthing  fundamental  in  my 
whole  being — anything  ^hich  I  am 
totally  incapable  of  '"wheeling  avvay'* 
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when  I  have  used  it— it  is  this  belief  in 
the  authority  of  the  parents  to  determine 
the  religious  instruction  of  their  children. 
I  think  it  would  be  a  very  curious  experi- 
ment  what   the    determination    of   the 
majority  of  English  parents  would  be, 
but  I  am  quite  sure  that  if  it  should  turn 
out  that  only  a  small  minority  of  the 
parents  wished  to  have  their  children 
educated  in  the  principles  of  the  Church 
to  which  I  belong,  I  should  none  the  less 
uphold  that  principle,  because  I  would 
far  rather  that  the  parents  should  exercise 
their  choice  even  though  they  exercised 
it  in  a  manner  and  in  a  sense  different 
from  that  which  I  should  wish.     I  am 
quite  sure  that  there  is  in  the  mind  of  the 
great  mass  of  those  who  urge  this  argu- 
ment no  special  belief  in  the  probability 
that  the  majority  of  parents  will  choose 
in  such  and  such  a  way.    Our  statements 
are  based  upon  what  we  believe  to  be  the 
fundamental  principles,  and  the  rightness, 
of  the  case.     I  am  sure  nothing  would  be 
better  for  the  religious  life  of  the  country 
than  that  the  people  should  have  to  say 
what  kind  of  religious  principles  they 
would  prefer  their  children  to  be  brought 
up  in. 
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greatest  possible  assistance.     I  will  read 
only  one  specimen — 

*'  In  my  opinion  it  has  had  a  good  effset  on 

the  daily  life  of  the  school ;  it  helps  diBCtpline. 

I  cannot  undertake  to    speak    for    teaeheri 

generally,  but  as  regards  my  own  teachers  I 

can  say  they  always  welcomed  it.     This  has 

been  shown  by  the  way  in  which  they  have 

given  up  their  time  and  shown  themseWfli 

willing    to   attend    and    help.      Again*    the 

children  welcome  the  entrance  of  teaehera  w^ 

are  not  in  any  way  connected  with  the  official 

life  of  the  school.    This  too  baa  been  oonsljuitlj 

shown  by  the  wonderful  attendance  of  the 

boys,  only  three  boys  being  prevented  froa 

attending,  and  tliat  b^  the  action  of  their 

parents,  and  not  by  their  own  will.     A  gnit 

many  lads  would  never  have  got  any  rdigioos 

tea<£ing  at  all  were  it  not  for  this  volontary 

teaching.'* 

I  have  got  quite  a  sheaf  of  opinions, 
which  perhaps  others  would  like  to 
look  at. 

Lord    STANLEY  op    ALDERLEY: 

That  is  out  of  school  hours  ? 


It  is  very  often  said  that  the  system  is 
impracticable.     I  do  not  for  one  instant 
believe  that  anything  at  all  approaching 
a  sufficient  amount  of  attention  has  been 
given  to  this  system  to  justify  anyone  in 
describing  it  as  impracticable.     It  is  very 
often  glibly  said  that  it  has  been  tried  in 
Birmingham,  and  that  it  failed  there.     It 
is  only  in  a  very  imperfect  and  partial 
sense  that  it  has  been  tried  in  Birming- 
ham.    It  is  quite,  true  that  there  has  been 
a  certain  application  of  this  principle  of 
facilities  in  the  council  schools  in  Bir- 
mingham.    I   have    been    at    pains   to 
inquire   from    some    of    the    very   best 
of     the     council     school     teachers    in 
Birmingham  as   to  what   they  thought 
of   the    system.     I    have   here   a  sheaf 
of     their     opinions,    and     though     no 
doubt  it  has  been  a   failure  in  certain 
cases,  and  though  no  doubt  the  Non- 
conformists have  not  taken  it  up,   or, 
where  they  did  take  it  up,  have  abandoned 
it,   yet  I   have   the   strongest   opinions 
from  some  of    the  best  of  our  council 
school  teachers  in  Birmingham  that  the 
teaching  in   question   has   been   of   the 
The  Lord  Bishop  of  Birmingham. 


♦The  lord  BISHOP  of  BIRMING- 
HAM :    No,  in  school  hours.     But  cv« 
if  it  was  out  of  school  hours,  it  woalii 
only  emphasise  my  point — nanijely,  ihBi 
it   would    be    much   more    effective  ii 
school  hours.    I  feel  quite  sure  that  ve 
have  no  kind  of  expenence  which  would 
justify  us   in  sapng   that   this   syBtan 
is  impracticable.     I  believe   that  if  w 
were  to  put  our  backs  into  it — if  I  in*T 
use  the  expression — ^with  anything  like 
the    seriousness    with    which    we   have 
put  our  backs  into  the  old  system,  it 
could  be  made  quite  as  successful,  whik 
it  would  be  free  from  all  the  complk^ 
tions  which  attach  to  any  other  attempted 
solution    di    the    religious    difficulty.   I 
have  also  heard  it  remarked  that  one  d 
the  most  strenuous  supporters  of   tb 
present  principle  of  voluntary  school*— 
the  Bishop  of  Manchester — ^has  strongiT 
denounced  this  system.     On  the  contraiy, 
I    have    the    Bishop    of    Manchester 
authority  to  say  that,  though  he   wi 
do  his  very  best  to  maintain  the  presen 
system,  yet,  if  the  present  system  of  dua 
schools  is  to  be  abandoned,  he  would 
greatly  prefer  the   Chamberlain   plan — i 
if  I  may  so  dcccribe  it — ^to  such  a  system,!^ 
for  example,  as  is  advocated  or  proposed  1 
by  the  Grovernmont  BiU.  For  my  own  part  I 
I  believe  that  if  any  Government  really  I 
proposes  to  put  forth  these  two  great  1 
principles  of  which  we  have  heard    so  ' 


1529        Education  (England        {3  August  1906}  and  Wales)  Bill  1530 


.■•'•• 


:r-'. 


much  as  being  the  basis  of  the  present 
Government  Bill — I  am  not  now  dealing 
with  the  question  whether  that  proposal 
would  be  wise  or  not,  but  I  feel  quite  sure 
that  if  these  two  great  principles  are  to  be 
put  in  force,  and  we  are  not  to  adopt  a 
purely  secular  system,  the  platform  of 
Mr.  Chamberlain  is  the  only  one  on 
which  we  can  stand.  I  am  quite  sure 
on  the  other  hand  that  the  method  by 
which  the  present  Grovernment  has 
approached  the  solution  of  this  question 
is  one  which  has  no  chance  of  leading  to 
any  satisfactory  settlement,  and  is  open 
to  the  greatest  variety  of  profoundest 
objections. 

First  of  all,  this  undenominational 
method  by  which  the  State  is  to  select 
the  particular  kind  of  religious  teaching 
and  establish  it  in  all  our  schools — this 
preferential  method  with  regard  to  one 
particular  kind  of  religious  teaching — is, 
it  I  at  all  understand  the  tendencies 
of  our  modern  life — thoroughly  opposed 
to  the  democratic  feeling  of  our  age,  and 
thoroughly  opposed  to  everything  that 
has  been  identified  with  Liberal  principles 
ever  since  I  can  remember  what  they  are 
and  what  they  have  been  supposed  to  be. 
It  astonishes  me  that  the  Liberal  Party 
should  propose  this,  which  I  am  quite 
sure  is  a  fresh  measure  of  religious 
establishment  in  the  schools.  It  so 
happens  that  I  have  a  great  many 
friends  of  more  or  less  advanced  liadical, 
Liberal  or  Socialistic  opinions,  and  I 
know  hardly  any  of  them  who  have  not 
a  thoroughly  bad  conscience  in  regard 
to  this  Bill.  They  justify  it  solely  by 
some  supposed  political  necessity,  but  I 
know  hardly  one  of  them  who,  in 
private  conversation,  does  not  exhibit  a 
thoroughly  bad  conscience  in  regard  to 
the  measure. 

It  is  amazing  how  far  we  have  left 
behind  the  old  principles  of  establishment. 
According  to  the  old  ideas  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  there  was  no  doubt  at 
all  what  was  the  duty  of  the  State  with 
regard  to  religious  instruction.  It  would 
hand  over  the  children  to  the  instruction 
of  the  State  Church.  It  might  allow  a 
conscience  clause  for  the  withdrawal  of 
those  who  had  scruples,  but  according 
to  the  old  principles  of  establishment 
there  was  no  doubt  at  all  as  to  the  duty 
of  the  State.     I  cannot  imagine  a  doubt. 


according  to  any  of  the  ancient  principles 
of  estabUshment,  such  as  are  connected, 
for  instance,  with  the  Reformation  in 
England,  that  it  would  have  been  the 
duty  of  the  State  to  hand  over  the 
children  to  the  instruction  of  the  State 
Church.  It  is  astonishing  how  far 
we  have  left  all  that  behind.  Nobody, 
as  far  as  I  know,  at  the  present  time  in 
any  way  advocates  that  sort  of  pre- 
ferential dealing  with  the  religious  prin- 
ciples of  the  Established  Church.  But 
when  once  you  have  abandonea  that 
plan,  the  only  other  plan  is  that  of 
saying  that  the  State  shall  be  absolutely 
impartial  between  the  religious  opinions 
of  the  different  members  of  the  nation, 
and  I  am  sure  that  it  is  an  amazing 
anomaly,  which  cannot  hope  to  hold 
ground,  for  a  Liberal  (Jovemment  to 
introduce  a  new  sort  of  establishment — 
to  take  a  particular  kind  of  religious 
teaching  and  establish  that  as  the 
authorised  national  system  in  all  schools. 
That  IS  so  contrary  to  everything  that 
we  understand  b}  the  word  "  Liberal  '* 
that  when  it  is  proposed  by  a  Liberal 
Grovemment  I  feel  sure  there  must  be  so 
much  of  bad  conscience  in  those  who  are 
proposing  it  as  to  give  the  greatest 
possible  courage  to  the  opponents  of  the 
measure  to  attack  the  Bill,  feeling  that 
there  will  be  traitors  within  the  camp. 

What  I  care  about  chiefly  is  the 
character  of  the  religious  teaching  to  be 
given  to  the  children,  and  while  I  am  sure 
that  the  principle  advocated  in  this  Bill  is 
contrary  to  Liberalism,  I  also  oppo^^  the 
proposal  to  establish  undenominational 
religious  teaching,  because  I  am  sure  it  is 
the  establishment  of  the  kind  of  religious 
teaching  which  is  weakest  and  worst. 
It  is  for  the  interest  of  the  State  that  the 
religion  to  be  taught  to  the  children 
should  be  the  best.  In  no  branch  of 
human  life  or  human  knowledge  do  you 
get  at  the  best,  or  at  anything  woiith 
having,  by  the  process  of  eliminating  all 
differences.  By  that  process  you  get 
only  what  is  weakest,  and  washiest,  and 
least  capable  of  strengthening  and  estab- 
lishing the  character  or  enlightening  the 
mind. 

The  noble  Lord  the  Under-Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  said  that  he  could  not 
imagine  why  we  should  require  to  teach 
dogmatically,  considering  that  the  persons ' 
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whom  we  were  to  teach  were  quite  young 
children,  and  not  old  scholars,  or  pro- 
fessors, or  learned  academicians.    I  think 
that  is  the  exact  opposite  of  the  truth. 
I  have  just  had  the  pleasure  of  .holding  a 
very  interesting  conference  of  theologians 
at  my  house,  where  we  discussed  theo- 
logical subjects.    It  was  a  thoroughly 
imdenominational    conference ;     we    all 
knew  our  own  opinions.    I  am  proposing 
in  a  little  while  to  go  and  lecture  on 
behalf  of  an  undenominational  faculty  in 
theology  at  one  of  the  new  Ijniversities. 
It  appears  to  me  that  what  the  noble 
Lord  stated  is  exactly  the  opposite  of  the 
real  truth.     When  you  have  to  do  with 
competent    scholars,    you    have    to    do 
with  people  of  an  age  to  know^  their 
own  opinions,  and  you  can  argue  with 
them,  and  present  questions  in  a  con- 
troversial manner,   or  teach   them   the 
grounds  of  what  they  believe — or  they 
can   argue   the   grounds   of   what  they 
believe  among  themselves.     But  in  the 
case  of  children,  because  they  are  young 
you    must    teach    them    dogmatically. 
Teaching  dogmatically   means   teaching 
simply.    We    do    not    want    to    teach 
something  outside  the  Bible ;    we  want 
to  teach  the  Bible  in  the  only  way  in 
which    you    can    make    that    teaching 
emphatic.     I  should  not  so  much  mind 
if   we   were   allowed   to   teach    nothing 
but  the   Bible,   so   long   as   you   could 
teach  it  by  the  standards  which  every 
book  of  the  New  Testament  itself  postu- 
lates as  being  already  in  the  minds  of 
those  for  whom  those  books  were  written  ; 
for  ti^re  is  no  single  book  of  the  Bible 
which  was  not  written  for  those  and 
to  those  who  had  already  received  that 
sort  of  rudimentary  religious  instruction 
which  is  contained  in  our  Catechism  and 
the  Apostles'  Creed.    We  only  want  to 
teach  the  Bible  in  the  way  in  which 
it  can  be  used  effectively — ^in  the  way 
in  which  historically  it  has  grown. 
• 

What  I  am  afraid  of  in  this  connection 
is  not  a  Mephistophelian  teacher  who 
will  diabohcally  teach  the  children  positive 
error  ;  what  I  am  afraid  of  is  something 
which  I  know  belongs  to  the  character 
of  the  ordinary  Englishman,  and  speaking 
to  Englishmen,  I  ask  whether  what 
I  am  now  sajing  is  not  true.  If  an 
ordinary  Englishman  knows,  as  multi- 
tudes do  know,  that  his  religious  opinions 
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are  singularly  unfixed,  what  does  be  do ! 
He  studiously  avoids  putting  into  any 
definite  shape  what  they  are.  If  you 
ask  him  to  teach  religion — and  it  has 
happened  in  countless  classes  of  our 
pubUc  schools — he  teaches  the  distance 
from  Jerusalem  to  Jericho,  the  meaning 
of  the  Sadducees  and  the  Pharisees, 
and  avoids  teaching  everything  that 
constitutes  the  real  essence  of  tiie 
Christian  religion  as  it  is  described  and 
summarised  in,  for  example,  the  Apostles* 
Creed.  Someone  just  now  read  the 
statement,  expressed  in  a  rather  con 
troversial  manner,  that  if  you  were  to 
teach  a  child  the  Book  of  Genesis  yoa 
must  first  of  all  teach  him  the  principles 
of  the  CathoUo  religion.  I  should  have 
thought  that  that  was  an  admirable 
example  of  what  I  have  been  trying 
to  express.  If  I  am  to  take  the  first 
chapter  of  the  Book  of  Genesis,  and  teach 
it  to  children  as  it  stands  withoat  guide 
or  standard,  I  should  teach  the  child 
that  this  world  was  constructed  in  six 
days ;  that  it  was  the  centre  of  the 
solar  system ;  and  I  should  go  on  to 
teach  him  all  manner  of  things  covered 
by  chapters  of  the  Old  Testament  which 
are  directly  contrary  to  his  fundamental 
moral  sense.  I  know  nothing  more 
certain  than  that  if  I  am  to  give  children 
of  the  present  day  any  land  of  idea 
of  the  meaning  of  the  Old  Testament, 
I  must  not  teach  the  Bible  and  the  Bible 
only,  but  I  must  teach  the  Bible  under 
the  guidance  of  that  belief  in  the  character 
and  the  nature  of  €rod  which  is  given  by 
any  of  the  fundamental  standards  of  the 
Christian  Church.  If  there  is  to  be  anr 
real  teaching  of  religion  it  must  be  by  the 
standards  of  definite  religious  societies 
which  are  responsible  for  handing  on 
religious  truth. 

What  I  feel  sure  of  in  regard  to  thii 
imdeiu)minational  teaching  is  not  that 
there  will  be  many  teachers  who  will 
teach  fundamental  error,  but  that  the 
teaching  will  become  weaker  and  weaker, 
washier  and  washier.  I  do  not  need 
to  appeal  to  Huddersfield,  though  I 
believe  that  in  the  controversy  between 
the  most  rev.  Primate  and  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Crovernment  the  most 
rev.  Primate  was  right — that  though  the 
elementary  schools  might  bargain  for 
undenominational  teaohing  when  thoss 


1533        Educatum  {England        {3  August  1906}  and  Wales)  Bill  1534 


Hchools  were  handed  over,  yet  they  would 
have  no  subsequent  control  over  the 
character  of  the  Cowper-Temple  teaching, 
and  that  the  Cowper-Temple  teaching 
in  those  schools  would  become  what  the 
Cowper-Temple  teaching  is  in  the  other 
schools  of  Huddersfield. 

I  do  not  want  to  talk  about  Hudders- 
field, however,  but  about  Birmingham. 
There  is  another  question  about  the 
council  schools  in  Birmingham ;  there 
is  nothing  that  can  be  called  positive 
religious  instruction  given  at  all.  There 
is  hardly  any  definite  religious  instruction 
given.  Theie  is  Bible  reading,  the 
learning  of  texts  and  hymns,  but  there  is 
hardly  anything  that  can  be  called 
definite  Bible  teaching.  If  you  remove 
the  standards  supplied  by  the  denomi- 
national schools,  which  have  incalculably 
elevated  undenominational  teaching,  if 
you  greatly  lessen  the  number  of  those 
who  have  been  trained  in  denominational 
colleges,  and  take  the  average  English- 
man, trained  scientifically  in  all  the  other 
branches  of  knowledge  that  he  has  to 
teach,  but  with  merely  the  religious 
opinions  of  the  average  Englishman, 
the  religious  teaching  that  wiU  be 
given  will  be  such  as  will  gain  no 
real  hold  upon  the  character,  nor  give 
any  real  strength  to  the  life  of  the 
child  so  taught. 

It  is  not  because  we  object  to 
the  application  of  these  two  great 
principles — that  there  should  be  only 
one  I  class  of  school  under  the  direct 
control  of  the  State,  and  that  the  State 
should  not  interfere  with  the  religious 
convictions,  or  inquire  into  the  religious 
opinions  of  the  teachers — it  is  not  because 
we  object  to  the  application  of  those  two 
principles  that  we  oppose  the  present 
Government  Bill,  but  because  we  are  sure 
that  the  Bill  does  not  secure  the  applica- 
tion of  those  principles,  but  that,  pro- 
fessing to  secure  them,  it  fails  altogether 
in  its  object ;  and  still  more  because  we  are 
sure  that  the  road  by  which  it  attempts 
to  secure  those  objects  is  a  road  which 
leads  to  disaster.  The  road  of  establish- 
ing undenominationalism  leads  to  dis- 
aster— firstly,  because  it  is  but  a  very 
short  step  from  secularism — it  afiords  no 
solid  or  permanent  kind  of  religious 
instruction ;    secondly,     because    it    is 


contrary  to  any  established  and  funda- 
mental Liberal  or  democratic  principles 
that  the  State  should  select,  and  give  a 
preference  to,  one  particular  kind  of 
religious  teaching;  thirdly,  beciuse  it 
violates  the  great  principle  that  it  is  the 
function  of  the  Church,  or  of  the  religious 
bodies,  and  not  of  the  State,  to  teach 
religion ;  and  lastly  because,  so  far  from 
lea£ng  to  a  settlement,  it  has  become 
only  too  apparent  that  if  this  Bill  passes 
into  law  in  anything  like  its  present  form 
it  will  lead  to  the  profoundest  stirring  of 
religious  controversy  in  municipal  and 
political  matters.  Although  I  own  to 
being  something  of  a  pessimist,  I  am 
astonished  at  the  amount  and  depth  of 
feeling  excited  in  my  own  neighbourhood 
in  regard  to  this  Bill.  I  have  been 
astonished  at  the  depth,  and  the  wide- 
spread character,  of  the  determination  to 
have  none  of  it.  It  appears  to  me  that 
there  is  no  hope  more  fallacious,  and  more 
certain  to  be  disappointed,  than  the  idea 
that  this  Bill  will  lead  to  anything  like 
a  lasting  religious  settlement. 

♦The    lord   CHANCELLOR :     My 
Lords,  I  had  not  intended  to  take  any  part 
in  this  debate,  largely  because  I  Kave  long 
disliked  going  into  the  discussion  of  any 
theological  question  if  I  can  possibly  avoid 
it ;   and  I  shall  not  touch  on  any  theo- 
logical matters  now,  and  still  less  upon 
those  subjects  which  have  been  freely 
discussed  in  this  debate  with  great  rever- 
ence, I  admit,  even  with  solemnity,  but 
which,  none  the  less,  seem  to  me  to  be 
somewhat  incongruous  with  the  character 
of  a  deliberative  Assembly.    The   right 
rev.  Prelate    who    has   just  sat   down, 
has  made  one  of   the  most  interesting 
speeches  I  have  ever  heard — equal  in 
interest,  and  that  is  a  very  high  compli- 
ment, to  the  speech  of  the  most  rev. 
Primate — ^but  I  think  he  would  be  the 
first   to   acknowledge   that   it   exploded 
nearly  all  the  arguments  used  during  the 
whole  course  of  the  debate  against  the 
BiU. 

The  right  rev.  Prelate  thinks  that  His 
Majesty's  Government  have  a  bad  con- 
science in  this  matter.  I  want  to  offer 
my  apologia.  I  wish  my  conscience  had 
always  been  as  clear  as  it  is  in  regard  to 
this  Bill.  The  noble  Earl  in  the  beginning 
of  the  debate  to-day  asked  why  this  Bill 
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whom  we  weie  to  teach  were  quite  young 
children,  and  not  old  scholars,  or  pro- 
fessors, or  learned  academicians.    I  think 
that  is  the  exact  opposite  of  the  truth. 
I  have  just  had  the  pleasure  of  .holding  a 
very  interesting  conference  of  theologians 
at  my  house,  where  we  discussed  theo- 
logical subjects.    It  was  a  thoroughly 
imdenominational    conference ;     we    all 
knew  our  own  opinions.    I  am  proposing 
in  a  little  while  to  go  and  lecture  on 
behalf  of  an  undenominational  faculty  in 
theology  at  one  of  the  new  Dniversities. 
It  appears  to  me  that  what  the  noble 
Lord  stated  is  exactly  the  opposite  of  the 
real  truth.     When  you  have  to  do  with 
competent    scholars,    you    have    to    do 
with  people  of  an  age  to  know  their 
own  opinions,  and  you  can  argue  ^ith 
them,  and  present  questions  in  a  con- 
troversial manner,   or  teach   them  the 
grounds  of  what  they  believe — or  they 
can  argue   the  groimds  of   what   they 
believe  among  themselves.    But  in  the 
case  of  children,  because  they  are  young 
you    must    teach    them    dogmatically. 
Teaching  dogmatically  means   teaching 
simply.    We    do    not    want    to    teach 
something  outside  the  Bible ;    we  want 
to  teach  the  Bible  in  the  only  way  in 
which    you    can    make    that    teaching 
emphatic.     I  should  not  so  much  mind 
if   we   were   allowed   to   teach   nothing 
but   the   Bible,   so   long   as   you   could 
teach  it  by  the  standards  which  every 
book  of  the  New  Testament  itself  postu- 
lates as  being  already  in  the  minds  of 
those  for  whom  those  books  were  written  ; 
for  ti^re  is  no  single  book  of  the  Bible 
which  was  not  written  for  those  and 
to  those  who  had  already  received  that 
sort  of  rudimentary  religious  instruction 
which  is  contained  in  our  Catechism  and 
the  Apostles'  Creed.    We  only  want  to 
teach  the  Bible  in  the  way  in  which 
it  can  be  used  effectively — in  the  way 
in  which  historically  it  has  grown. 
• 

What  I  am  afraid  of  in  this  connection 
is  not  a  Mephistophelian  teacher  who 
will  diabolically  teach  the  children  positive 
error ;  what  I  am  afraid  of  is  something 
which  I  know  belongs  to  the  character 
of  the  ordinary  Englishman,  and  speaking 
to  Englishmen,  I  ask  whether  what 
I  am  now  saying  is  not  true.  If  an 
ordinary  Englishman  knows,  as  multi- 
tudes do  know,  that  his  religious  opinions 

The  Bishop  qf  Birmingham. 


are  singularly  unfixed,  what  does  be  do ! 
He  studiously  avoids  putting  into  any 
definite  shape   what  they  are.     If  you 
ask  him  to  teach  religion — and  it  has 
happened    in    countless   classes    of    oar 
public  schools — ^he  teaches  the  distance 
from  Jerusalem  to  Jericho,  the  meaning 
of    the    Sadducees    and    the    Pharisees, 
and    avoids    teaching    everything    that 
constitutes    the    real    essence     of    Uie 
Christian  religion  as  it  is  describcMl  and 
sunmiarised  in,  for  example,  the  Apostleft* 
Creed.      Someone    just    now    read    the 
statement,   expressed   in  a   rather  con 
troversial  manner,  that  if  you  were  to 
teach  a  child  the  Book  of  Genesis  you 
must  first  of  all  teach  him  the  principles 
of  the  Catholic  religion.    I  should  have 
thought    that    that    was    an    admirable 
example  of  what  I  have  been   trying 
to  express.    If  I  am  to  take  the  first 
chapter  of  the  Book  of  Genesis,  and  teach 
it  to  children  as  it  stands  without  guide 
or   standard,   I   should  teach   the  child 
that  this  world  was  constructed  in  six 
days ;    that  it  was  the  centre    of  the 
solar  system ;    and  I  should  go  on  to 
teach  him  all  manner  of  things  covered 
by  chapters  of  the  Old  Testament  which 
are  directly  contrary  to  his  fundamental 
moral    sense.     I    know    nothing    more 
certain  than  that  if  I  am  to  give  chikben 
of  the   present  day   any   kind    of  idea 
of  the  meaning  of  the  Old  Teatament 
I  must  not  teach  the  Bible  and  the  Bihle 
only,  but  I  must  teach  the  Bible  under 
the  guidance  of  that  belief  in  the  character 
and  the  nature  of  €rod  which  is  given  bv 
any  of  the  fundamental  standards  of  the 
Christian  Church.    If  there  is  to  be  anr 
real  teaching  of  religion  it  must  be  by  the 
standards  of  definite  religious   societies 
which  are  responsible  for  handing    on 
religious  truth. 

What  I  feel  sure  of  in  regard  to  thi^ 
undenominational  teaching  is  not  that 
there  will  be  many  teachers  who  will 
teach  fundamental  error,  but  that  the 
teaching  will  become  weaker  and  weaker, 
washier  and  washier.  I  do  not  need 
to  appeal  to  Huddersfield,  though  I 
believe  that  in  the  controversy  between 
the  most  rev.  Primate  and  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Crovernment  the  mo^t 
rev.  Primate  was  right — ^that  though  the 
elementary  schools  might  bargain  for 
undenominational  teaohing  when  th<»9 
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schools  were  handed  over,  yet  they  would 
have  no  suhsequent  control  over  the 
character  of  the  Cowper-Temple  teaching, 
and  that  the  Cowper-Temple  teaching 
in  those  schools  would  become  what  the 
Cowper-Temple  teaching  is  in  the  other 
schools  of  Huddersfield. 

I  do  not  want  to  talk  about  Hudders- 
field, however,  but  about  Birmingham. 
There  is  another  question  about  the 
co'incil  schools  in  Birmingham ;  there 
is  nothing  that  can  be  called  positive 
religious  instruction  given  at  all.  There 
is  hardly  any  definite  religious  instruction 
given.  Theie  is  Bible  reading,  the 
learning  of  texts  and  hymns,  but  there  is 
hardly  an3rthing  that  can  be  called 
definite  Bible  teaching.  If  you  remove 
the  standards  supplied  by  the  denomi- 
national schools,  which  have  incalculably 
elevated  undenominational  teaching,  if 
you  greatly  lessen  the  number  of  those 
who  have  been  trained  in  denominational 
colleges,  and  take  the  average  English- 
man, trained  scientifically  in  all  the  other 
branches  of  knowledge  that  he  has  to 
teach,  but  with  merely  the  religious 
opinions  of  the  average  Englishman, 
the  religious  teaching  thut  will  be 
given  will  be  such  as  will  gain  no 
real  hold  upon  the  character,  nor  give 
any  real  strength  to  the  life  of  the 
child  so  taught. 

It  is  not  because  we  object  to 
the  application  of  these  two  great 
principles — that  there  should  be  only 
one  t  class  of  school  under  the  direct 
control  of  the  State,  and  that  the  State 
should  not  interfere  with  the  religious 
convictions,  or  inquire  into  the  religious 
opinions  of  the  teachers — ^it  is  not  because 
we  object  to  the  application  of  those  two 
principles  that  we  oppose  the  present 
Grovemment  Bill,  but  because  we  are  sure 
that  the  Bill  does  not  secure  the  applica- 
tion of  those  principles,  but  that,  pro- 
fessing to  secure  them,  it  fails  altogether 
in  its  object ;  and  still  more  because  we  are 
sure  that  the  road  by  which  it  attempts 
to  secure  those  objects  is  a  road  which 
leads  to  disaster.  The  road  of  establish- 
ing undenominationalism  leads  to  dis- 
aster— firstly,  because  it  is  but  a  very 
short  step  from  secularism — it  afEords  no 
solid  or  permanent  kind  of  religious 
instruction ;    secondly,     because    it    is 


contrary  to  any  estiblishcd  and  funda- 
mental Liberal  or  democratic  principles 
that  the  State  should  select,  and  give  a 
preference  to,  one  pirticular  kind  of 
religious  teaching;  thirdly,  because  it 
violates  the  great  principle  that  it  is  the 
function  of  the  Church,  or  of  the  religious 
bodies,  and  not  of  the  State,  to  teach 
religion ;  and  lastly  because,  so  far  from 
leading  to  a  settlement,  it  has  become 
only  too  apparent  that  if  this  Bill  passes 
into  law  in  anything  like  its  present  form 
it  will  lead  to  the  profoundest  stirring  of 
religious  controversy  in  municipal  and 
political  matters.  Although  I  own  to 
being  something  of  a  pessimist,  I  am 
astonished  at  the  amount  and  depth  of 
feeling  excited  in  my  own  neighbourhood 
in  regard  to  this  Bill.  I  have  been 
astonished  at  the  depth,  and  the  wide- 
spread character,  of  the  determination  to 
have  none  of  it.  It  appears  to  me  that 
there  is  no  hope  more  fallacious,  and  more 
certain  to  be  disappointed,  than  the  idea 
that  this  Bill  will  lead  to  anything  like 
a  lasting  religious  settlement. 

♦The    lord   CHANCELLOR :     My 
Lords,  I  had  not  intended  to  take  any  part 
in  this  debate,  largely  because  I  have  long 
disliked  going  into  the  discussion  of  any 
theological  question  if  I  can  possibly  avoid 
it ;   and  I  shall  not  touch  on  any  theo- 
logical matters  now,  and  still  less  upon 
those  subjects  which  have  been  freely 
discussed  in  this  debate  with  great  rever- 
ence, I  admit,  even  with  solemnity,  but 
which,  none  the  less,  seem  to  me  to  be 
somewhat  incongruous  with  the  character 
of  a  deliberative  Assembly.    The   right 
rev.  Prelate    who    has   just  sat   down, 
has  made  one  of  the  most  interesting 
speeches  I  have  ever  heard — equal  in 
interest,  and  that  is  a  very  high  compli- 
ment,  to  the  speech  of  the  most  rev. 
Primate — ^but  I  think  he  would  be  the 
first   to   acknowledge   that  it   exploded 
nearly  all  the  arguments  used  during  the 
whole  course  of  the  debate  against  the 
BiU. 

The  right  rev.  Prelate  thinks  that  His 
Majesty's  Government  have  a  bad  con- 
science in  this  matter.  I  want  to  offer 
my  apologia.  I  wish  my  conscience  had 
always  been  as  clear  as  it  is  in  regard  to 
this  Bill.  The  noble  Earl  in  the  beginning 
of  the  debate  to-day  asked  why  this  Bill 
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was  introduced.  I  must  answer  that 
question.  The  Act  of  1870  attempted  to 
solve  the  difficulty  created  by  the  diver- 
sity of  religious  views  and  creeds  in  this 
country  and  the  necessity  of  some 
common  public  education  ;  and  it  solved 
it  by  leaving  denominational  schools  to 
stand,  provided  they  could  find  some 
support  out  of  their  own  means  in  order 
to  maintain  them  in  their  isolation. 
They  did  last  for  a  considerable  time,  and 
I  agree  with  the  most  rev.  Primate  in 
thinking  that  it  is  not  fair  to  reproach  the 
Church  of  England  with  the  fact  that  they 
were  imable  to  continue  their  existence. 
It  was  not  because  the  voluntary  funds 
fell  ofE ;  it  was  because  the  duties  of 
more  detailed  and  sanitary  education 
grew  so  much  that  it  was  impossible  for 
private  resources  to  meet  the  strain.  I 
think  that  is  true,  and  it  is  rather  shabby 
to  attack  the  Church  on  the  ground  that 
voluntary  subscriptions  did  not  suffice. 
But  that  Act  could  not  be  worked  in  a 
satisfactory  manner,  and  it  undoubtedly 
fell  to  pieces. 

Then  came  the  Act  of  1902  ;  and  here 
I  must  incidental!}  say  it  is  not  quite  fair, 
with  the  majority  you  have  in  this  House, 
to  attack  us  because  we  used  what  you 
call  the  "  gag."  Did  not  you  use  the 
"gag"  in  1902?  With  all  respect  to 
noble  Lords,  I  do  not  think  that  is  quite 
feir ;  nor  is  it  quite  fair  to  say  that  we 
have  brought  in  this  Bill  with  the  subtle 
and  dark  design  of  upsetting  religion. 
I  venture  to  think  it  is  better  to  discuss 
the  Bill  in  a  different  temper.  Well, 
my  Lords,  the  Act  of  1902  adopted  a 
different  method.  It  attempted  to  bring 
in  the  local  authorities  and  to  give  some 
sort  of  local  control  in  return  for  assist- 
ance from  the  rates.  But  there  was  no 
real  control,  and  that  Act  failed.  Every- 
one knows  it  was  a  failure.  The  most 
rev.  Primate  himself  said  that  it  was 
legitimately  to  be  expected  that  we 
should  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  that  Act. 
Hence  the  necessity  for  this  BiU. 

Then  what  Bill  were  we  to  bring  in  ? 
On  what  lines  were  we  to  proceed  ?  In 
the  first  place,  there  were  the  Roman 
Catholics,  and  the  Roman  Catholics 
form  a  Church  of  a  precise  and  inexorable 
creed,  and  every  man  who  does  not  follow 
it  implicitly  is  condemned.  They  insist 
on    having    a    Catholic    atmosphere    in 
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which  their  children  can  be  brou^it  np. 
No  one  who  heard  the  speecli  of  the 
noble  Duke  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  could 
have  failed  to  be  profoandly  impicssed 
by  it,  and  it  only  expressed  the  tradi- 
tional view  of  Roman  Catholka,  and 
showed  that  they  will  ahrajs  inaist  on 
having  a  separate  atmosphere. 

Then  there  is  the  Church  of  England. 
I  sympathise  still  more  with  the  view 
of  the  Churchmen.  But  there  are  High 
Churchmen  and  Low  Chuichmen,  and 
some  are  broad,  and  again  there  are  a 
great  number,  we  all  know  perfectly 
well,  in  the  Church  of  England  whose 
religion  corresponds  genertdlj  to  the 
Cowper-Temple  religion.  I  do  not  think 
the  Church  of  England  does  ask  reso- 
lutely for  an  exclusive  Church  of  England 
atmosphere,  in  so  strict  a  sense  as  the 
Roman  Catholics  ask  for  theirs ;  but 
they  do  ask  for  the  maintenance  of  their 
Church  schools,  and  their  arguments 
are  founded  to  a  large  extent  on  the 
past  history  of  the  Church  of  England. 
Who  knows  what  will  please  one  section 
and  what  will  please  another  ?  I  do 
not  think  that  is  a  fair  subject  for  re- 
proach. On  the  contrary,  I  think  it  is 
one  of  the  best  characteristics  of  the 
Church  of  England  that  it  does  extend 
so  fer.  Well,  my  Lords,  that  is  the 
position  of  the  Church  of  England. 

Then  there  are  the  Nonconformists. 
Several  noble  Lords  have  expressed  their 
deep  regret  that  the  Nonconformists 
are  not  represented  in  this  House.  I 
share  that  regret.  It  would  be  better 
for  the  House  and  better  for  the 
^onconfo^nists  themselves;  but  they 
cannot  be  heard  here,  and  some  of 
your  Lordships,  if  you  confine  your- 
selves to  the  intellectual  atmosphere  of 
this  House,  may  forget  that  tremendous 
force — for  it  is  a  tremendous  force — of 
able  and  sincere  men  with  great  courage. 
The  question  between  the  Church  and  the 
Nonconformists  is  the  same  question  in  a 
different  form  that  arose  in  the  time  of 
Cromwell  and  Laud.  The  Nonconform- 
ists will  not  accept  the  atmosphere  of  the 
Church  of  Rome,  nor  will  they  accept 
the  atmosphere  of  every  section  in  the 
Church  of  England.  They  are  parti- 
cularly jealous  of  what  they  call  dogmatic 
teaching,  especially  in  a  particidar  form. 
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f  These,  then,  are  the  difficulties  which 
surround  the  subject,  and  we  had  to 
consider  what  had  to  be  done.  It  is 
very  easy  to  say  that  you  ought  to  give 
denominational  facilities,  or,  as  Lord 
Salisbury  particularly  put  it,  that  you 
ought  to  allow  the  parent  the  right 
to  have  his  children  brought  up  in 
the  creed  he  holds.  Does  the  noble 
Marquess  mean  every  parent,  or  why 
should  there  be  a  selection  ?  Why  should 
not  the  poorest  of  creeds  be  entitled 
to  the  same  privileges  as  that 
which  has  the  most  numerous  adherents  ? 


The    Mabquess 
Hear,  hear! 


OP    SALISBURY: 


♦The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  It  is 
impossible  to  carry  out  such  a  system. 
This  doctrine  of  concurrent  endowment 
is  a  thing  impracticable  in  itself.  The 
people  of  this  country  would  not  stand  it ; 
they  could  not  stand  it.  It  would  not  be 
fair  to  ask  them  to  consent  to  such  a 
system  and  to  the  number  of  schools  that 
would  be  required.  Therefore,  it  was 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  take 
the  system  of  concurrent  endowment. 
Unless  any  noble  Lord  would  be  prepared, 
if  a  Member  of  the  Government,  to  make 
such  a  system  his  object,  he  ought  not  to 
blame  the  Government.  He  would  not  be 
prepared  to  do  it,  and  the  noble  Marquess 
who  leads  the  Opposition  would  not  do  it 
if  he  came  into  power  to-morrow. 

What  the  Government  did  was  to 
attempt  to  give  power  to  the  local 
authority.  The  local  authorities  have 
power  in  Scotland.  I  cannot  enter  into 
particulars  of  the  Scottish  system,  but 
the  religious  education  in  Scotland  is 
prescribed  by  the  local  authority,  the 
school  board.  During  the  thirty-four 
years  since  that  system  began  there  has 
been  no  substantial  complaint,  either  of 
partiality,  neglect,  or  indilEerence  towards 
religion  on  the  part  of  the  school  boards  of 
Scotland.  The  Bill  of  1902,  which  a 
great  many  of  your  Lordships  supported, 
also  contained  the  principle  of  trusting 
the  local  authority,  as  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  called  it.  We  are  trusting  the 
local  authority,  I  fuUy  admit  in  a  some- 
what different  sense,  but  in  substantially 
the  same  sense  as  the  local  authority,  the 
chool  board,  is  trusted  in  Scotland. 


The  next  thing  we  did  was  to  limit  the 
character  of  the  religious  teaching  that 
could  be  given  by  the  local  authority  to 
the  Cowper-Temple  religion.  That  is 
nothing  new.  The  Cowper-Temple  re- 
ligion has  been  with  acceptance  observed 
in  England  ever  since  1870.  It  was 
accepted,  and  the  majority  of  English 
children  are  now  taught  the  Cowper- 
Temple  religion.  Why  are  we  doing 
anything  very  wrong  in  that  ?  I  do  not 
thmk  we  have  deserved  all  the  censures 
we  have  received  for  doing  that.  The 
only  other  thing  we  did  was  to  extend 
facilities  to  denominational  schools  undei; 
Clauses  3,  4,  and  5,  with  a  sincere  desire  to 
enable  those  who  wished  for  denomina- 
tional education  to  have  that  education  so 
far  as  it  was  compatible  with  the  possi- 
bilities and  exigencies  of  the  educational 
situation  in  wluch  we  are  placed.  Now 
that  is  the  source  of  further  complaints. 
It  is  said  that  we  have  not  gone  far  enough 
in  giving  facilities.  I  am  not  sure  that 
that  is  not  really,  after  all,  the  gravamen 
and  substance  of  the  accusation  brought 
against  us.  I  have  given  you  an  outline 
of  what  we  intended  and  what  we  tried 
to  do,  and  here  we  are  culprits  making  our 
apologia  for  having  endeavoured  to  act  in 
that  way. 

What  remains  ?  Are  your  Lordships 
blind — ^I  do  not  use  the  expression  with 
any  disrespect — ^to  the  only  alternative  ? 
The  most  rev.  Primate  congratulated 
himself  and  the  House  when  he  made  his 
speech  upon  the  fact  that  secularism  was 
rejected  in  the  present  House  of  Commons 
by  a  majority  of  between  four  and  five 
hundred  on  one  side  and  sixty  odd  on  the 
other.  But  those  sixty  odd  were  practi- 
cally mutineers.  If  the  House  of  Com- 
mont  had  been  left  to  decide  for  itself  I 
do  not  know  what  the  decision  would 
have  been ;  but  I  am  quite  ceitain  that 
there  were  scores  and  scores  of  members 
who  stayed  away,  and  there  were  others 
who  jdelded  reluctantly  to  the  strong  and 
earnest  attempt  of  the  Government  to 
induce  them  to  support  it  in  order  to  give 
a  last  chance  to  a  religious  system 
of  education  connected  with  the  State. 

Your  Lordships  have  heard  what  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  the  Bishop  of  Birming- 
ham said.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  repre- 
sents a  great  and  growing  force  in  the 
Church  of  England,  and  he  said  that  the 
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State  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  teaching  of  religion.  I  know  he 
said  more  but  that  was  his  first 
proposition.  The  teaching  of  religion 
is  the  business  of  the  Church,  but  the 
Church  wanted  facilities.  What  facili- 
ties ?  The  facilities  it  got  at  Birming- 
ham. What  facilities  does  it  get  at 
Birmingham  ?  Facilities,  I  believe,  out 
of  school  hours.  This  education  is  given 
out  of  school  hours,  and  by  a  voluntary 
system.  It  is  notorious  that  in  any 
school  in  this  country,  which  is,  after  all, 
a  free  country,  you  can  give  by  a  volun- 
tary system  out  of  school  hours  any 
kind  of  religious  education  you  like. 

This  is  undiluted  secularism.    I  believe 
it  is  accompanied  by  the  expectation,   if 
you  please  the  certainty,  that  the  Church 
will  take  up  the  burden  which  has  been 
cast  down  by  the  State  and  do  the  work, 
if  you  like,  more  effectively  ;  but  it  is  in 
itself  pure  secularism  and    nothing  else. 
There  are  all  over  the  country  people, 
I   do  assure  your  Lordships,    who  are 
coming  gradually  and  reluctantly  to  the 
same  view.    It  is  not  the  view  I  hold 
myself.    If  possible,  I  should  very  much 
like   to   see   some   other   method    than 
secularism,    but    there   are  others   who 
take  a  different  view,  and  more  and  more 
people  are  beginning  to  take  that  view. 
They  are  beginning  to  say  to  themselves  : 
"We  have  been  lashed  round  the  whole 
circle  of  these  pitiful  expedients  and  we 
are  tired  of  them.      We  will  no  longer  be 
content  to  be  constantly  putting  forward 
propositions  in  the  hope  that  we  shall  find 
common  ground  among  Christian  denomi- 
nations and  to  be  constantly  met  by  too 
mocessful  resistance.      We  will  attempt 
that    course    no    more ;    we    will    give 
you  secularism."     Although  your  Lord- 
ships   may     disapprove    of     this     view 
and   believe   you  will   be  able   to   stem 
the     tide    if    the    tide    rises,     yet    no 
one  is  better  aware  than  your  Lordships 
that  this   House  ha.s  always   bowed   to 
public  opinion  when  expressed. 

You  will  find  public  opinion — angry, 
tumultuous,  irresistible — in  favour  of  secu- 
larism if  you  refuse,  I  virill  not  for  a 
moment  say  this  Bill  as  it  stands — I 
mean  nothing  of  the  kind,  nor  is  there 
anything  minatory  in  my  language  or 
thoughts — ^butif  you  refuse  to  consider  a 
weU-meant  and  honest  attempt  to  find 
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some  middle  course  such  as  we  have 
endeavoured  to  put  before  your  Lordships. 
That  is  my  belief.  I  may  be  altogether 
wrong;  your  Lordships  «vill  form  your 
own  judgment ;  but  I  am  glad  to  think 
that  between  now  and  October  there  ^ill 
be  time  for  a  little  cool  reflection.  I  do 
not  know  why  it  is  that  up  to  no  iw'  the 
attempt  to  come  to  some  concordat  has 
failed  in  this  country.  This  I  am  sore  of, 
that  the  present  is  a  critical  occasion — I 
do  not  mean  in  a  constitutional,  but  in  an 
educational,  sense — and  all  those  who 
wish  well  to  the  cause  of  education  and  of 
the  religious  education  of  the  young 
would  do  well  to  reflect  between  now  and 
October. 

The  LORD  BISHOP  op  OXFORD : 

My  Lords,  we  are  asked  to  accept  a  Bill 
which  will  give  a  far  wider  extension  to 
that  series  of  prohibitions  known  as  the 
Cowper-Temple  Clause.  We  are  asked 
to  assent  to  a  Bill  which  will  remove  many 
of  the  safeguards  for  the  thoroughneflB 
and  reality  of  religious  teaching.  And 
when  we  look  at  that  prospect  with  appre- 
hension those  who  support  the  Bill  try 
to  assure  us  by  saying.  ''  Look  at  the 
excellent  religious  work  which  has  been 
done  under  the  conditions  of  the  Cowper- 
Temple  Clause  in  board  schools  in  the 
past.  We  have  had  quoted  to  us  words 
in  another  place  about  — 

"Thirty-six  years  of  happy  experience  of 
Cowper-Temple  teachiog," 

and  also  words  used  by  the  most  rev. 
Primate  with  regard  to  the  teaching  that 
has  been  given  in  some  board  schools, 
and  we  are  invited  to  be  reassured  with 
regard  to  the  future  by  past  experience. 

It  is  always  an  ungracious  thing  to 
interfere  with  the  cheerful  and  healthy 
exercise  of  optimism,  but  we  are  bound 
to  remember  that  the  operation  of  the 
Cowper-Temple  Clause  will  be  in  the 
future  under  different  conditions  from 
those  which  have  prevailed  in  the  past. 
The  conditions  will  be  different  in  many 
ways  if  this  Bill  in  anything  like  its 
present  form  becomes  law.  The  point  to 
which  I  wish  to  draw  attention  is  the 
difference  which  is  going  on,  and  will  go  on 
still  more,  in  the  training  of  the  teacher. 
The  noble  Lord  on  my  right,  Lord  Stanley 
of  Alderley,  paid  a  just  tribute  to  the 
services  rendered  by  the  teachers  m 
elementary  schools.     He  spoke  of  thent 
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as  an  honourable,  an  earnest,  and  a 
thoughtful  body  of  men  and  women 
who  oared  for  this  teaching.  I  wish  to 
express  my  sense  of  the  debt  which  we 
owe  in  this  matter  to  the  teachers  in 
elementary  schook.  I  think  that  all 
classes  are  deeply  indebted  to  them  for 
the  temper,  the  devotion,  and  the  zeal 
with  wluch  they  have  carried  out  their 
work. 

But  it  is  increasingly  likely  that  in  the 
future  access  to  the  teaching  profession 
will  dispense  altogether  with  the  require- 
ment of  residential  training,  and  with 
that  influence  which,  whatever  we  may 
think  or  say  about  an  ecclesiastical 
atmosphere,  is  necessary  for  those  who 
are  to  give  religious  instruction.  Resi- 
dential training  goes  far  to  give  the 
teacher  some  of  the  advantages  of  the 
public  school.  In  the  residential  training 
college  the  lad  will  learn,  not  only  to 
work  well,  but  to  play  well ;  he  will 
learn  something  of  the  real  skill  of  disci- 
pline, and  how  the  best  discipline  is 
often  maintained  where  the  sanction 
for  it  cannot  be  invoked  or  enforced ; 
he  will  learn,  above  all,  the  meaning 
of  esprit  de  corps.  Those  are  ways 
in  which  our  teachers  in  the  past  have 
been  to  a  great  extent  trained,  with  not 
only  definite  religious  training,  but  with 
the  influences  of  a  residential  college 
around  them.  If  these  advantages  a&e 
likely  in  the  future  to  be  to  a  considerable 
extent  withdrawn  or  foregone,  and  if 
you  have  coming  into  the  teaching 
profession  a  large  number  of  men  and 
women  not  so  trained,  it  cannot  be  said 
that  the  conditions  under  which  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching  will  be  given  are  identi- 
cal or  near  to  the  conditions  under  which 
it  has  been  given  in  the  past.  That 
is  one  point  which  I  wish  to  leave  with 
your  Lordships,  because  I  think  we  are 
all  in  danger  of  thinking  too  confidently 
that  what  has  prevailed  in  many  cases 
happily  in  the  past  can  be  relied  on  in 
the  future  under  widely  different  con- 
ditions. 

^  I  have  only  one  word  more  to  say. 
We  shall  be  going  away  very  soon  for, 
I  hope,  a  period  of  rest,  and  I  imagine 
that  noble  Lords  will  not  be  sorry  to 
be  for  a  while  not  thinking  of  the  Educa- 
tion Bill.  But  when  they  have  had  a 
reasonable  respite  from  all  considerations 


of  it,  there  are  one  or  two  ways  in  which 
they  may  gain  what  will  be  helpful 
when  we  meet  again  in  the  autumn. 
I  hope  that  your  Lordships,  before 
entering  on  the  strenuous  work  of 
amendment,  will  try  to  find  out  how  the 
Bill  is  regarded  in  the  country.  I  cannot 
speak  with  experience  of  the  signs  of 
temper  and  tone  in  this  House,  but  I 
am  very  much  mistaken  if  there  has  not 
been  a  great  accruing  of  purpose  and 
power  in  the  resolve  to  amend  the  Bill 
as  the  debate  has  gone  on.  I  beUeve 
that  will  be  re-enforced  by  a  great 
body  of  feeling  throughout  the  country, 
and  that  this  House  has  an  opportunity 
now  of  finding  itself  supported  by 
multitudes  who  have  been  accustomed 
to  look  askance  at  it.  We  heard  from 
an  unexpected  quarter  in  another  place 
an  expression  of  thankfulness  that  there 
is  a  House  of  Lords,  and  I  believe  that 
feelirg  is  very  widespread  at  the  present 
moment  throughout  the  country 

♦Lord  STANMORE  :  My  Lords,  I 
think  that  his  Majesty's  Government  may 
congratulate  themselves  on  at  least  two 
features  of  this  long  debate.  One  is  that, 
although  the  Bill  has  been  subjected  to 
the  severest  criticism,  there  has  not  been 
through  the  whole  course  of  the  debate 
any  suggestion  that  it  should  be  rejected 
on  its  Second  Reading.  The  other  is 
that  of  the  two  principles  of  the  Bill  one 
has  been  accepted  without  objection  and 
has  received  the  more  than  tacit  support  of 
many  noble  Lords  on  the  opposite  Benches 
— ^the  principle  that  public  control 
must  follow  the  gift  of  public  funds. 

We  are  told  by  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  two  principles  guide  them  in 
this  Bill.  The  first  is  the  establishment 
of  public  control.  That,  apparently,  is 
on  all  hands  conceded.  The  other  is  the 
abolition  of  tests.  I  believe  it  to  be 
accepted  by  the  whole  House  that  you 
are  not  to  impose  a  religious  test  for 
appointment  to  a  civil  office,  but  a  test 
in  the  sense  of  that  imposed  on  head 
teachers  under  the  Act  of  1902  is  a  test 
which  always  must  exist  if  you  are  to 
have  efficient  teachers.  I  beg  your 
Lordships  to  notice  that  His  Majesty's 
Government  are  in  fact  (though  in  an 
obscure  and  indirect  form)  retaining 
the    only  test  which   the  Act  of    1902 
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imposed.  Under  the  Act  of  that  year 
every  head  teacher  in  a  voluntary 
school  was  necessarily  a  teacher  of 
religion,  as  much  so  as  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury  and  that  being  so  it  was  neces- 
sary to  ascertain  whether  he  was  qualified 
for  the  work  he  undertook.  In  that  sense 
what  is  denounced  as  a  test  was  perfectly 
legitimate,  and  it  will  be  practically  still 
continued  under  this  Bill.  The  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
seemed  to  make  a  grea  t  distinction  between 
a  test  precedent  to  appointment  and 
a  test  subsequent  to  appointment.  A 
test  precedent  to  appointment,  he  said, 
you  must  not  impose.  You  must  appoint 
your  teacher  without  a  test,  but  when 
he  is  appointed  you  may  if  he  is  willing 
to  teach  religion  apply  one  in  order  to 
ascertain  whether  he  is  qualified  to  teach 
it.  That  is  quite  a  sufficient  test  for 
me,  and  probably  for  most  other  noble 
Lords. 

V  There  are  provisions  in  the  Bill  with 
which  I  think  we  may  be  well  satisfied  and 
grateful  for — ^the  provisions  for  securing 
the  health  and  recreation  of  the  children. 
But  there  my  support  of  the  Bill 
must  cease.  When  we  come  to 
those  of  its  provisions  which  relate 
to  religious  teaching,  and  which,  after 
all,  constitute  by  far  the  greater  part 
of  the  enacting  clauses,  there  I  feel 
that  His  Majesty's  Government  have 
gone  entirely  astray. 

In  point  of  clearness  of  expression 
and  fairness  of  statement  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Earl  the  Lord  President 
of  the  Coimcil  in  introducing  this 
Bill  left  nothing  to  be  desired,  but  I 
am  not  sure  tiiat  he  was  quite  so 
happy  when  answering  by  anticipation 
objections  which  he  thought  would 
be  made  to  the  Bill.  Some  of  those 
answers  I  confess  I  thought  sounded 
somewhat  hollow.  The  noble  Ead  is  a 
man  of  ability ;  he  is  not  a  man  who 
takes  a  bad  argument  for  a  good  one; 
and  the  same  acuteness  which  enables 
bim  to  make  the  best  of  the  case  he 
brings  before  your  Lordships  must  at 
the  same  time  show  him  clearly  what  the 
weak  points  of  that  case  aie.  I  was 
therefore  not  at  all  surprised  to  hear  the 
comparatively  hesitating  manner,  the 
lowered  voice,  and  the  almost  apologetic 
tone  in  which  the  noble  Earl  attempted 

Lord  Stanmorf, 


to  defend  the  provisions  of  the  clause 
requiring  a  majority  of  four-fifths  for  the 
establishment  of  exceptional  ^ciHties 
for  religious  teaching.  He  said  that 
after  aU  a  limit  must  be  made,  and 
what  did  it  signify  what  the  particular 
limit  was.  He  went  on  to  give  what  he 
called  a  similar  instance.  He  referred  to 
the  limit  at  which  exemption  from  income- 
tax  was  fixed  as  being  equally  arbitrary. 
But,  my  Lords,  there  is  the  most  es- 
sential difference  between  the  two. 
The  limit  with  regard  to  the  exemption 
from  income-tax  is  a  limit  imposed — by 
whom  ? — ^by  the  majority  of  the  elected 
representatives  of  the  people.  Bat  what 
is  this  four-fifths  provision  ?  It  is  really 
a  provision  that  a  minority  of  a  little  over 
one-fifth  shall  overrule  the  wishes  of 
perhaps  little  less  than  four-fifths  of  the 
community. 

I  have  no  particularly  enthusiastie 
feeling  in  favour  of  a  mere  noitierical 
majority.  I  think  that  is  one  of  the 
fetishes  of  the  day.  That  the  folly  of 
an  hundred  fools  is  wiser  than  the 
wisdom  of  ninety-nine  wise  men  is  a 
proposition  which  does  not  greatly  com- 
mend itself  to  me.  Two  hundred  years 
hence  it  is  very  probable  that  our  des- 
cendants will  look  upon  the  wisdom 
of  their  ancestors  much  as  we  look  upon 
the  so-called  wisdom  of  our  ancestors,  and 
shibboleths  ^hich  have  great  vogue  at 
this  time  may  very  possibly  be  relegated 
to  the  same  limbo  as  many  more  ancient 
doctrines.  But  in  the  meantime  the 
cult  of  the  bare  majority  holds  sway 
everywhere,  and  must  be  acknowledged. 
I  confess  that  it  does  seem  strange  to 
me  that  those  who  are  its  devoutest 
worshippers  should  in  this  BiU  enable  a 
minority  of  a  little  over  one-fifth  to 
over-rule  the  wishes  of  a  little  under 
four-fifths  of  the  same  community. 

I  find  what  seems  to  be  an  almost 
impenetrable  blindness  on  the  part  of 
many  as  to  the  reasons  tKrhich  induce  a 
large  number  of  your  Lordships  and 
other  people  to  object  to  what  is  called 
undenominational  teaching.  Four  years 
ago  it  was  called  uudogmatic,  but  its 
advocates  seem  to  have  discovered  that 
dogma  is  inseparable  from  any  religious 
teaching.  The  nature  of  the  objections 
to  that  form  of  teaching  haya  really 
not  been  fully  .stat/ed.      It    is  because 
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we  know  not  what  undenominational 
religion  means,  or  may  be  made  to  mean, 
that  we  object  to  it.  What  do  its  advo- 
cates say  that  it  teaches  ?  **  The  funda- 
mental doctrines  of  religion,"  says  Dr. 
Clifford ;  "  of  Christianity,"  askjs  Canon 
Hensley  HeaFon ;  **  of  Trinitarian 
Christianity,"  says  the  Bishop  of  Car- 
lisle. Well,  'w'hich  is  it  to  be  ?  If 
indeed  you  take  Trinitarian  Chris- 
tianity it  is,  I  think,  then  possible  to 
establish  something  like  a  combined 
syBtem  of  education.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  pamphlet  describing  what  is  to 
my  mind  almost  the  only  successful 
effort  of  its  kind.  It  was  drawn  up  by 
a  Roman  Catholic  Bishop,  an  Anglican 
Bishop,  and  a  Presbyterian  chaplain 
for  the  guidance  of  the  Martiii^re 
corege  in  Calcutta.  It  is  thoroughly 
undenominational,  but  it  is  dogmatic 
to  the  backbone.  I  believe  it  woiUd  not 
be  beyond  the  skill  of  man  on  that 
common  ground  to  devise  a  scheme 
which  might  work  well  and  meet  all 
requirements.  But  that  would  not 
satisfy  the  advocates  of  the  BilL 

The  only  positive  injunction  laid 
down  in  this  Bill  is  the  prohibitive 
one  that  distinctive  formularies  are 
not  to  be  taught,  but  there  is  no 
limit  on  the  other  side,  and  the 
temptation  always  will  be  to  make  the 
field  as  wide  as  possible.  Logically  it 
ought  to  be  wide  enough  to  comprehend 
the  Jew  and  the  Agnostic,  for  it  is  just  as 
great  a  grievance  that  they  should  be 
compelled  to  pay  for  religious  teaching 
they  disapprove  as  that  Wesleyans  or 
Baptists  should  be  so.  But  practically 
the  religious  teaching  will  be  Christian, 
but  undenominational,  or  as  it  used  to  be 
called  a  year  or  two  ago,  undogmatic. 
What  kind  of  Christianity  is  this  to  be  ? 
The  Unitarians  are  a  small  sect,  but  a 
powerful  one.  There  will  be  hesitation 
on  the  part  of  local  authorities  to  offend 
the  Unitarians,  and  yet  if  the  teaching 
be  such  as  is  acceptable  to  the  Unitarians 
it  will  be  regarded  by  a  majority 
of  Nonconformists  as  well  as  by 
Churchmen  to  be  no  true  teaching 
of  Christianity  at  all.  I  apprehend 
that  in  most  schook  when  this  anti- 
denominational  system  becomes  the  law 
of  the  land,  if  it  ever  does,  you  will  find 
a  gradual  slackening  of  Christian  teaching 
until  it  fades  out  altogether.    And  now 


what  is  meant  by  fundamental  religion  1 
Something  making  foundation.  There  are 
two  different  foundations.  Most  of  those 
who  advocate  undenominational  teaching 
consider  it  should  consist  of  a  set  of  maxims 
which  are  consistent  with  Christianity,  but 
not  necessarily  Christian.  In  the  opinion 
of  an  equally  large  number  of  persons, 
probably  a  larger  number,  their  teaching 
is  not  Christian  at  all,  but  more  nearly 
approaching  to  Confucianism.  They  hold, 
with  St.  Paul,  that  other  foundation  can 
no  man  lay  than  that  is  laid.  The 
foundation  they  look  to  is  that  of  the 
personality  of  omr  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  and 
the  personal  relation  which  exists  between 
Him  and  every  Christian  soul.  Now,  those 
two  foundations  are  absolutely  distinct. 
You  may  build  a  fair  edifice  on  the  foun- 
dation of  moral  precepts  and  philosophio 
doctrines,  and  you  may  tell  the  children 
who  are  educated  under  it  that  all  they 
have  to  do  is  to  listen  to  those  doctrines 
and  to  guide  themselves  by  them  ;  but 
there  is  all  the  difference  in  the  world 
between  such  a  foundation  and  that  other 
foundation  of  which  I  have  spoken,  a 
difference  that  is  radical  and  irrecon- 
cilable. 

Between  those  two  systems  there'  is  a 
great  guU  fixed  which  cannot  be  bridged 
or  passed  over,  and  that  is  the  reason  why 
so  many  earnest  men  absolutely  decline 
to  have  any  part  in  what  is  called  un 
denominational  education.  That  was  the 
one  point  to  which  I  wished  to  call  you 
Lordships'  attention.  Before  sitting  down 
however,  I  should  like  to  make  a  remark 
which  I  think  is  pregnant  with  meaning.' 
a  meaning  which  is  abhorrent  to  me,  but 
I  am  not  one  of  those  who  refuse  to  see 
facts  because  I  do  not  like  them.  So 
far  as  I  am  aware,  in  all  the  discussions 
and  debates  which  have  taken  place  on 
this  subject  in  Parliament  and  out  of 
doors  we  have  not  heard  anything  that 
would  lead  us  to  infer  that  there  was  such 
an  institution  still  existing  as  a  National 
Established  Church.  On  all  hands  it 
has  been  spoken  of  as  though  on  an 
equality  with  other  sects.  This  seems  to 
me  to  involve  the  recognition  of  a  fact, 
if  it  be  a  fact,  of  enormous  significance. 

The  lord  BISHOP  op  DURHAM  :| 
My  Lords,  I  rise  to  ask  your  Lordships* 
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attention  for  a  few  minutes  for  a  very 
simple  and  direct  purpose.  I  wihh  to 
express  my  strong  impression,  from  such 
observations  as  during  this  summer  I 
have  been  able  to  make,  that  if  one  may 
use  the  Word  "  mandate "  there  does 
exist  in  this  country  something  like  a 
mandate,  and  I  venture  to  thiink  from 
the  majority  of  the  English  people,  to  the 
House  of  Lords  to  consider  the  Grovem- 
ment*s  Education  Bill  with  considerate- 
ness,  temper,  and  fairness,  but  with 
firmness  and  without  undue  fear.  I  do 
not  say  this  lightly  or  forgetful  of  the 
responsibilities  and  anxieties  of  the  hour. 
We  none  of  us  shall  be  forgetful  of  those 
considerations  after  the  speech,  so  ad- 
mirable in  manner  and  so  weighty  in 
thought,  from  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack. 

It  is  a  bad  thing  for  a  man  «vhose 
calling  in  life  is  to  be  a  pastor  to  have  to 
take  any  part  in  a  campaign  w^hich  has 
political  elements  in  it.  It  does  not 
make  such  a  man  more  ready  or  able  to  do 
his  Work  to  have  to  live  in  the  somewhat 
dreary  conditions  of  a  chronic  crisis  of  a 
semi-political  kind.  Throughout  my  life 
I  have  had  the  happiest  possible  relations 
with  Nonconformist  Christians,  and  I  have 
derived  the  greatest  spiritual  benefit  from 
the  instructions  and  writings  of  Non- 
conformist saints.  My  hope  has  been  for 
years  that  there  might  be  an  approxima- 
tion on  the  deepest  grounds  between  them 
and  us  of  the  Church  of  England.  I 
rejoice  whenever  ^e  can  meet  on  large 
and  fruitful  common  ground,  which 
includes  among  other  things  allegiance  to 
that  Book,  ^hich,  like  its  supreme  and 
ultimate  Author,  is  able  to  unveil  its 
inmost  secret,  not  necessarily  to  the 
elaborately  instructed,  but  to  the  single- 
hearted  soul.  These  considerations  make 
it  to  me  infinitely  unwelcome  to  take 
a  Une  of  protest  and  of  disappointment 
at  what  we  have  been  so  earnestly  assured 
this  afternoon  has  been  an  honest  attempt 
by  able  and  patriotic  men  to  arrive  at  a 
settlement  of  this  great  dispute. 

But  I  am  compelled  to  say  that  my 
disappointment  is  bitter  at  the  facts  as 
they  stand.  I  am  dismayed  at  the 
ruthless  energy  with  which  the  ex- 
tremely well-meant  attempt  at  a  co- 
promise  in  1902  has  been  pursued  until 
it  has  issued   in  the  proposals  of  the 
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present  Bill.  I  believe  that  feeling  is 
shared  by  many  even-minded,  godly, 
equitable  and  informed  Nonconformisto. 
Speaking  for  the  bishops,  I  may  say  that 
most  of  us  have  had  added  to  our  some- 
what heavy  nominal  duties  the  duty 
during  the  past  summer  of  speaking  ai 
and  usually  presiding  over,  meetings 
occasioned  by  this  Bill.  The  county 
of  Durham,  which  I  represent  in  somt 
sense,  is,  I  think,  fairly  typical  of  many 
important  parts  of  England.  It  is  vastly 
industrial,  and  it  is  largely  pervaded  by 
energetic  and  living  Nonconformity.  Its 
people  are  frank  and  outspoken  to  a 
delightful  fault,  or,  I  would  rather  say, 
to  a  delightf id  degree — thank  Gk>d  for  it ! 
and  the  meetings  summoned  there,  which 
have  been  quite  free  and  open  to  the 
expression  of  various  opinions,  have  been 
most  instructive  to  the  observer. 

Every  one  who  knows  the  county  of 
Durham  will  bear  witness  to  the  nn- 
exampled  extent  to  which  meetings  to 
oppose  this  Bill  as  it  stands  have  attracted 
popular  interest  and  inspired  almost 
unanimous  enthusiasm.  For  example, 
I  will  take  two  important  towns — West 
Hartlepool  and  Simderland.  There  was 
summoned  at  West  Hartlepool  a  public 
meeting  which  was  attended  by  3,000 
people,  of  whom  fully  half  were  men. 
A  large  number  of  Nonconformists  weie 
known  to  be  in  that  meeting.  There  was 
a  certain  amount  of  very  moderate  and 
good-himioured  interruption  and  heckling 
from  a  group  of  non-sympathisers  near 
the  door.  It  was  answered  by  the 
speaker  heckled  promptly  and  with  com- 
plete success  as  regards  the  sudden 
cessation  of  the  interruption,  and  perfect 
good  himiour  was  maintained  throughout 
the  meeting.  One  of  the  votes  of  thanks 
was  seconded  by  a  working  man  of  the 
town — a  Congregationahst  leader,  actively 
in  co-operation  with  the  Labour  Party 
— and  his  speech  emphasised  the  value 
of  the  protest  which  the  Church  was 
making  in  favour  of  national  religious 
education.  At  the  close  of  the  meeting 
ten  persons  out  of  the  3,000  held  up  their 
hands  against  the  resolution  in  which 
the  sense  of  the  meeting  was  summed  up. 

At  Sunderland,  full  of  the  Noncon- 
formity I  have  referred  to,  a  meeting  on 
this  subject  was  convened  in  the  great 
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Drill  Hall,  and  to  the  surprise  of  its  pro- 
moters it  was  attended  by  4,000  people, 
of  whom  a  very  large  majority  were  men, 
and  mostly  working  men.  There  was  a 
most  extraordinary  responsiveness  and 
electrical  sympathy  about  that  meeting, 
and  at  the  close  it  was  calculated  that 
only  five  hands  were  held  up  against  the 
resolution.  At  a  meeting  in  South 
Shields  one  of  the  most  important 
speeches  against  the  Bill  was  delivered 
by  a  PresbjTterian  minister,  and  another 
Nonconformist  minister,  whose  congrega- 
tion numbers  600  members,  has  through- 
out the  whole  controversy  taken  a 
consistent  line  with  the  Church  of 
England. 
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I  am  convinced  that  there  is  a  feolinii; 
in  the  country  which  may  be  interpreted 
as  a  mandate  to  the  House  of  Lords  to  do 
nothing  inconsiderate,  but  to  approach 
this  BiU  with  the  consciousneis  that  there 
is  a  mass  of  feeling  behind  which  looks 
upon  this  House  rather  as  a  substitute  for 
a  referendum  than  the  protector  of  sec- 
tarian interests.  The  cause  for  which  we 
stand  should  inspire  courage ;  it  is  not  a 
sectarian  cause,  not  a  proselytising  cause ; 
it  is  a  c  luse  in  which  the  whole  Christian- 
ity of  the  rising  generation  among  the 
working  classes  of  the  country  is  con- 
cerned. There  is  no  security  that  what 
is  called  the  Cowper-Temple  teaching  of 
religion  will  remain — indeed,  it  is  largely 
ceasing  to  be  what  it  has  been ;  and  I 
hold  that  the  Church  of  England,  which  is 
not  a  sect,  which  is  not  a  denomination 
merely — ^it  is  older  than  the  nation — has 
the  position  and  capabilities  for  doing  for 
the  rising  generation  what  no  other 
Christian  body  as  constituted  to-day  can 
do  to  preserve  the  teaching  of  revealed 
eternal  truths.  With  a  knowledge  of  a 
great  backing  in  the  country  and  mighty 
reasons,  I  exhort  your  Lordships  to  con- 
sider the  Bill  not  merely  from  the  point  of 
view  of  what  is  best  for  the  immediate 
present,  but  looking  to  the  long  distant 
future  in  this  matter  of  children's  edu- 
cation. 

The  MARQUE3S  op  LANSDOWNE  : 
My  Lords,  I  should  like  at  the  outset  of 
my  few  remarks  to  notice  very  briefly 
a  suggestion  whi(h  during  the  last  few 
days  has  been  repeatedly  made  to  me, 
and  made  to  me  by  noble  Lord)  for  who^e 


opinions  I  entertain  very  deep  respect, 
and  whose  judgment  is  entitled  to  every 
consideration.  I  have  been  asked  bv 
several  Members  of  your  Lordships' 
House  whether  it  woidd  not  have  been 
better  if  the  debate  on  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill  had  stood  over  until  the  month 
of  October.  My  friends  were  able  to 
adduce  weighty  reasons  in  favour  of 
that  coarse.  The  Bill  had  been  in  our 
hands  but  a  very  few  hours  when  this 
debate  began ;  it  has  been  greatly  altered 
daring  its  passage  through  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  it  contains  many  im- 
portant provisions  which  were  not  there 
discussed.  In  these  circumstances,  it  was 
not  unnatural  to  ask  that  more  time 
should  be  given  to  the  House  of  Lords 
before  we  give  the  Bill  a  Second  Reading. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  after  consulting 
with  many  of  our  supporters,  it  seemed 
to  me  that  the  attitude  of  noble  Lords 
who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House  towards 
the  Bill  was  perfectly  clear,  and  that  it 
was  desirable  that  this  attitude  should 
be  made  plain  to  the  country  without 
further  loss  of  time.  I  imderstand 
that  most  of  us  are  reaidy  to  admit  that 
some  modification  of  the  Act  of  1902  is 
inevitable;  but  we  hold  very  strongly 
that  in  submitting  these  particular  pro- 
posals for  the  alteration  of  that  Act  His 
Majesty's  Government  have  very  seriously 
misunderstood  the  feeling  of  the  country 
towards  this  impcrtant  subject. 

We  believe  that  tlis  Bill  would  work, 
if  it  were  to  pass  in  its  present  shape, 
very  grave  injustice,  out  of  all  proportion 
to  the  alleged  grievances  it  seeks  to 
remove,  and  we,  at  any  rate,  cannot 
contemplate  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
into  law  in  the  shape  in  which  it  no^ 
stands.  On  the  other  hand,  we  recog- 
nise that  the  Bill  contains  admissions 
of  some  very  important  and  far-reaching 
principles,  admissions  that  we  welcome 
as  indicating  a  desire,  at  any  rate,  on  the 
part  of  the  f  ramers  of  the  BiU  to  deal  in  an 
equitable  spirit  with  the  question. 

Holding  these  views  it  seems  to  us 
that  it  is  our  duty  to  try  to  amend  this 
Bill,  and  we  feel  that  it  would  be  more 
respectful  to  the  other  House  of  Parlia 
ment — and  I  think  we  all  feel  that 
there  there  should  be  reciprocal  respect 
showu  by  each  House  to  the  other— 
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to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time  and 
then  address  ourselves  seriously  to  the 
task  of  removing  the  grave  defects 
which  ^e  detect  in  it.  If  I  have  not 
incorectly  described  the  attitude  of  the 
House,  it  is  surely  better  that  that 
attitude  should  be  explained  no'w,  rather 
than  that  the  country  should  be  left  in 
suspense  for  two  or  three  months,  during 
which  no  doubt  all  sorts  of  sinister 
motives  would  be  attributed  to  your 
Lordships'  House.  But  we  do  desire  it 
to  be  clearly  understood  that  in  giving 
a  Second  Eeading  to  the  Bill  we  do  not 
abate  one  jot  or  tittle  of  our  right  to  deal 
with  it  as  we  think  proper  at  a  future 
Btage.  One  other  reason  why  I  am  glad 
the  debate  has  not  been  postponed  is 
that  some  of  the  speeches  which  have 
been  delivered  during  the  course  of 
it  are  speeches  that  cannot  fail  to  have 
a  very  wide  effect  in  the  country ;  and 
if  we  only  had  to  consider  from  that 
point  of  view  the  speech  of  the 
most  rev.  Primate  who  presides  over 
the  see  of  Canterbury,  I  should  say  that 
^0  have  reason  to  be  deeply  grateful 
that  the  debate  has  taken  place  now. 


What  is  our  main  complaint  of  this  Bill  ? 
ink  it  may  be  expressed  in  a  very 
few  words  by  saying  that  the  Bill  doss 
very  little  for  education  and  creates  a 
vast  amount  of  heart-burning  and  disturb- 
ance. The  Bill  has  been  described  to- 
day as  "  above  all  thmgs  an  educational 
Bill,"  I  would  like  to  put  the  accuracy 
of  this  description  to  a  simple  test.  The 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  introduced 
the  measure  in  a  long  speech — ^not  too 
long,  because  the  subject  is  one  calling 
for  lengthened  explanation — ^but  I 
noticed  that  out  of  the  hour  and  a  half 
— ^I  think  that  was  about  the  time 
occupied — about  an  hour  and  a  quarter 
were  devoted  to  what  he  himself  de- 
scribed as  the  "  arid  region  of  the  religious 
difficulty,"  and  only  in  the  last  quarter 
of  an  hour  of  the  time  occupied  by  his 
speech  did  he  find  himself  in  what  he 
gracefully  described  as  "in  tie  green 
fields  with  the  children,"  and  then 
he  began  to  tell  us  of  things  the  Bill  did 
for  the  children,  such  things  as  the 
establishment  of  play  centres,  vacation 
schools,  and  I  suppose  I  must  include 
that  early  introduction  to  the  dentist 

The  Marquess  of  iMnsdevme. 


which  is  no  doubt  necessary,  and  upon 
which  the  noble  Earl  dwelt  in  eloquent 
terms. 

It  is  even  so  with  all  this  controversy. 
The  absorbing  interest  of  this  religions 
question  has  swamped  all  the  educa- 
tional side  of  the  problem.  It  has 
dispelled,  so  it  seems  to  me,  the  sense  o! 
proportion  of  His  Majesty's  Gk)vermn«it 
It  has  led  them  to  exaggerate  the  extent 
of  the  Nonconformists'  grievance.  It 
has  led  them  to  underrate  those  otiier 
grievances  which  the  Bill  would  infallibly 
create  ;  to  underrate  the  agitation  which 
it  would  lead  to,  an  agitation  which  I  am 
convinced  will  be  far  more  formidable 
than  any  which  has  been  provoked  by 
the  existing  condition  of  the  law.  For, 
my  Lords,  who  accepts  the  Bill  ?  The 
Nonconformists  are  in  mutiny  .TheDuke  of 
Norfolk,  has  told  you  frankly  how  the 
Boman  Catholic  Church  regards  the 
overtures  which  you  have  made  to  thenL 
As  to  the  Church  of  England,  its  feeling 
has  been  voiced  by  eloquent  and  un- 
answered speeches  delivered  from  ih» 
benches  opposite. 

When  we  are  told,  as  we  have  been  told 
to-day,  that  we  are  to  seek  in  this  Bill 
for  a  final  settlement  of  the  education 
question,  I  can  only  admire  the  simplicity 
of  those  who  venture  to  indulge  in  any 
hopes  of  the  kind.  We  are  told  this  is  a 
Bill  for  extending  popular  control  over 
our  schools.  Do  we  not  forget  that 
popular  control  is  there  already  ?  There 
is  only  the  smallest  fraction  of  school 
life  which  is  really  withdrawn  from 
popular  control.  But  if  we  are  anxioitf 
for  popular  control,  is  it  not  the  case  that 
this  Bill  bristles  with  restrictions  on 
popular  control  ?  What  is  the  popular 
control  which  refuses,  as  this  Bill  doe^s 
to  take  into  consideration  the  wishes  of 
the  parents  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
their  children  are  to  be  brought  up  ? 

The  noble  and  learned  Lord  upon  the 
Woolsack  told  us  just  now  that  this  was 
impracticable,  but  I  think  he  went  on  to 
say  that,  although  it  was  out  of  the  ques- 
tion to  consider  the  wishes  of  all  the 
parents,  he  regarded  favourably  the  idea 
of  admitting  the  claim  of  the  majority  of 
them.  If  he  really  frankly  and  fully 
admits  that,   and   if  we   may   proceed 
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to  amend  this  Bill  on  those  lines — ^upon 
the  lines  of  making  it  our  business  really 
to  ascertain  the  views  of  the  majori'y  of 
the  pa^'ents  and  to  give  efEect  to  those 
views — then  I  say  there  is  certainly  some 
hope 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  :  What  I 
said  was  that  it  was  impracticable  to  give 
elect  to  the  doctrine  that  all  the  parents' 
wishes  could  be  complied  with,  but  that, 
if  we  could  not  have  a  system  of  that  kind, 
we  had  done  our  best  to  give  facilities  by 
Clauses  3  and  4  and  5.  I  think  that  is 
what  I  said.  I  did  not  mean  to  lay  down 
any  general  and  universal  proposition  such 
as  the  noble  Uarquess  has  suggested. 

The  Marquess  op  LANSDOWNE  : 
No  one  has  ever  contended  on  this  side 
of  the  House  that  it  was  possible  to  give 
effect  to  the  wishes  of  every  small  section 
of  the  parents.  Any  arrangement  of 
the  land  must  be  limited  by  common 
sense  and  the  local  conditions.  But 
what  we  contend  for — and  I  still  do  not 
think  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  greatly 
differs  from  me — ^is  that  where  the  views 
of  a  large  majority  of  the  parents  are 
clearly  ascertainable,  due  regard  should 
be  paid  to  those  views.  This  Bill  has 
been  represented  as  an  attack  on  the 
Church  of  England.  It  is  not  only  an 
attack  upon  the  Church  of  England,  it  is 
an  attack  on  denominational  teaching 
of  all  kinds.  But  I  do  understand 
that  the  grievances  of  the  Church  of 
England  should  loom  larger  in  the  fore- 
ground of  this  question  than  any  other. 
For  the  Church  of  England  has  un- 
doubtedly made  sacrifices  for  the  sake 
of  education  which  bulk  larger  than  those 
made  by  any  other  part  of  the  community, 
and  I  have  been  surprised  at  some  of 
the  attempts  which  have  been  made  to 
belittle  the  extent  of  those  sacrifices. 

We  were  told  this  afternoon  that  there 
was  not  much  difference  between  the 
exclusion  of  the  Church  from  these  schools 
and  the  annexation  of  high  roads  by  the 
county  councils.  I  venture  to  suggest 
that  the  roads  and  the  schools  do  not 
stand  on  exactly  the  same  footing.  A  well- 
equipped  road  is  good  enough  for  anyone 
to  travel  by,  no  matter  by  whom  it  has 
been  equipped,  but  a  well-found  school 
is  not  good  enough  for  those  who  desire 


that  its  moral  equipment  should  be  of  a 
particular  and  special  kind.  We  have 
had  another  analogy  in  the  course  of  this 
debate.  The  noble  Earl  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  asked  us  why 
the  owners  of  these  schools  should  be  so 
extremely  anxious  as  to  what  was  done 
with  their  property.  It  is  simply,  he 
said,  a  case,  familiar  to  us  all,  in  which 
people  have  embarked  rather  too  freely 
on  bricks  and  mortar  and  have 
overbuilt  themselves.  If  that  is  the 
view  of  the  Cabinet  of  which  the  noble 
Earl  is  a  member,  all  I  can  say  is  that 
they  have  very  grievously  misappre- 
hended the  facts  of  the  case,  and  the 
manner  in  which  these  facts  are  regarded 
by  the  people  of  this  country. 

The  noble  and  learned  Lord  behind 
me  dealt  with  the  contention  of  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council  that  there  was 
nothing  very  unusual  in  such  interference 
as  this  Bill  contemplates  with  charitable 
trusts.  I  do  not  think  the  argument 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  behind  me 
was  quite  imderstood.  I  do  not  attempt 
to  state  these  things  in  legal  language, 
but  what  I  have  always  understood  is 
this — that  the  Courts  of  Law  in  this 
country  have  been  in  the  habit  of  interfer- 
ing with  trusts  when  it  could  be  shown 
that  it  was  impracticable  or  inexpedient 
to  carry  out  the  intentions  of  the  founders 
of  those  trusts,  and  what  I  should  like 
to  ask  is  whether  any  one  is  here  to 
contend  that  in  the  case  of  these 
schools  it  has  really  become  either 
impracticable  or  inexpedient  to  carry 
out  the  intentions  of  the  persons 
who  founded  them.  Parliament  and 
the  Law  Courts  of  the  country  have 
for  centuries  past  encouraged  liberal- 
minded  and  generous  people  to  establish 
trusts  of  this  kind,  and  I  cannot  help 
fearing  that  the  manner  in  which  this 
Bill  deals  with  theee  trusts  will  have  a 
very  deterrent  effect  upon  such  people 
in  the  future. 

We  have  at  any  rate  one  common 
ground  on  which  we  can  all  of  us  ou 
both  sides  of  the  House  found  ourselves. 
It  is  admitted  on  all  hands  that  no 
one  desires  that  our  system  of  school 
education  should  be  a  purely  secular 
sjTstem.  The  noble  Earl  put  that  forcibly 
and  clearly  when  he  said  the  people  of  the 
country  would  not  have  it;    and  I  am 
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<rlad  that  His  Majest3r's  Gk)yenunent  in 
that  respect  at  all  events  have  correctly 
gauged  the  feeling  of  this  country.     But, 
my  Lords,  I  press  that  point  because  it 
seems  to  me  that  if  that  is  true,  the 
result  is  to  fix  upon  the  State  the  res- 
ponsibility of  seeing  that  education  and 
religion  are  not  allowed  to  drift  apart ; 
that    the    system    should    not    become 
gradually  and  insensibly  secular ;  that  no 
violence  should  be  done  to  the  feelings 
of  the  parents  ;  that  religious  instruction 
should  not  be  discouraged ;    and  that  it 
should  not  be  imparted  by  persons  who 
are  unfit  or  incompetent  to  impart  it. 
I  honestly  believe  that  there  is  not  one  of 
those  principles  for  which  I  could  not  find 
emphatic  approval  in  the  speeches  which 
have  been  delivered  by  different  Members 
of  His  Majesty's  Government,  but  my 
complaint  is  that  these  principles  are  not 
embodied,  or  at  any  rate  not  embodied 
with  sufficient  distinctness  in  the  Bill  upon 
the  Table. 

Tried  bv  those  tests,  this  Bill  seems  to 
^le  to  fail  completely.  There  is  nothing 
to  prevent  religious  instruction  dropping 
i>ut  of  sight  altogether  in  certain  schools 
if  the  local  authority  desire  it.  There  is 
no  sufficient  recognition  of  the  wishes 
of  the  parents.  There  are  no  provisions 
to  ensure  that  religious  instruction  should 
be  given  what  the  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph 
appropriately  called  an  honoured  place. 
It  is  given  on  the  contrary  a  place  below 
the  salt  at  our  table,  and  there  is  no 
security  that  religious  instruction  should 
be  given  by  persons  who  are  competent 
to  give  it.  We  have  been  told  that  we 
should  be  content  with  what  we  commonly 
speak  of  as  Cowper-Temple  religion.  I 
sometimes  ^ish  that  from  the  jargon  of 
these  discussions  we  could  banish  that 
expression  altogether.  There  is  no  such 
thing.  The  Cowper-Temple  clause  is,  as 
has  been  said  this  afternoon,  a  series  of 
negations.  You  tell  us  that  the  great 
body  of  the  parents  of  this  country  are 
content  with  it.  Give  them  an  oppor- 
tunity of  telling  you  whether  they  are 
cont«*nted  vvith  it  or  not.  Do  not  forget, 
that  this  denominational  teaching  may 
mean  any  thing  or  nothing,  moreover 
I  do  notthink  we  have  sufficiently  taken 
into  account  the  effect  which  is  likely  to 

be  produced  on  so-called  Cowper-Temple 
teaching    by    the     alteration     in    the 

The  Mwquess  of  Lansdowne. 


religious  atmosphere  of  the  voluntair 
schools.  It  is  the  contact,  the  neigh- 
bourhood, of  the  voluntary  school  that 
has,  in  the  past  kept  up  the  standard  of 
religious  instruction  in  the  council  schools, 
and  my  fear  is  that  when  you  place  theae 
transferred  schools  upon  the  same  level 
as  the  council  schools  you  may  find  that 
there  is  a  distinct  alteration  in  the  re- 
ligious atmosphere  of  Cowper  -  Temple 
teahing. 

We  are  told  that  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  is  that  there  should  be  undenomina- 
tional teaching  supplemented  by  special 
religious  teaching.  In  what  manner  is 
effect  given  to  this  principle  ?  I  take 
Clause  4.  I  for  one  feel  deep  ^rratitudc 
to  His  Majesty's  Grovernment  for  having 
included  Clause  4  in  the  Bill.  I  regard  it 
as  a  proof  that  there  is  somewhere  in  the 
minds  of  the  Grovernment  a  real  desiie 
that    this    undenominational     teaching 

should  be  supplemented  by  religious  teach- 
ing of  a  wholly  different  kind.      The  dis- 
covery of  this  clause  in  the  Bill  is  like  the 
discovery  of  a  single  bone  of  an  extinct 
animal,  which  enables  our  palsBontologiats 
to  reconstruct  the  skeleton  of  the  whole 
animal,  and  I  feel  myself  able,  with  that 
clause  in  my  hand,  to  picture  the  kind  of 
Bill  which  might,  perhaps,  have  been  pro- 
duced to  Parliament  if  the  original  framers 
of   it  had  been  allowed  to  pursue  their 
object  consistently,  and  as  they   would 
have  desired  to  pursue  it.  Clause  4,  at  any 
rate,  has  this  great  merit.    It  admits  in 
theory  the  establishment  of  denomina- 
tional schools  maintained  by  public  funds, 
manned  by  teachers  giving  denomina- 
tional instruction,  who  shall  be  appointed 
for  their  fitness  to  teach.     And  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that  the  Minister  for  Educa- 
tion really  believes  that  these  advantages 
were  going  to  be  given  in  full  measure  to 
those  who  desired  them  ;  for  do  not  let  us 
forget  his  memorable  statement  to  the 
Jewish  deputation  when  he  told  them 
that  the  clause  might  require  strengthen- 
ing, but  that  its  intention  was  that  schools 
which  came  within  its  conditions  should 
be  carried  on  just  as  they  are  now. 


The  full  application  of  the  principles  he 
then  set  forth  might  have  been  the  means 
of  saving  denominational  instruction,  but 
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the  Bill  falls  very  far  short  of  fulfilling 
the  expectations  held  out  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  We  have  the 
arbitrary  geographical  limit  within  which 
the  clause  may  operate,  the  complex 
and  irritating  procedure,  and  the  futile 
appeal.  Is  it  really  exaggeration  to 
say  that  the  luckless  persons  who 
desire  to  obtain  these  extended  facili- 
ties will  have  to  run  a  kind  of  obstacle 
race,  in  which  they  will  have  to  surmount 
all  the  barbed  wire  entanglements  with 
which  the  facilities  are  surrounded,  at 
the  end  of  which — and  this  is  the  pathetic 
thing — ^they  may  find  themselves  put  off 
by  admission  to  the  proud  position  of  a 
State-aided  school?  And  what  does 
that  mean  ?  State  aid  schools  means 
short  commons,  and  that  is  the  ultimate 
fate  of  any  of  those  schools  which  may 
have  the  misfortune  of  having  to  negotiate 
with  a  perverse  local  authority.  I  am 
not  so  mipressed  with  the  infallibility 
of  local  authorities  as  to  believe  that  no 
such  thing  as  a  perverse  local  authority 
is  to  be  found  ;  and,  if  the  local  authority 
is  indeed  perverse,  it  will  have  the  double 
satisfaction  of  relegating  the  school  to  the 
position  of  a  State-aided  school  and  keep- 
mg  a  certain  amount  of  rates  in  its  own 
pocket. 

Then  facilities  are  to  be  given  to  other 
schools  imder  Clause  3,  and  it  is  on 
this  clause  that  Church  of  England 
schools  obviously  have  to  rely.  What 
is  the  logical,  what  is  the  liberal  principle 
on  which  we  should  expect  these  schools 
to  be  dealt  with  ?  Is  it  not  that  the 
wishes  of  the  majority  should  prevail  and 
that  the  utmost  consideration  should  be 
shown  to  those  who  are  in  a  minority  ? 
The  Bill,  no  doubt,  holds  out  the  expecta- 
tion of  ordinary  facilities  to  schools  of  this 
class ;  but  let  me  point  out  how  illusory 
these  facilities  are.  To  begin  with,  if  the 
local  authority  does  not  apply  to  take  over 
a  school,  away  go  the  ordinary  facilifies 
ab  initio.  Then  we  want  to  know  what 
are  these  facilities  ?  There  is  no  defini- 
tion of  them  in  the  Bill.  We  are  con- 
tinually referred  back  to  these  facilities. 
I  am  reminded  of  the  military  debate 
we  had  here  the  other  night.  When 
noble  Lords  opposite  were  told  they  were 
diminishing  the  Army,  they  said — 
"Oh,  but  look  at  the  number  of  men 
you  are  to  be  given  on  a  Militia  basis. '* 
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But  no  one  told  us  what  this  Militia 
basis  was,  and  in  the  same  way  no  one 
has  told  us  what  these  facilities  are  to  be. 
All  we  are  told  is  what  these  facilities 
are  not.  We  know  that  the  religious 
instruction  to  be  given  under  them 
is  not  to  be  paid  for  out  of  the 
rates,  that  it  must  not  be  given  by  the 
teacher  or  on  more  than  two  days  a 
week,  and  also  that  it  must  be  given  und^ 
the  absolute  control  of  the  local  authority, 
which  is  free  apparently  to  subtract  from 
this  unknown  quantity  as  much  or  little 
as  it  pleases. 

What  I  have  said  has  reference  to 
what  are  called  transferred  schools ; 
but  what  of  the  other  provided  schools, 
those  which  are  usually  described  as 
council  schools  ?  In  a  speech  delivered 
early  in  the  year  the  Minister  for  Educa- 
tion used  language  which  was  certainly 
interpreted  by  all  who  read  it  as  holding 
out  the  expectation  that  these  ordinary 
facilities  would  be  given,  not  only  in  the 
transferred  schools,  but  also  in  all  por- 
vided  schools,  that  is,  including  council 
schools.  I  freely  admit  I  draw  a  distinc- 
tion between  transferred  schools  and 
council  schools,  and  I  do  so  because,  if 
you  had  left  the  transferred  schools 
alone  and  left  them  in  possession  of  a 
due  amount  of  denominational  and 
religions  teaching,  you  would  have  had 
a  very  good  case  for  not  disturbing  the 
status  quo  of  the  council  schools.  But» 
if  you  are  going  to  place  the  whole  of 
the  schools  on  more  or  less  one  dead  level, 
we  have  a  right  to  ask  whether  you  are 
going  to  do  anything  in  the  jcase  of 
council  schools  to  redress  the  balance  and 
set  right  the  injustice  you  have  done  in 
the  case  of  the  transferred  schools. 


f  o  sum  up  the  question  of  facilities, 
does  it  not  come  to  this,  that  in  the  end 
the  urban  schools  have  the  dismal  pros- 
pect of  being  driven  into  the  position 
of  State-aided  schools,  that  the  rural 
voluntary  schools,  the  transferred  schools, 
may,  under  this  Bill,  be  cheated  at  the 
outset  of  the  privileges  to  which  they  are 
entitled,  and  that  the  only  class  of  schools 
which  is  left  alone  and  allowed  to  retain 
the  status  quo  are  the  council  schools  ? 
Whatever  you  may  think  of  that,  it 
is  not  even-handed  treatment. 
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With  regard  to  the  question  of  teachers, 
we  are  told  that  the  essence  of  this  Bill 
is  to  abolish  tests  for  teachers.  So  far 
as  I  am  aware,  at  this  moment  there 
are  no  tests  for  teachers.  I  do  not  know 
of  any ;  but,  be  that  as  it  may,  I  do  not 
think  any  of  us  desire  that  the  profession 
of  teacher  should  be  a  close  profession ; 
l)ut  is  that  any  reason  why  a  teacher 
should  be  allowed  to  teach  a  subject 
of  which  he  is  ignorant,  and  which  he  is 
incompetent  to  teach  ?  We  have  abolished 
tests  for  the  Universities,  but  I  have  yet 
to  learn  that  when  the  authorities  of  a 
college  desire  to  appoint  a  teacher  in 
a  particular  subject,  they  do  not  select 
s^  man  who  is  thoroughly  competent 
to  teach  that  subject.  There  is  a  very 
remarkable  divergence  of  views  between 
the  statements  that  have  been  made 
upon  this  point  by  different  members 
of  His  Majesty's  Grovernment.  In  the 
first  place,  in  the  speech  to  the  Jewish 
deputation,  Mr.  Birrell,  after  the  passage 
which  I  have  already  quoted,  went  on  to 
say— 

"  The  intention  of  the  clause  certainly  is 
that  the  teachers  should  remain  the  same  as 
they  are,  those  who  are  most  qualified  to  give 
the  particular  religious  instruction  which  has 
hitherto  been  given  in  the  schools." 

In  the  latest  debates  in  the  House 
of  Commons  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer used  these  words —  * 

*'  In  the  next  place,  no  teacher  appointed  and 
paid  by  the  State  is  to  be  appointed  hereatter 
subject  to  the  condition  that  he  is  to  give  re- 
ligious teaching,  or  that  he  is  to  belong  to  any 
particular  religious  communion,  or  any  re- 
ligious communi<ni  at  alL" 

If  that  view  is  to  prevail,  what  be- 
comes of  the  pledge  given  by  the  Minister 
for  Education ;  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  view  of  the  Minister  for  Education 
is  to  prevail,  how  is  it  to  be  reconciled 
with  the  statement  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Excheauer  ? 

This  grievance  of  the  teachers  is  to  my 
mind  the  more  serious  because  it  is  a 
double  grievance.  It  is  a  grievance  of 
the  teachers  themselves,  and  it  is  a 
grievance  of  the  parents  whose  children 
they  teach.  I  cannot  conceive  a  greater 
wrong  to  do  the  parents  of  the  children 
than  to  deprive  these  children  of  the  ad- 
vajitage  of  being  taught  by  men  or 
women  who  have  been  used  to  teach 
them,  who  know  how  to  teach  them,  and 
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who  are  qualified  to  teach  them  in  these 
most  solemn  and  important  subjects.  Aft 
to  the  teachers  themselves,  is  it  not  to  put, 
I  would  almost  say,  an  outrageous 
affront  upon  these  teachers,  these  men 
who  have  worked  conscientiously  at  theb 
profession,  who  care  about  religious  in- 
struction, who  know  how  essential  it  is  to 
the  whole  of  the  instruction  which  they  aw 
giving  to  their  pupils,  to  say  to  them 
suddenly,  "You  may  teach  all  other 
subjects ;  but  this,  the  most  important  sub- 
ject of  all,you  are  to  be  precluded  by  Act  of 
Parliament  from  teachmg  to  your  pupils." 

How  is  this  Bill  going  to  work  ?  Ex- 
perienced and  recognised  teachers  are  to 
be  withdrawn,  and  then  you  are  to  bring 
in,  I  do  not  exactly  know  from  where,  a 
kind  of  emergency  man  to  undertake  this 
duty.  These  men  will  not  know  the  chil- 
dren, the  children  will  not  know  them.  It 
is  a  remarkable  fact  that,  when  in  the 
other  House  an  Amendment  was  moved 
with  the  object  of  permitting  the  teaohei 
to  remain  in  the  room  whilst  this  religious 
instruction  was  being  imparted,  that 
Amendment  was  rejected  by  His  Majesty's 
Government. 

Discouraged  though  I  am  by  the 
manner  in  which  this  question  has  been 
treated,  I  do  discern  a  ray  of  hope.  I  am 
glad  to  notice  that  in  one  clause  of  the 
Bill,  Clause  11,  words  have  been  inserted 
providing  that,  if  a  vacancy  arises  in  the 
office  of  teacher  while  the  school-house  is 
used  under  this  section,  the  local  educa- 
tion authority  shall  in  choosing  the 
teacher  appoint  a  teacher  who  is  willing  to 
give  the  religious  instruction  required 
under  this  section.  I  hope  we  may 
regard  that  admission  as  the  germ  of  other 
admissions  which  will  be  ungrudgingly 
accorded  to  us  at  a  future  stage  of  the 
consideration  of  this  Bill.  I  am  also 
somewhat  encouraged  by  the  speech 
made  by  my  noble  fiend  Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley.  He  gave  us  comfort  in  this 
matter.  He  said — "  Never  mind  the  Bill, 
it  will  be  all  right;  you  will  see  the 
teachers  will  gravitate  towards  the  schools 
in  which  they  are  really  most  fitted  to 
teach.  The  local  authorities  will  naturally 
select  the  best  men."  As  my  noble  friend 
knows,  I  am  not  a  believer  in  the 
infallibility  of  local  bodies.  I  cannot 
help  thinking  my  noble  friend  may 
possibly    be    ready    to    assist    us     in 
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giving  the  local  authorities  some  little 
encouragement  to  be  careful  how  they 
select  teachers  for  their  schools. 

The  part  of  the  Bill  which  relat-s  to 
Wales  was  dealt  with  so  completely  by 
my  noble  friend  Lord  Cawdor  that  I  pass 
it  by.  The  Welsh  part  of  the  Bill  supplies 
what  I  hope  I  shall  not  be  considered  dis- 
respectful if  I  describe  as  the  comic 
element  ir  this  tragedy.  I  shall  not 
follow  the  example  of  the  Bishop  of  St. 
Asaph,  who  in  his  speech  pursued  the 
•elusive  phantom  of  the  Welsh  Minister, 
4ind  dealt  with  the  attributes  it  was  once 
proposed  to  confer  upon'  him.  I  almost 
wish  we  might  have  that  Minister,  and 
that  he  might  be  selected  from  the  ranks 
•of  your  Lordships'  House.  I  venture  to 
«ay  that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  and  Lord 
Cawdor  would  give  him  some  extremely 
interesting  quarters  of  an  hour. 

There  is  one  other  matter  about  which 
I  wish  to  say  a  word.  It  has  hardly  been 
referred  to.  I  mean  the  question  of  the 
finance  of  this  BilL  I  suppose  it  has  not 
been  referred  to  on  the  ground  that  the 
question  of  privilege,  in  connection  with 
which  we  had  a  discussion  yesterday, 
deprives  us  of  all  interest  in  such 
-questions.  It  is  a  matter  which  requires 
A  great  deal  of  discussion.  The  tax- 
^payers'  money  has  to  be  spent  for  this 
purpose,  and  we  have  not  had,  so  far  as  I 
Am  aware,  one  ounce  of  information  as  to 
the  calculation  upon  which  the  demand 
for  £1,000,000  has  been  based,  as  to  the 
^general  lines  upon  which  it  is  to  be  dis- 
tributed, or  as  to  its  sufficiency  to  meet 
the  reasonable  requirements  which  may 
be  expected  if  this  Bill  becomes  law. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  duty  of  your 
Lordships'  House  this  evening  is  plain. 
We  none  of  us,  I  believe,  desire  to  reject 
this  Bill,  bad  as  it  is,  at  any  rate  at  this 
stage.  We  cannot  entertain  the  idea  of 
passing  it  in  its  present  form.  We 
believe  that  it  will  require  not  only 
Amendment,  but  drastic  Amendment  in 
Committee,  and  we  shall  propose  such 
Amendments.  We  do  not  despair  of 
being  fairly  met  by  noble  Lords  opposite. 
They  have,  and  particularly  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  expressed 
an  earnest  desire  that  this  question  should 
be  dealt  with  in  a  spirit  of  consideration 
and  with  a  desire  to  bring  about  a  settle- 
ment of  a  difficult  and  thorny  question. 


We  do  hope  that,  when  we  come  to  discuss 
these  points  of  detail,  they  will  consider 
with  an  open  mind  the  proposals  which  we 
may  make,  and  that  they  will  give  us  their 
assistance  in  removing  the  grave  defects 
which  this  Bill  discloses  at  every  turn. 
In  the  meantime  we  do  not  part  with  our 
full  right  to  treat  the  Bill  as  it  may  seem 
to  us  fit  to  treat  it  when  the  attempt  has 
been  made  to  amend  it,  and  when  we 
know  what  the  result  of  that  attempt  has 
been.  It  is  upon  that  distinct  imder- 
standing,  and  upon  that  distinct  under- 
standing alone,  that  we  agree  this  evening 
to  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (The  Mar- 
quess of  Ripon)  :  My  Lords,  I  must 
in  the  first  place  express  my  satisfaction 
at  the  tone  of  the  speech  of  my  noble 
friend  who  has  just  sat  down.  He  is,  no 
doubt,  a  strong  opponent  of  many  of  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill,  and  he  has  not 
hesitated  to  express  his  opposition 
strongly  and  plainly.  He  has  given  to 
the  House  advice  which  I  may  perhaps  be 
pardoned  for  saying  is  of  a  very  sound 
description  in  regard  to  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill.  The  Committe 
Stage  will  afiord  the  proper  opportunity 
for  discusing  details,  and  His  Majesty's 
Government  will  then  be  prepared  to 
meet  objections  which  may  be  raised 
frankly  and,  I  hope,  fairly. 

I  do  not  think  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  are  rightly  imderstood  in  many 
respects.  I  am  not  surprised  at  it.  This 
Bill,  as  my  noble  friend  has  said,  has  been 
but  a  very  short  time  in  the  hands  of 
noble  Lords,  but  it  has  been  in  their  hands 
a  day  longer  than  was  the  Bill  of  1902. 
It  has  been  my  endeavour  to  give  the 
House  the  greatest  consideration.  On 
some  of  the  points  which  have  been 
referred  to  by  my  noble  friend  I  will  give 
explanation  as  far  as  I  can,  but  the  ei^  of 
this  debate  on  the  Second  Reading  is  not 
a  favourable  time  for  detailed  explanation 
Your  Lordships  are  going  to  have  a  much 
longer  period  for  the  consideration  of  this 
measure  than  usually  falls  to  your  lot. 
You  will  be  able  between  this  and  the  day 
when  the  House  will  meet  again  to 
consider  all  its  provisions  in  the  fullest 
detail,  and  when  we  come  back  re- 
freshed from  our  rest  we  shall  be  able  more 
fully  to  enter  into  discussion  of  them. 
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Hy  noble  friend  said  that  one  eSect  of 

t^e  Bill  would  be  to  discredit  religious 

instruction.    I    cannot    for    a    moment 

admit  that  the  Bill  shows  any  wish  to 

discredit    religious   instruction    or    any 

indifference  on  that  matter.    My  noble 

friend  himself  said  that  he  recognised 

gladly  that  we  were  the  opponents  of 

secular    education    and   desired   to    see 

religious  education  in  the  schools.    But 

my  noble  friend  seemed  to  think — and  I 

have  heard  the  remark  before  in  the  course 

of  the  debate — that  the  tone  of  religious 

instruction    in    provided    schools — and 

most  schools  will  be  provided  under  this 

Bill — ^would  be  lower  than  the  present 

standard  because  of  the  lessening  of  the 

extent  of  denominational  education.  That 

is  a  very[subtle  argument,  but  I  venture  to 

doubt   whether  it  is  correct.    It  is  a 

statement  which   can   only  be  proved 

by    practice.    I    should    rather    have 

thou^t   that   if   you   threw    increased 

responsibility    upon    local    bodies    with 

respect  to  the  giving  of  that  religious 

instruction  which  is  valued  by  the  people 

of  this  country  you  would  increase  their 

interest  and  their  desire  to  .  make  the 

religious  instruction  real. 

It  has  been  said  that  the  parents  of  tbe 
children  will  not  be  content  with  what  is 
called — I  share  my  noble  friend's  dislike 
for  the  phrase — Cowper-Temple  instruc- 
tion. But  a  large  number  of  the  parents 
of  the  country  have  been  quite  content 
with  that  instruction  for  six  and  thirty 
years,  and  until  I  see  it  I  cannot  persuade 
myself  that  there  is  likely  to  be  any 
wide  difference  in  their  feelings  in  the 
future.  My  noble  friend  said  he  was 
grateful  to  us  for  Clause  4.  In  my 
judgment  Clause  4  is  an  essential  part 
of  tiie  Bill.  Without  Clause  4  it  would 
have  been  an  unjust  and  indefensible 
measure.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  making 
that  statement.  But  I  think  noble 
Lords  opposite  have  not  altogether 
grasped  the  exact  meaning  of  Clauses  4, 
5,  and  6.  When  we  get  into  Committee 
I  hope  we  shall  be  able  to  show  that 
they  will  be  more  efficient  for  the  purpose 
for  which  they  were  intended  and  will 
have  a  wider  and  more  useful  scope 
than  noble  Lords  opposite  at  present 
appear  to  think. 

With  regard  to  Clause   3,  my  noble 
friend  thought  the  facilities  there  given 
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should  be  extended  to  all  council  schools. 
But  if  the  facilities  are  not  valuable 
why  eirtend  tiiem  ?  If  they  are  valoabW 
I  tbink  it  would  not  be  a  wise  step  to 
introduce  them  into  schools  which  never 
have  been  subject  to  them  before.  Bat 
I  wish  to  draw  attention  to  one  thing 
which  I  do  not  think  is  altogether  ap- 
preciated. If  your  Lordships  will  look 
at  sub-section  (5)  of  Clause  3  you  will  see 
that  it  is  there  provided  in  regard  to 
transferred  schools  thair— 

'*  Nothing  in  this  eeotion  shall  prevent  the 
granting  or  requiring  of  facilities  for  special 
religions  instruction  in  accordance  witn  this 
Act,  or  prevent  a  local  education  authority,  a» 
a  condition  of  an  arrangement  made  under 
this  section  with  respect  to  the  use  of  the 
schoolHonse  of  an  existing  voluntary  school, 
from  giving  an  undertaking  to  give  rdigioos 
instruction  which  does  not  conflict  ^ith 
Section  14  of  the  Elementary  Education  Act, 
1870,  in  the  school.?' 

There  has  been  some  discussion  upon  the 
various  syllabuses  that  had  been  intro- 
duced into  the  council  schools.  They 
differed  one  ftom  another,  and  some  of 
them  went  far  in  the  direction  of  providing 
a  form  of  religious  instruction  that  wouliJ 
be  generally  acceptable.  Some  of  these 
sylk buses,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  met  with 
the  approval  of  the  most  reverend  Pri- 
mate,, and  I  am  anxious  that  the  most 
reverend  Primate  should  view  with  fevour 
the  suggestion  that  it  will  be  in  the  power 
of  those  who  transfer  their  schools  under 
that  sub-section  to  make  a  bargain  as  t(^ 
the  nature  and  character  of  the  syllabus 
which  is  to  be  used  in  the  schools  so  long 
as  it  is  consistent  with  Section  14  of  the 
Act  of  1870. 

My  noble  friend  professes  small  con- 
fidence in  local  authorities.  I  confess 
that  I  have  a  more  extensive  confidence 
in  them.  But  this  great  and  over- 
whelming distrust  of  local  authorities  is 
rather  a  novel  doctrine  for  noble  Lords 
opposite  to  hold,  because  in  the  Act  of 
1902  they  destroyed  the  school  boards, 
which  had  great  and  valuable  experience, 
and  which  had  a  great  accumulation  of 
educational  knowledge,  and  they  them- 
selves delivered  over  the  management  of 
these  schools  to  the  ordinary  local 
authorities.  I  have  no  doubt  there  are 
local  authorities  who,  in  this  and  in  many 
other  matters,  do  not  always  act  wisely 
and  well.  It  is  very  painful  to  me  to 
have  to  observe,  in  the  course  of  this 
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clebate,  that  the  local  authority  with 
which  I  was  at  one  time  closely  connected, 
the  West  Riding  County  Council,  has 
"been  held  up  to  reprobation.  1  am  sorry 
to  say  I  cannot  defend  many  of  the  acts 
of  thAt  county  council.  I  wish  I  could 
on  account  of  my  personal  relations  with 
it.  But  what  I  want  to  point  out  to  your 
Iiordships  is  thatthe  West  Riding  County 
Council  protested  against  being  charged 
with  these  duties ;  they  passed  resolu- 
tions refusing  to  undertake  them,  and  it 
was  noble  Lords  opposite  who,  in  the  Act 
of  1902,  forced  these  duties  upon  them. 

With  regard  to  the  question  of  trusts,  I 
think  my  noble  friend  is  not  quite  correct 
in  the  view  he  takes.  I  am  advised  that 
the  Commission  have  no  power  to  touch 
any  single  school  which  can  continue  to 
fulfil  its  trust.  They  will  not  be  able  to 
touch  any  school  which  is  still  able  to 
carry  out  the  conditions  and  duties  of  its 
trust ;  and  when  they  do  deal  with  a 
«ohool  they  will  deal  with  it,  not  arbi- 
trarily, but  under  the  rules  and  practice 
of  the  law,  and  with  the  application  of 
the  doctrine  of  gyprcs.  Therefore  I J  do 
not  think  there  is  much  justification  for 
my  noble  friend's  fear  on  that  point. 

My  noble  friend  touched  on  the  ques- 
tion of  *  No  tests  for  teachers.'  In 
Clause  8  of  the  Bill  it  is  provided  that 
HA  teacher  shall  be  called  upon  to  give 
any  religious  instruction  to  which  he 
objects,  which  I  think  we  shall  all  be 
inclined  to  agree  is  just  to  him,  and 
right  to  other  people,  and  that  he  shall 
not  be  required  to  belong  to  any  par- 
ticular religious  denomination.  The 
actual  provisions  in  the  Clause  are  as 
follows : — 

^*  A  teacher  employed  in  a  public  elementary 
•choel  shall  not  give  any  religions  instruction 
of  a  special  character  not  permitted  under 
Section  14  of  the  Elementary  Education  Act, 
1870,  in  any  school  in  which  facilities  for  that 
instruction  are  afforded  under  this  Act,  except 
where  permitted  to  do  so  by  the  local  eduoation 
authonty  in  cases  where  extended  facilities  are 
80  afforaed.  A  teacher  employed  in  a  public 
elementary  school  shall  not  be  required  as  part 
of  his  duties  as  teacher  to  five  any  religious 
instruction,  and  shall  not  oe  required  as  a 
condition  of  his  appointment  to  nubscribe  to 
any  religious  creed,  or  to  attend  or  abstain  from 
Attending  any  Sunday  school  or  place  of 
religions  worship.'* 

With  regard  to  the  qualification  of  the 
teachers    to   gi  e   religious    instruction, 


it  is  the  obvious  and  necessary  duty 
of  the  local  authority  to  appoint  persons 
who  are  fit  to  undertake  that  duty.  As 
to  the  £1,000,000,  the  money  has  not 
yet  been,  and  will  not  at  present  be, 
allocated.  A  Bill  will  be  brought  in 
next  year  to  deal  with  the  subject,  and 
that,  it  seems  to  me,  will  be  the  occasion 
to  discuss  the  allocation  of  the  money. 

This  is  a  Bill  which  may  be  looked 
at  in  a  variety  of  aspects.    One  of  those 
aspects,  at  all  events,  is  the  practical 
one,  and,  if  we  look  at  it  from  that  aspect, 
we  must  take  into  account  what  are  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  Bill  has 
been  brought  forward  and  what  is  the 
position  which   His   Majesty's   Govern- 
ment   found    when    they    entered    into 
office  last  December.    In  order  to  bring 
that  matter  before  your  Lordships  more 
plainly,   it  is  necessary  that  I  should 
go  back  over  the  past  history  of  the 
education  question.    I  tender  my  most 
grateful  thanks  to  the  most  rev.  Primate 
for  the  manner  in  which  he  spoke  of  my 
share  in  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1870. 
The  part  I  was  pri\ileged  to  take  in  the 
passing  of  that  measure  is  one  of  the 
matters  of  which,  in  a  long  public  career, 
I   am  most  proud.    The  principles   of 
the  Act  of   1870,   the  real  underlying 
principles,  I  have  not  abandoned,  and 
I  am  not  tempted  to  abandon  them. 
But  what  were  those  principles  ?    The 
most  rev.  Primate  most  justly  preyed 
the  views  I  expressed  as  to  one  of  the 
main   principles   of   that   Act — namely, 
that  you  should  not  lay  aside  and  cast 
o£E  the  large  number  of  denominational 
schools    which    existed    in    every   part 
of    the    country    at    that    time,    but 
should  make  use  of  them  and  supple- 
ment them   with   board   schools.     But 
that  Act — I  am  speaking  of  it  as  it 
passed  and  not  as  it  was  brought  in — 
gave  no  assistance  to  voluntary  schools 
out  of  the  rates,  and  it  laid  down  very 
distinctly  the  principles  on  which  the 
State  made  provision  out  of  the  Exche- 
quer for  those  schools.    No  State  grant, 
it  was  laid  down,  should  be  made  in 
respect  of  any  religious  teaching,  and 
no  such  grant  was  in  any  year  to  exceed 
the  income  of  the  school  for  that  year 
which  was  derived  from  voluntary  con- 
tributions,  school  fees,   or  any  source 
other  than  the  Parliamentary  grant. 
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Those  were  the  principles  on  which 
Parliament  dealt  in  1870  with  voluntary 
schools,  and  I  confess,  my  Lords,  that  1 
am  unable  to  see  that  those  principles 
difier  very  much  from  the  spirit  of  this 
Bill  or  that  the  conditions  upon  which 
the  grant  was  given  are  alien  to  its 
provisions.  As  the  Bill  of  1870  was 
introduced  it  did  contain  provisions 
by  which  grants  could  be  made  by  local 
authorities  to  denominational  schools. 
Mr.  Gladstone,  one  of  the  most  powerful 
Ministers  of  our  time,  wished  to  give 
assistance  from  the  rates  to  denomina- 
tional schools,  and  he  had  no  love  for 
a  Cowper-Temple  clause.  But  in  the 
Parliament  of  1870  he  was  forced  to  give 
up  the  notion  of  aiding  denominational 
schools  from  the  rates — though  he  gave 
in  exchange  an  increased  grant  from  the 
State — and  to  accept  from  the  hands  of 
Mr.  Cowper-Temple  that  clause  of  which 
we  have  heard  so  much  in  the  course  of 
this  debate. 

I  should  have  thought  there  were 
many  lessons  to  be  learned  from  that 
history,  and  many  which  might  have 
been  applied  in  1902.  The  Act  of  1870 
lasted  for  thirty-six  years.  I  am  not 
here  to  say  that  in  that  long  peiiod  it 
had  not  become  necessary  to  amend  it, 
but  I  do  hold  that  it  was  not  necessary 
to  abandon  its  principles.  The  Act  of 
1870  was  a  compromise.  But  who  tore 
up  that  compromise  ?  Who  disregarded 
the  principles  of  that  Act,  and,  casting 
aside  all  the  warnings  of  its  history,  for 
the  first  time  put  the  voluntary  schools 
on  the  rates  ?  The  Government  of  1902 
and  its  supporters.  I  do  not  believe  that 
a  greater  injury  to  the  interests  of  volur.  - 
tary  schools,  in  which  I  have  always  felt 
and  continued  to  feel  a  deep  interest, 
could  have  been  inflicted  than  was 
inflicted  by  bringing  them  on  the  rates. 
The  late  Government  destroyed  the  Act 
of  1870  and  abandoned  its  principles, 
and  in  the  Act  of  1902  they  put  the 
voluntary  schools  upon  the  rates  and 
put  them  under  the  control,  not  of 
bodies  elected  ad  hoc,  like  the  school 
boards,  but  of  countv  councils  and 
borough  councils  elected  for  other  pur- 
poses. That  was  their  principle  and 
their  policy.  They  disregarded  the  ex- 
perience of  the  past  and  the  warning  of 
Archbishop  Temple — ^that  to  place  the 

The  Marquess  of  Ripon, 


voluntary  schools  on  the  rates  was  a 
step  on  the  down  grade.  And  now  they 
are  surprised  that  their  experiment  ha» 
failed.  I  thought  there  was,  in  the 
speech  of  the  most  rev.  Primate,  a 
slight  indication  that  he  had  somewhat 
doubted  the  wisdom  of  all  the  provisiona 
of  the  Act  of  1902.  But  the  ocenpanta 
of  the  right  rev.  Benoh  one  and  alU 
supported  that  Bill. 

The  lord  BISHOP  op  HBBE- 
FORD  :  There  was  one  exception. 

♦The  Marquess  op  RIPON  :  I  am 
delighted  to  hear  it.  But  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  was  the  only  exception.  There 
was  a  shade  of  regret  for  the  Act  of  1870 
in  the  tone  of  the  voice  of  the  most  rev^ 
Primate,  but  you  cannot  go  back  to 
1870.  You  have  introduced  a  dangerous- 
system  ;  you  have  put  the  denomi- 
national schools  on  the  down  grade,, 
and  you  cannot  go  back  to  a  state  of 
things  which  you  have  voluntarily  and; 
as  I  think,  wantonly  abandoned. 

When  you  handed  over  the  adminis- 
tration of  afEairs  to  His  Majesty's  present 
Ministers,  what  was  the  state  of  the 
country  ?  The  Act  of  1902  had  raised 
vehement  opposition.  It  had  disturbed 
Wales  ;  it  had  shaken  the  West  Riding: 
pf  Yorkshire ;  it  had  met  with  the 
fiercest  opposition  from  a  united  Non- 
conformist body,  who  have  never  re- 
laxed that  strong  and  earned  deter- 
mination with  which  they  are  accustomed 
to  work  for  anything  they  take  in  hand;. 
We  know  what  has  been  the  result  of 
the  Greneral  Election.  The  circumstance* 
in  which  His  Majesty's  present  Govern- 
ment were  placed  were  not  of  our  own 
creation — ^they  were  our  damnosa  here- 
dUas ;  and  it  was  with  this  position  that; 
as  practical  men  we  had  to  deal. 

When  we  canjejto  consider  what  course- 
we  should  take  in  respect  of  this  Bill 
the  first  question  we  had  to  deal  with 
was  whether  we  should  propose  a  system 
of  secular  education  or  retain  the  pro- 
vision for  reUgious  education.  Our  own 
inclination,  and  what  we  believed  to  be 
the  desire  of  the  vast  majority  of  the 
people  of  the  country,  was  to  reject  the 
secular  system.  We  determined  to  pro- 
pose a  system  of  education  based  upon 
religious  instruction.    It  seemed   to  ua 
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that  it  must  be  a  system  that  would  meet 
with  wide  acceptance  among  the  people, 
and  we  found  what  is  called  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching  in  operation.  It  had 
worked  well  for  thirty-six  years.  My 
noble  friend  Lord  Halifax,  for  whose 
earnest,  strenuous,  and  determined  con- 
viction upon  this  subject  I  have  the 
highest  respect,  spoke  of  Cowper-Temple 
instruction  as  Unitarianism.  I  ask  my 
noble  friend  whether  he  means  to  say 
that  the  people  of  this  country  are 
Unitarians?  I  do  not  believe  it.  I 
believe  that  with  [the  form  of  religious 
instruction  which  goes  by  the  name  of 
Mr.  Cowper-Temple  the  large  majority  of 
the  people  of  this  country  are  content.  I 
will  be  perfectly  frank  with  your  Lord- 
ships. It  does  not  suit  me  ;  I  would  not 
allow  a  child  of  mine  to  go  to  that  in- 
struction. That  is  an  opinion  that  I 
share  with  others,  but  we  are  in  a 
minority.  I  believe,  as  I  have  said, 
that  for  the  large  majority  of  the 
people  of  the  country  that  teaching  is 
^  rar  satisfactory  ;  I  do  not  want  to 
press  the  point  further — that  it  contents 
the  parents. 

The  Cowper-Temple  clause  is  one  of 
the  most  illogical  clauses  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament    I    have    ever    known.     It 
prohibits  nothing  except  formularies  and 
the  Catechism.    You  may  teach  imder  it 
the  infallibility  of  the  Pope  or  you  may 
teach  Unitarianism.    But  it  has  done  in 
practice  precisely  that  which  those  who 
proposed  it  intended  it  to  do.    It  has 
established    a    system    of   religious    in- 
struction which  is  known  by  the  name 
of  undenominationalism,  and  it  is  a  form 
— a  weak  and  feeble  form — of  religious 
instruction  which  has  been  accepted  by 
the  majority  of  the  people  of  the  country. 
Therefore  it  was  the  only  system  to  which 
•  we  could  turn  to  establish  a  system  of 
education    founded    upon    religious    in- 
struction and  paid  for  out  of  the  rates. 
In  1902  the  late  Government  were  ready 
enough  to  reject  the  teaching  of  the  past, 
but  they  left  the  Cowper-Temple  clause 
in    force  in  the  provided   schook,  and 
there  it  has  remained. 

Some  persons  out  of  doors  have 
spoken  as  if  they  had  -the  idea  that 
this  Cowper-Temple  teaching  was  a 
new  religion  invented  by  His  Majesty's 
Govomment.      Your     Lordships     know 


what  nonsense  that  is.  Your  Lordships 
know  how  long  that  system  has  been 
in  force,  yet  there  are  some  people  who 
think  it  is  the  invention  of  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Education,  and  they  have 
called  it  by  a  bad  pun  **  Birreligion.'' 
Having  been  in  existence  since  1870, 
it  has  never  been  condemned  by 
the  public  opinion  of  the  country.  The 
Grovemment  readily  admit  that  there 
were  those  who  honestly  object  to 
that  teaching.  The  Roman  Catholics 
will  not  touch  it,  and  there  are 
others  [who  take  the  same  view. 
Their  case  required  to  be  dealt  with,  and 
the  Government  have  endeavoured  to 
deal  with  it.  With  regard  to  the  single 
school  districts,  you  could  not  have  an 
arrangement  there  which  disregarded  the 
opinion  of  any  considerable  minority. 
We  thought  it  best  in  districts  of  that 
sort  to  maintain  the  Cowper-Temple 
teaching  with  such  facilities  as  the 
Act  proposes.  I  believe  that  we  were 
bound  to  regard  and  to  protect  the 
conscientious  feelings  of  Nonconformists 
in  these  districts,  and  that  is  the  reason 
why  we  have  excluded  them  from  the 
operation  of  our  other  clause.  But  in 
other  districts  we  have  provided  a  system 
which  we  hope  and  believe  will  be  found 
to  work  far  more  satisfactorily  than  some 
people  seem  to  imagine.  This  is  not  the 
time  at  which  to  discuss  these  arrange- 
ments. They  will  come  before  your 
Lordships  when  we  get  into  Committee, 
and  we  shall  then  be  able  to  examine 
them  in  detail. 

Another  policy  of  education  is  founded 
on  the  secular  view,  and  a  secular  S3rstem 
with  facilities  for  religious  teaching  all 
roimd  has  been  suggested.  In  regard 
to  that  suggestion,  I  object,  first,  that 
the  all-round  facilities  plan  would  not 
be  generally  acceptable,  and,  secondly, 
that  if  it  were  adopted  there  would 
be  a  tendency  for  the  facilities  to  lapse^ 
while  the  secularism  would  remain.  The 
choice  that  we  have  to  make  is  between 
a  sjTstem  of  religious  instruction  generally 
acceptable  to  the  majority  of  the  people 
and  a  system  of  pure  secularism.  I  do 
not  altogether  share  the  optimism  of  my 
noble  friend  Lord  Crewe  as  to  the  remote- 
ness of  the  danger  of  secular  education. 
Changes  in  public  opinion  are  very  rapid 
at  times,  and  the  increasing  number  o! 
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unnecessary  delay. 


people  interested  in  education  may  get 
impatient  of  religious  disputes  and  say, 
*'A  plague  on  al  your  houses."  A 
s  cular  system  is  recommended  to  many 
on  grounds  of  logic,  simplicity,  and 
finality.  In  its  favour  is  being  thrown 
the  iiiuence  of  the  Labour  Party,  and 
the  Labour  Party  have  come  to  stay  and 
will  be  found  in  future  Parliaments  in 
larger  numbers  than  they  muster  in  the 
House  of  Commons  to-day.  I  have 
endeavoured  to  show  what  were  the 
circumstances  with  which  the  Grovem- 
ment  had  to  deaL  These  circumstances 
were  not  of  the  (government's  creation. 
They  were  circumstances  inherited  from 
our  predecessors.  They  were  difficult,  I 
admit.  They  were  grave  as  regards 
the  future.  This  Bill  is  an  honest 
attempt  to  deal  with  them  on  just  and 
popular  principles,  and  as  such  I  ask 
for  it  your  Lordships'  careful  and  de- 
liberate consideration. 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2*. 

Lord   BALFOUR   op   BURLEIGH* 

My  Lords,  I  think  it  would  be  convenient 
if  the  noble  Marquess  could  tell  us  on 
what  day  in  the  resumed  session  it  is 
proposed  to  take  the  Committee  stage. 

The  Marquess  op  RIPON  :  I  have 
consulted  noble  Lords  on  both  sides  in 
the  endeavour  to  find  out  what  would  be 
most  acceptable  to  the  House  generally. 
My  proposal  is  to  put  down  the  Bill  not 
for  Tuesday,  October  23rd,  but  for 
Wednesday,  October  24th.  I  believe  it 
is  very  likely  there  will  be  some  discussion 
on  going  into  Committee. 

The  Marquess  op  LANSDOWNE  : 
If  we  agree  to  that  arrangement  I  think 
it  should  be  without  prejudice  as  to  the 
day  when  thej[actual  CommitteeTstage 
should  begin. 

The  Marquess  Top  RIPON :  That 
must  depend  upon  what  passes  on  the 
Motion  to  go  into  Committee.  I  have 
just  been  informed  by  the  Clerk  of  the 
Parliaments  that  notice  of  an  Instruction 
on  going  into  Committee  has  been  given. 
That  may  take  some  time.  I  desire  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  House  and  to  give 
the  utmost  opportunity  for  discussing  the 

The  Marqitess  of  Ripon. 


The  lord  ARCHBISHOP  op 
CANTERBURY :  It  is  in  the  interest 
of  subsequent  expedition  that  I  suggest 
a  later  day  for  going  into  Committee. 
It  would  appear  that  we  might  be  obliged 
to  enter  into  discussion  of  Amendments 
on  the  Wednesday.  I  hope  that  at  least 
one  more  day  will  be  given. 


The  Marquess  op  RIPON:  The 
appeal  of  the  most  rev.  Primate  is 
entitled  to  every  consideration.  I  wiU 
not  propose  that  we  shall  go  into  Com- 
mittee before  Thursday,  October  25th. 
For  the  convenience  of  many  noble 
Lords  on  both  sides  of  the  House  I  will 
propose,  when  we  meet  again  in  October, 
that  the  House  should  sit  on  Mondays, 
Tuesdays,  Wednesdays  and  ThnrsdayB, 
but  not  on  Fridays,  so  as  to  give  a  longer 
"week-end"  to  noble  Lon^  who  wish 
to  go  into  the  country. 

The  Marquess  op  LANSDOWNE : 
We  do  not  desire  to  raise  any  objection 
to  the  noble  Marquess's  proposal,  but  it 
must  be  clearly  understood  that  we  are 
not  to  be  held  boimd  by  anything  that  has 
passed  this  evening  to  commence  the 
actual  Committee  stage  on  any  particular 
day. 

Bill  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  Wednesday,  October 
24th  next. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  ACT 
(1898)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Debate  on  the  Motion  for  the  Second^ 
Reading  resumed  (according  to  Older). 

Lord  RIBBLESDALE:  My  Lords, 
I  have  obtained  the  information  which 
I  was  asked  to  get  about  this  Bill,  and 
will  give  it  to  your  Lordships.  Up  to 
the  year  1898,  when  the  Irish  Local 
Grovemment  Act  passed,  oountieB  in 
Ireland  might  combine  not  only  with 
adjacent  counties,  but  ^ith  counties  of 
cities  and  counties  of  to^ns  within  dieir 
borders,  to  erect  or  reconstruct  bridges* 
By  the  Act  of  1898  "  counties  of  cities,'* 
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«nd  "  countdes  of  towns,"  ^ere  abolished, 
^and  with  them  went  their  po'wer  of  com- 
i>ining  with  the  counties  of  which  they 
fformed  part  for  the  purpose  of  building 
-or  reconstructing  bridges.  In  conse- 
quence, and  in  this  instance,  though 
the  county  council  of  Kilkenny  and  the 
^corporation  of  Kilkenny  are  anxious 
to  co-operate  in  rebuilding  the  bridge 
over  the  Nore,  they  cannot  do  so. 

This  Bill  simply  reconstitutes  such 
places  as  Kilkenny  city,  "  counties  of 
cities,"  so  as  to  enable  them  to  take  the 
6ame  advantage  of  the  Brieves  (Ireland) 
Acts  as  they  might  have  taken  before 
the  Act  of  1898  passed.  This  Bill  is 
approved  of  by  the  Local  Grovemment 
Board  for  Ireland.  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  not  responsible  for  it,  but 
^approves  of  it,  and  gave  every  possible 
'facility  for  its  passage  through  the  House 
•of  Commons.  I  hope  this  explanation 
will  be  considered  satisfactory  by  your 
Lordships. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE:  I  suppose 
there  is  some  reason  for  hurrying  the 
Bill  through  now.  I  have  no  doubt  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  Ireland 
lave  proceeded  with  the  utmost  fairness 
in  the  matter,  and  in  the  circumstances 
I  offer  no  objection  to  the  Second  Reading. 

Lord  RIBBLESD  ALE  :  It  is  a  matter 
of  urgency,  because  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  wish  to  proceed  with  the  building 
of  the  bridge. 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2^ 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  committed. 
— (Lord  RUMesdale.) 

The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY: 
I  do  think  it  is  an  objectionable  practice 
that  your  Lordships  should  be  asked  to 
-suspend  the  Standing  Orders  for  a  Bill 
in  respect  of  which  there  does  not  appear 
to  be  any  great  urgency.  The  noble 
Lord  moved  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill  before  it  had  been  printed.  We 
remonstrated,  and  he  postponed  the 
Second  Reading  for  a  few  hours.  He  has 
made  a  statement  explaining  the  objects 
of  the 'Bill,  and  it  has  been  given  a 
Second  Reading.  The  noble  Lord  now 
proposes  to  hurry  the  measure  through 


all  its  remaining  stages.  That  appears 
to  me  to  be  a  very  objectionable  practice. 
If,  however,  the  noble  Lord  can  really 
assure  the  House  that  this  is  a  matter 
of  most  rrgent  importance,  I  will  accept 
that  assurance  and  offer  no  further 
opposition.  But  if  he  cannot  tell  us 
that  he  knows  it  to  be  urgent  I  do  not 
think  we  ought  to  suspend  the  Standing 
Orders  in  respect  of  this  Bill. 

^ORD  RIBBLESD  ALE  :  As  far  as  I 
recollect,  noble  Lords  opposite  when  they 
were  in  office  did  this  a  great  deal  oftener 
than  we  are  doing  it.  Noble  Lords 
opposite  keep  asking  the  same  question. 
The  whole  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  lacilitate 
the  construction  of  this  bridge.  It  has 
come  up  as  an  unopposed  Bill  from  the 
House  of  Commons  with  the  support 
of  His  Majesty's  Government,  and  I 
think  that  is  sufficient  to  enable  us  to 
conclude  that  necessity  for  it  was  fully 
made  out. 

The  Marquess  op  RIPON  :  In  one 
respect  I  was  delighted  with  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  because  it  showed 
clearly  that  he  had  no  expectation  of 
coming  into  office  at  an  early  date,  because 
if  he  had  any  such  expectation  he 
certainly  would  not  have  been  so  in- 
judicious. The  erection  of  this  bridge 
is  an  Jurgent  matter,  and  I  hope  your 
Lordships  will  pass  the  Bill  through 
its  remaining  stages  to-day. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH: 
I  am  informed  that  the  Bill  was  only 
brought  up  to  your  Lordships'  House 
yesterday,  and  it  has  not  yet  been 
printed  and  circulated. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE:  I  chance  to 
know  this  town  £rom  old  association. 
The  bridge  in  question  is  a  most  difficult 
corkscrew  kind  of  bridge  that  one  has 
to  approach  with  great  hesitation  and 
with  an  earnest  hope  that  one  will  get 
over  it  safely.  I  am  told  that  the  bridge 
has  become  somewhat  more  dilapidated 
that  when  I  knew  it,  and  that  there 
is  a  great  desire  to  begin  this  work  at 
once.  In  these  circumstances  I  think 
your  Lordships  might  allow  the  Bill 
to    go   through. 
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The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  : 
Perhaps  the  House  may  be  con- 
tent with  the  evidence  which  has  been 
brought  forward  by  my  noble  and  learned 
friend  (Lord  Ashbourne),  who  figures  for 
the  nonce  as  the  oldest  inhabitant  and 
has  been  able  to  give  us  a  local  opinion  of 
the  kind  for  which  my  noble  friend  Lord 
Salisbury  pressed  so  earnestly.  I  think 
we  were  entitled  to  be  satisfied  that  there 
was  some  urgency  about  this  measure ;  and 
but  for  that  urgency  it  would  be  a  very 
unfortunate  precedent  to  allow  a  Bill  of 
this  kind  to  be  hurried  through.  If  the 
plea  of  urgency  is  accepted,  I  think 
the  Bill  might  be  allowed  to  go  through. 

On  Question,  Committee  negatived : 
Then  (Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX. 
having  been  suspended) :  Bill  read  3*, 
and  passed. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS  OFFICES. 

Debate  on  the  Motion,  **  That  the  Third 
Report  from  the  Select  Committee  be 
received"  resumed  (according  to  Order). 

The  Earl  op  ONSLOW  :  In  deference 
to  the  wishes  of  noble  Lords  opposite  I 
beg  to  withdraw  my  previous  Motion  and 
to  move  that  the  consideration  of  para- 
graph 4,  which  deals  with  the  Gentleman 
Usher  of  the  Black  Rod,  be  adjourned 
and  that  the  House  do  agree  to  the  rest 
of  the  Report. 

Lord  BALFOUR  op  BURLEIGH  :  I 
think  it  is  an  unfortunate  arrangement 
that  the  meeting  of  the  Select  Committee 
on  this  question  should  have  been  put 
off  till  the  last  day  but  one  of  the  present 
sittings,  and  that  then  the  hour  of  the 
meeting  of  the  Committee  should  have 
been  changed  on  what  I  am  bound  to  say 
was  insufficient  notice.  There  is  no  reason 
that  I  know  of  why  the  great  proportion 
of  this  Report  should  not  have  been 
settled  a  fortnight  ago.  The  real  matter  of 
importance  before  us  at  the  moment,  now 
that  the  other  Question  has  been  post- 
poned, is  the  proposed  surrender  of 
certain  rooms  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  is  said  in  the  Report  that  in  return  for 
the  carrying  out  of  this  arrangement  the 
Office*  of  Works  are  to  make  structural 
alterations  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House  of  Lords.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  this 


House  is  getMng  nothing  which  it  doe* 
not  possess  except  that  the  Office  of  Works 
has  been  graciously  pleased  to  provide 
access  to  certain  rooms  which  bc^ng  to- 
ns, but  into  which  we  have  not  been  able^ 
to  get.  I  believe  those  rooms  are  ex- 
tremely high  up  ;  I  understand  they  are 
on  the  second  floor  of  this  building.  My 
point  is  that  we  are  giving  up  a  great 
deal  too  much  of  the  accommodation 
which  belongs  to  this  House.  Earlier 
in  the  session  we  gave  up  a  very  im- 
portant room  on  the  floor  on  which  we  are 
now  sitting.  This  is  the  second  time  iik 
one  session  that  we  are  asked  to  give  up 
accommodation  for  which  we  get  nothing 
in  return.  This  has  happened  in  pre- 
vious years,  and  I  enter  my  emphatic- 
protest  against  this  continual  surrender 
of  the  accommodation  of  your  Lordships" 
House. 

Lord    TWEEDMOUTH:      I    would 
appeal  to  the  noble  Lord  not  to  presa 
his   opposition  to    this  particular  pro- 
posal.   I   think  there   is   some    excuse 
for  his  complaint  with  regard   to  the 
change  in  the  hour  of  the  meeting  of 
the  Committee,  but  there  was  also  an 
unexpected  change  in  the  hour  on  which 
the  House  met,  and  it  was  only  possible 
for  the  members  of  the  Committee  to  be 
informed  of  the  change  at  short  notice. 
The  rooms  which  are  proposed  to  be 
given  over  to  the  House  of  ConmionB 
are  three  little  rooms  which  face  on  to 
the  Terrace.    They  are  little  more  than 
cellars  and  are  used  for  the  storing  of 
papers  and  books.    These  rooms,  how- 
ever,   would    be    very    convenient    to 
Members    of   the   Houec    of   Commons, 
hecaure  they  are  close  to  the    kitcheit 
rnd  the  proposal  is  to  throw  them  into 
one  EO  88  to  make  another  dining-room. 
It  would  also  be  a  great  convenience 
to  the  other  Houec  to  have  that  extra 
rccommodation  in   the  autumn.    There 
is  a  greater  demand  for  dining  accom- 
modation now  than  formerly,  and  the 
surrender  of  the  rooms  in  question  will 
be  no  loss  to  us. 

I  now  come  to  the  rooms  to  which 
we  are  to  get  access.  They  are  in  a  part 
of  the  House  which  the  librarian  used 
to  have.  The  librarian  now  has  his* 
own  sitting-room  on  the  same  floor  as 
the  library,  and  this  House   will  now 
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come  into  posseshion  of  the  rooms  above 
in  that  particular  House.  There  are 
three  rooms  which  will  be  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  messengers  who  will  be 
displaced  by  this  surrender  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  at  the  same  time  access 
will  be  given  to  four  or  five  rooms  above, 
into  wHch  it  has  been  impossible  up 
to  now  to  get.  I  agree  that  we  are  not 
getting  anything  back  from  the  Hou^e 
of  Commons,  but  we  are  securing  further 
accommodation  for  this  House,  and 
what  we  are  giving  up  is  not  much  uie 
to  us.  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
is  very  anxious  to  be  able  to  begin  the 
struotural  alterations  at  once,  so  that 
the  rooms  may  be  ready  by  the  time  the 
House  meets  again  in  October.  I  hope 
therefore,  youi  Lordships  will  agree  to 
the  Report  in  part  as  moved. 

The  Earl  op  ONSLOW :  I  might 
explain  that  the  reason  the  meeting  of 
the  Committee  was  postponed  till  so 
late  a  period,  was  that  I  was  trying  to 
ascertain  whether  it  would  not  be  pos- 
sible to  get  from  the  House  of  Commons 
some  rooms  in  exchange  for  those  we 
were  giving  up.  The  point  was  that 
there  was  nothing  the  House  of  Commons 
had  which  this  House  really  required, 
and  I  therefore  did  not  feel  justified 
in  insisting  on  the  giving  up  of  rooms 
which  the  House  of  Commons  could 
ill  afford  to  spare,  and  which  this  House 
really  did  not  want.  I  thought  the 
best  thing  in  the  interests  of  your  Lord- 
ships was  to  get  access  to  the  large  airy 
rooms  upstairs  which  have  been  re- 
ferred to. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH: 
I  object  to  the  claim  that  for  this  sur- 
render we  are  getting  anything  in  return. 
The  Office  of  Works  are  merely  doing 
something  which  ought  t^  ^ave  been 
done  ten  years  ago. 

The  Marquess  op  LANSDOWNE  : 
I  think,  after  the  appeal  of  the  noble 
Earl  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  vour 
Lordships  would  do  well  to  agree  to  the 
proposal  and  offer  no  further  opposition 
to  the  surrender  of  these  rooms.  But 
the  moral  of  this  conversation  is  that 
we  really  should  insist  upon  being 
consulted  in  rather  better  time  whenever 
encroachments  of  this  kind — and  1  hope 
there  will   not  be   many   more — are  in 


contemplation.  Of  late  years  we  have 
surrendered  bib  by  bit  very  valuable 
accommodption,  and  I  hope  this  is  the 
last  time  a  matter  of  this  importance 
will  be  thrown  at  our  heads  without 
notice. 

In  Question,  Report  in  part  agreed  to, 
and  to  be  further  considered  on  Tuesday,, 
the  23rd  of  October. 


COLON  [AL  MARRIAGES  BILL  [H.L.]. 

Commons  Amendment  considered  (ow 
Motion),  and  agreed  to. 

Education  (Provision  of  Meals)  Bill ; 
Cabs  and  Omnibuses  (Metropolis) ;  Official 
Publications,  etc. 

Message  to  the  Commons  for  copies 
of  the  Reports,  etc.,  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittees. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Moved,  **  That  the  House  do  now 
adjourn  till  To-morrow  at  Eleven  o'clock."" 
— (The  Marquess  of  Ripon,) 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  t 
May  I  ask  the  noble  Marquess  what 
business  it  is  proposed  to  take  to-morrow 
morning.  There  are  one  or  two  Bills,, 
notably  the  Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,, 
in  which  certain  Amendments  have  been 
introduced  and  sent  to  the  other  House^ 
Is  it  proposed  to  take  any  of  those  Bills  ? 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  .- 
I  raised  this  Question  just  now  in  con- 
versation with  the  noble  Earl  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council,  and  I  received 
from  him  a  distinct  assurance  that  if  the 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill  came  back  to 
your  Lordships  to-morrow  without  the 
Amendment  which  your  Lordships  in 
serted  the  other  evening,  it  would  not 
be  proceeded  with,  but  would  stand  over 
till  October. 

The  Marquess  of  RIPON  :  I  believe 
the  house  of  Commons  will  agree  to  the 
Amendment,  but  I  quite  confirm  tho 
imderstanding  that  has  been  come  to. 
The  only  business  to-morrow  that  I 
am  aware  of  will  be  the  Appropriation  Bill. 

On  question.  Motion  agreed  to. 

Uonse  adjourned  at  ten  minate». 
past  Kiglit  o'clock,  till 
Tu-morrow,  Eleven  o'ck>ok. 
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The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  Clock. 


PETITION'S. 


EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 

BILL. 

Petition  from  Gilesgate,  against ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 
BILL  (RELIGIOUS  TEACHING). 

Petitions  against  alteration  of  Law ; 
From  Ipswich ;  and,  Nottingham ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

LAND  VALUES  TAXATION,  &c., 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  of  the  Greneral  Assembly 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  for  alteration ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

^OUTH     AFRICA    (CONSTITUTION    OF 

THE  TRANSVAAL  AND  ORANGE 

RIVER  COLONIES). 

Petition,  from  Cape  Colony,  for  enfran- 
chisement of  the  coloured  races;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


IX)CAL  GOVERNMENT  ACT,  1888. 

Copy  presented,  of  Orders  made  by  the 
-various  County  Councils  in  England  and 
Wales  under  Section  57  of  the  Act,  as 
confirmed  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

HOUSING  OF  WORKING  CLASSES 
ACT,    1890. 

Copy  presented,  of  Statement  of  Modi- 
^cation  permitted  by  the  Local  Covern- 
ment  Board  to  be  made  in  the  Leeds 
(Housing  of  Working  Classes)  Order, 
1901,  and  in  the  London  (Aylesbury 
Place,  Clerkenwell,  and  Union  Buildings, 
Holbom)  Improvement  Scheme,  1899 
[by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MOTOR  CAR  ACTS. 

Copy  presented,  of  Regulations  made 
under  the  Acts ;  I.  Kingston-upon- 
Thames ;  II.  St.  Albans ;  III.  Horsham ; 
IV.  Torquay ;  V.  Southport  [by  Act] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS  ACTS. 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  of  Proceed- 
ings by  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  Technical    Instruction  for  Ireland, 


HISTORICAL  MANUSCRIPrS 

(ROYAL  COMMISSION). 

Copy  presented  of  Calender  of  the 
Manuscripts  of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury 
preserved  at  Hatfield  House,  Herte, 
Part  XI.  [by  Command];  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

WINTER  ASSIZES  ACTS, 
1876  AND  1877. 

Copy  presented,  of  Seven  Orders  in 
Council  of  July  28th,  1906,  relating  to 
the  ensuing  Winter  Assizes  [by  Act]; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

FOREIGN  JURISDICTION  ACT,  189a 

Copies  presented,  of  two  Orders  in 
Council  of  July  28th,  1906,  entitled  the 
Brunei  Order  in  Council,  1906,  and  the 
Nigeria  Coinage  Order,  1906  [by  Act] ; 
to  ue  upon  the  Table. 

GREENWICH  HOSPITAL  ACT,  1866. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  in  Council  of 
July  28th,  1 906,  approving  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Receiver  and  Agent  for  the 
Greenwich  Estate  and  a  revision  of  the 
Salary  of  the  officer  supervising  the  staff 
of  Instructors  and  Servants  at  the  Boyal 
Hospital  School,  Greenwich  [by  ActJ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table, 

COLONIAL  PROBATES  ACT,  1892. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  in  Council 
of  July  28th,  1906,  applying  certain 
provisions  of  The  Colonial  Probates  Act, 
1892,  to  Southern  Rhodesia  [by  Act]; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EAST  INDIA  (NATIVE  STATES  UNDER 
ADMINISTRATIVE  CONTROL  OF 
POLITICAL  AGENTS). 

Return  presented,  relative  tiiereto 
[Address  1st  August ;  Mr.  Mwfion\ ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
(No.  317.) 

NAVY  (COURTS  MARTIAL) 

Copy  presented,  of  Return  of  the 
Number  of  Courts  Martial  held  and 
Summary  Punishments  inflicted  during 
the  year  1905  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

NAVY  (HEALTH). 

Copy  presented,  of  Statistical  Report 
of  the  Health  of  the  Navy  for  the  year 
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1905  [by  Command];  to  lie  upon  the 
Table,  and  to  be  printed     (No.  318.) 

CASUAUTIE8  TO  SHIPS  ON  THE  NAVY 

LIST. 

Betum  presented,  relative  thereto 
[ordered  Ist  May ;  Mr,  Bellairs] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
(No.  319.) 

STATISTICAL  ABSTRACT  (FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES). 

Copy  presented,  of  Statistical  Abstract 
for  the  principal  and  other  Foreign 
Coontries  in  each  year  from  1894  to 
1903-4  (Thirty  -  second  Number)  [by 
Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

BOILER  EXPLOSIONS  ACTS   1882  AND 

1890. 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Board  of  Trade  upon 
the  working  of  the  Boiler  Explosions 
Acts,  1882  and  1890,  with  Appendices 
[by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING   ACT,  1894 
(VESSELS  DETAINED). 

Copy  presented,  of  Return  of  all  ships 
orderod  oy  the  Board  of  Trade  or  its 
Officers  during  the  period  from  July  1st, 
1905,  to  June  30th,  1906,  to  be  pro- 
visionally detained  as  unsafe  together 
with  Summaries,  etc.  [by  Command]^; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LOSS  OP  LIFE  AT  SEA. 

Copy  presented,  of  Return  showing  the 
lives  lost  by  Wreck,  Drowning,  or  other 
accidents  in  British  sea-going  Merchant 
Ships  registered  in  the  United  Kingdom 
during  the  years  1894  to  1905,  inclusive 
[by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

WEST  INDIAN  ISLANDS  (EXPORTERS). 

Betum  presented,  relative  thereto 
[ordered  31st  July;  Mr.  Essex];  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  (No. 
320.) 


COAL  TABLES,  1905. 
Copy  ordered,  "of  Statistical  Tables- 
relating  to  the  production,  consumption^ 
and  imports  and  exports  of  Coal  in  the 
British  Empire  and  the  principal  Foreign 
Countries  in  each  year  from  1883  to 
1905,  as  far  as  the  particulars  can  be 
stated ;  together  with-Statements  showing 
the  production  of  Lignite  and  Petroleumi 
in  the  principal  producing  countries  for  a 
series  of  years  (m  continuation  of  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  No.  295,  of  Session 
1905).''^— (ifr.  Llayd-Gearge,) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  print^.     (No.  321.) 

IRON  AND  STEEL,  1906. 
Copy  ordered,  "of  Memorandum  and 
Statistical  Tables  showing  the  production 
and  consumption  of  Iron  Ore  and  Pig 
Iron,  and  the  production  of  Steel  in  the 
United  Ringaom  and  the  principal 
Foreign.  Countries  in  recent  years,  and 
the  Imports  and  Exports  of  certain,  dasses* 
of  Iron  and  Steel  Manufactui'es  (in 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No. 
296,  of  Session  1905),"— Mr.  Uoydr 
George.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and    to  be  printed.  (No.  3§2.) 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING,  1905. 

Copy  ordered,  "  of  Tables  showing  the 

Progress  of  Merchant  Shipping  in  the 
Tnited     Kingdom    and     the     principal 
Maritime  Countries." — {MnLloya-George.} 
Copy    presented    accordingly;  to    lie 
upon    the    Table,    and   to    be  printed. 
(No.  323.) 

METROPOLITAN  BOROUGH  COUNCILS 
(BILLS  IN  PARLIAMENT). 

Betum  ordered,  "  of  expenses  incurred 
by  each  Metropolitan  Borough  Council  in 
each  financial  year  since  the  constitution 
of  the  Council,  in  promoting  or  opposing 
Bills  in  Parliament,  including.  !§ills  to 
confirm  Provisional  Orders,  in  the  foUow> 
ing  form : — 


Name  of 
Metropoli- 
tan Boroogh 
ConnoiL 

1 


Year  eudeJ 
3l8t  March. 


Bilk  promoted  by  the 
Council. 


Titles  of 
Bills. 


Amonnt  of 
expenses 
incurred. 


Bills  opposed  by  the 
Council. 


Titles  of 
Bills. 


Amount  of 
expenses 
incurred. 

6 


Totals  of 
Columns 
4  and  6. 


Expenses  incurred  in  opposing  Bills  promoted  by  the  London  County  Council 
being  distinguished.'' — {Mr.  Cleland.) 
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LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD 
INSPECTORS  AND  AUDITORS. 

Return  ordered,  "  of  all  Inspectors  and 
Auditors  now  in  the  service  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  showing  in  respect  of 
each  (1)  his  name,  (2)  date  of  appoint- 
ment, (3)  age  on  appointment,  (4) 
experience  of  local  government  or  pro- 
fessional qualification  previous  to  appoint- 
ment, (5)  present  remuneration,  (6) 
Ibravelling  and  other  expenses  in  the  last 
.financial  year." — (Mr.  Cooper,) 

LUNATICS. 

Return  ordered,  "  of  the  number  of 
Lunatics  chargeable  to  each  Board  of 
Guardians  or  Local  Authority  in  London 
and  Middlesex  who  are  not  irremovable 
from  or  settled  therein,  and  who  are 
natives  of  Scotland  or  Ireland." — {Mr, 
Claiide  Hay,) 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to — Fatal 
Accidents  and  Sudden  Deaths  Inquiry 
(Scotland)  Bill ;  Local  Authorities 
(Transfer  of  Treasury  Powers)  Bill ; 
Public  Works  Loans  Bill ;  Local  Govern- 
ment (Ireland)  Act  (1898)  Amendment 
Bill,  without  Amendment. 

Amendments  to — Colonial  Marriages 
Bill  [Lords] ;  Buckhaven,  Methil,  and 
Innerleven  Burgh  Extension  Bill  [Lords] ; 
London  Squares  and  Enclosures  Bill 
[Lords],  without  Amendments. 

That  thoy  request  that  this  House  will 
be  pleased  to  communicate  to  their  Lord- 
ships copies  of  the  Reports  from  the 
Select  Comraiitees  ap{)oiuted  by  this 
House  in  the  present  session  of  Parliament 
on: — 1.  Education  (Provision  of  Meals) 
Bill ;  2.  Cabs  and  Omnibuses  (Metropolis) ; 
3.  Official  Publiciitions,  etc.,  together 
with  the  Procoodings  of  the  Committees 
and  Minutes  of  Evidence. 

Lords  Message,  requesting  copies  of 
Reports  of  Select  Committees,  con- 
sidered. 

Printed  copies  to  be  commimicated. 


QUESIIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED    iriTH    THE  VOTES. 


Postal  Delivery  to  Towns  on  Cambrian 

Kailway. 

Mr.  KEES  (Montgomery  Boroughs) : 
To  ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether 


he  has  arranged,  or  will  arrange,  for  a 
second  delivery  in  such  towns  situated 
on  the  Cambrian  Railway  as  are  at 
present  without  such  delivery,  and  in 
which  such  delivery  is  possible  with  tJie 
existing  railway  service. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Sydney  Buo^ton.)  If 
the  hon.  Member  will  be  good  enough  to 
give  me  the  names  of  the  places  to  which 
he  refers  I  will  make  inquiry  on  the 
subject. 

Lundy  Island— Suggested  Harbonr  of 

Borage. 

Mr.  JENKINS  (Chatham):  To  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  has 
received  a  memorial  prajring  that  Lundy 
Island  should  be  purchased,  with  a  view 
to  converting  it  into  a  harbour  of  refuge 
and  a  naval  base  for  the  protection  of  tlie 
Bristol  Channel ;  and  what  action  he 
proposes  taking  in  connection  therewith. 

• 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Edmvnd  Robertson,) 
Such  a  letter  has  been  received  from  a 
Welsh  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  will  be 
duly  considered  by  the  Department.  As 
at  present  advised,  however,  the  Admir- 
alty have  no  intention  of  purchasing 
Lundy  Island. 

Vacant  Judgeship  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether, 
pending  the  passing  of  the  Judicature 
(Ireland)  Bill,  at  present  before  the 
House,  it  is  intended  to  appoint  a  new 
Judge  in  Ireland  to  fill  up  the  vaoanoy 
at  present  eidsting  ;  if  so,  is  it  intended 
to  do  so  before  the  commencement  of  the 
autumn  session  of  the  House. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Bryce,)  I  have  not 
been  able  to  devote  time  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  subject  and  have  no  statement 
to  make  regarding  it. 

Chinese  Customs  Administration. 

Mr.  REES  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the 
assurances  given  by  the  Government  of 
China  to  the  British  Legation  at  Peking 
to  the  effect  that  no  change  would  be 
made  in  the  methods  of  the  administra- 
tion of  Chinese  customs  have  been  earned 
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out ;  and  whether  the  resignation  of  Sir 
Kobert  Hart  is  due  to  any  failure  to 
carry  out  suoh  assurances. 

(Anstoered  hu  Secretaiy  Sir  Edward 
^Chrey.)  Mr.  Carnegie,  His  Majesty's 
Charge  d' Affaires  at  Peking,  has  informed 
us  of  the  new  instmctions  to  the  Inspector 
'General  of  Customs.  They  do  not  appear 
to  be  contrary  to  the  assurances  given 
by  the  Chinese  Government,  that  the 
•actual  administration  of  the  Customs  will 
-continue  as  before.  But  I  am  inquiring 
■as  to  whether  this  has  been  made  quite 
clear.  His  Majesty's  Government  have 
no  reason  to  believe  that  the  report  of 
the  intended  resignation  of  Sir  Kobert 
Hart  is  correct. 

Land  Oommission  Methods. 

Mr.  DODD  (Tyrone,  N.) :  To  ask  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  remarks  of  Lord  Justice 
^Fitzgibbon  in  the  case  of  Kee  versus 
Doherty,  at  the  Tyrone  assizes,  with 
reference  to  the  purchase  of  the  Sinclair 
Holyhill  Estate ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
i}he  learned  Judge  animadverted  on  the 
methods  of  the  Land  Commission,  and 
•described  as  lamentable  that  the  Land 
Commission  should  adopt  extraordin- 
:ary  forms,  creating  confusion  and 
litigation,  and  whilst  anxious  about 
the  rights  of  the  landlords  should 
l)e  absolutoly  silent  about  the  rights  of 
the  tenants ;  and  what  steps  he  proposes 
to  take  to  prevent  a  repetition  of  such 
proceedings. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Brijce,)  I  have  seen 
a  newspaper  report  of  the  remarks  of 
Lord  Justice  Fitzgibbon  in  the  case 
referred  to,  but  have  no  information 
nirhether  the  Report  is  accurate.  Accord- 
ing to  this  Report  the  learned  Judge 
commented  on  the  action  of  the  Land 
Commission  in  the  matter  of  mineral 
rights  and  sporting  rights  and  thought 
that  the  turbary  and  free  rights  of  the 
tenants  had  been  in  this  particular 
instance  insufficiently  safeguarded.  I 
have  not  had  time  since  notice  of  the 
Question  ivas  given,  to  obtain  the  obser- 
vations of  the  Land  Commission  on  the 
matter,  and  it  would,  therefore,  not  be 
right  for  me  to  offer  any  comments  on 
the  case.  The  matter  has  not  escaped 
Jtheir  attention,  and  is  being  specially 


inquired  into  by  the  Judicial  Commis- 
sioner. I  may,  however,  say  that  the 
Government  have  no  power  to  interfere 
with  the  judicial  action  of  the  Land 
Commission. 

Imprisonment  of  Men  at  Buenos  Ainres. 
Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  (Mid- 
dlesbrough) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  his  attention 
ha 9  been  called  to  the  imprisonment  at  the 
Port  of  Buenos  Ayres  of  Frank  Murphy, 
John  White,  John  Green,  Thomas  White, 
and  John  Macdonald,  on  the  charge  of 
striking  and  firing  stones  on  a  policeman ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  men  state 
they  are  not  guilty  of  the  act  and  that  they 
have  been  detained  four  months  in  prison 
awaiting  their  trial,  during  which  time 
they  have  had  no  beds  or  change  of 
clothes ;  and  whether,  in  view  oi  the 
men's  condition  he  will  inquire  into 
their  statement  that  they  have  written 
letters  to  the  English  Consul  but  havi 
received  no  assistance,  and  seeing  that 
the  German,  who  is  a  prisoner,  communi- 
cated with  the  German  Consul,  who  im- 
mediately took  steps  to  see  that  he  was 
properly  provided  with  clothing  and  food, 
whether  he  will  take  steps  with  a  view  of 
having  the  trial  of  these  men  expedited. 

{Answered  by  Secretary  Sir  Edward 
Grey,)  The  matter  was  brought  to  my 
notice  on  the  3 1st  ultimo,  and  His 
Majesty's  Charg^  d' Affaires  at  Buenos 
Ayres  was  at  once  instructed  by  telegraph 
to  make  inquiries. 

Seat  of  Government  in  Uganda. 

Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  (Orkney 
and  Shetland) :  To  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  of  the  s  ile  of  Govern- 
ment House  at  Entebbe,  the  ravages  of 
sleeping  sickness,  the  insufficiency  of  the 
water  supply,  fever,  and  the  general 
unsuitability  of  the  district  adjoining  the 
lake,  he  will,  before  expending  public 
money  in  the  erection  of  a  new  Govern- 
ment House,  consider  the  advisability 
of  removing  the  seat  of  government, 
temporarily  at  any  rate,  to  the  Kampala 
district,  where  the  tsetse  fly  and  sleeping 
sickness  are  unknown;  and  if  he  will, 
in  view  of  the  importance  of  the  East 
Africa  and  Uganda  Protectorates,  en- 
deavour to  pay,  himself,  a  visit  to  the 
country. 
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{Answered  by  Mr.  Chui-chill.)  With 
regard  to  the  first  part  of  the  hon. 
Meraber'e  Question,  I  would  refer  him  to 
the  repir  which  I  gave  to  bis  Question 
of  the  19th  July.  The  Secretary  of  State 
is  oommunicating  with  the  Deputy  Com- 
misBioner  of  Uganda  and  Dr.  Moffat  on 
the  question  of  the  desirability  of 
removing  the  seat  of  govemmetit  in 
Uganda  to  Kuupala,  and  when  their 
replies  have  been  received  the  whole 
matter  will  be  carefully  considered  in 
consultation  with  the  Commissioner. 
With  regard  to  the  second  part  of  the 
hon.  Member's  Question,  I  should  particu- 
hwly  desire  to  pay  a.  visit  to  the  East 
Airica  and  Uganda  Protectorates  if  the 
SecrotaiT  of  State  were  to  consider  that 
I  could  be  spared  from  my  duties  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  But  in  view  of  the 
occurrence  of  an  Autumn  Session  I  fear 
my  wish  is  hardly  likely  to  be  realised 
this  year. 

Agricnltiiral  Experiments  kt  Nairobi  and 
Naivasha. 
Sib  C.  hill  (Shrewsbury) :  To  ask 
the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether,  in  view  of  the  agri- 
cultural interest  attaching  to  the  records 
of  the  experiments  in  live  stock  and 
agriculture  at  the  Government  farms  at 
Nairobi  and  Kaivasha,  be  will  lay  Reports 
on  them  as  annexes  to  the  Annual  Report 
by  the  Commissioner  for  the  East  Africa 
Protectorate  for  1905-6. 

(Anmered  hy  Mr.  Churchill.)  The 
Commissioner  wilt  be  asked  to  furnish 
the  Reports  desired,  and  they  will  be 
laid  accordingly. 


Mr.  weir  (Robs  and  Cromarty) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  recently  issued  Beport 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion in  Scotland  shows  that  109  schools 
undertake  secondary  and  technical  educa- 
tion, will  he  state  where  these  schools 
are  respectively  situated,  distinguishing 
higher  class  public  schools  from  endowed 
schools  and  schools  under  voluntary 
managers. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sinclair.)  A  complete 
list  of  the  109  schools  referred  to  in  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  in  Scotland  will  be  found  on 


pages  38  and  39  of  the  Report  tm 
Secondary  Education  (Scotland)  for  the 
year  1905  [Cd.  2793].  Pages  30-37  of 
the  same  Report  contain  statements  of 
the  income,  expenditure,  and  liabilities 
of  each  of  these  schools  which  is  in 
receipt  of  a  grant  from  the  Department- 
Schools  under  the  management  of  nchool 
boards  occupy  pages  30-35.  Schools 
under  the  management  of  authorities 
other  than  school  boards  are  given  on 
pages  36  and  37. 


Trawling  in  Hon^  Firth- 
Mr  WEIR :  To  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  if  he  will  state  for  what  period 
H.M.S.  "Ringdove"  has  patrolled  the 
Moray  Firth,  the  number  of  cases  of  illegal 
trawling  reported  by  hercommander,  and 
the  number  of  convictions  secured. 

{Anttnered  by  Mr.  Sindair.)  H.M.S. 
"  Ringdove "  has  patrolled  the  Moray 
Firth  since  14th  February  last,  but  her 
commander  has  not  reported  any  cases  o£ 
illegal  trawling  since  that  date. 


Mb.  weir  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  whether  he  is  aware  that  on 
August    2nd,    1905,   the   Lewis    District 
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{Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  proposal  on  the  part  of 
the  Education  Committee  of  the  Lanca- 
shire County  Council  of  the  nature 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member,  but  I 
may  add  that  so  lately  as  June  2nd  last 
a  site  was  approved  by  the  Board  for 
a  new  council  school. 

Onnard  ComiNuiy  Agreement. 
Mr.  bell  airs  (Lynn  Regis):  To 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  what 
is  the  total  ajpproximate  sum  accruing 
to  the  Cunarcf  Company  for  the  whole 
period  during  which  payments  are  due 
in  respect  of  the  two  fast  vessels  now 
building,  allowing  for  both  the  subsidy 
and  for  the  difference  between  the  rate 
of  interest  which  the  company  are  paying 
on  £2,600,000  lent  by  the  Government 
and  the  approximate  rate  of  interest  at 
which  a  limited  liability  company  can 
borrow  in  the  open  market. 

{Answered  hy  Mr,  McKenna,)  Under 
the  agreement  sanctioned  by  Resolution 
of  the  House  of  Commons  on  August 
12th,  1903,  an  annual  sum  of  £150,000 
will  be  payable  from  Votes  to  the  Cunard 
Company,  subject  to  the  fulfilment  of 
certain  conditions.  This  payment  is  to 
run,  as  to  one  moiety,  from  the  first 
sailing  of  the  first  of  the  two  fast  vessels  : 
as  to  the  second  moiety,  as  from  the  first 
sailing  of  .the  second  vessel ;  and  is  to 
continue  for  twenty  years  from  the 
latter  of  these  dates.  The  sum  to 
be  advanced  to  the  company  for  con- 
struction of  the  two  vessels  is  not 
to  exceed  £2,600,000.  The  sum  advanced 
will  be  repaid  by  the  company  in  twenty 
equal  annual  instalments,  of  which  the 
first  will  be  payable  one  year  after  the 
date  of  the  first  sailing  of  the  second 
vessel.  The  advance  wi&  bear  interest  at 
2|  per  cent  per  annum,  on  one  moiety, 
from  the  date  of  sailing  of  the  first  vessel, 
on  the  other  moiety  from  the  date  of 
sailing  of  the  second  vessel.  To  enable 
my  hon.  friend's  Question  to  be  answered 
it  would  be  necessary  to  know  (1)  the 
amount  which  the  Grovemment  will 
ultimately  advance ;  (2)  the  dates  at 
which  the  future  instalments  of  advance 
will  be  made  ;  and  (3)  the  rate  at  which 
a  limited  liability  company  can  borrow  in 
the  open  market.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
commit  myself  to  an  opinion  on  tne  third 
point,  and  the  other  two  are  still  un- 
certain. 

VOL.  CLXIL  [Fourth  Series.] 


Alleged  Payment  of  Wafres  at  Public 
aouBes  in  Cardiff. 

Mr.  J.  H.  WILSON:  To  aak  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  a  complaint  made  by  Mr. 
George  H.  Lock,  tnat  numbers  of  men 
are  being  paid  their  wages  every  Saturday 
at  the  Kising  Sun  Hotel,  Cardiff; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  proprietor 
of  the  hotel  pays  the  wages  for  a  stevedore 
of  Cardiff;  and,  seeing  that  the  payment 
of  workmen's  wi^es  in  a  public-nouse  is 
a  breach  of  the  Truck  Act,  whether  he 
can  say  what  action  he  will  take  in  the 
matter,  with  a  view  of  preventing  work- 
men's wages  being  paid  in  public-houses 
in  future. 


{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Oladstone,) 
I  have  called  for  a  report  from  the  Cardiff 
police  on  the  subject,  and  am  informed 
that  the  proprietor  of  the  public-house 
has  been  seen  a^d  admits  that  certain 
men,  who  were  in  the  habit  of  frequenting 
the  house,  have  received  their  wages 
there  for  some  time  past.  It  appears, 
however,  from  the  police  report  that  they 
were  paid  by  their  ganger,  and  not  by 
the  proprietor  as  stated  in  the  question. 
The  proprietor  states  that  he  offered  no 
inducement  for  the  men  to  be  paid  at  this 
house,  and  since  his  attention  was  called 
to  the  matter  at  the  beginning  of  last 
month  the  practice  appears  to  have  ceased. 
The  practice  cleiurlr  involved  a  breach  of 
the  Payment  of  Wages  in  Public-Houses 
Prohibition  Act,  1883.  This  Act,  how- 
ever, is  enforced,  not  by  the  Home  Office, 
but  by  the  police,  who  report  that  no 
complaint  has  been  received  by  them  with 
regard  to  the  matter,  but  that  special 
attention  will  be  given  to  the  premises  in 
question  to  prevent  any  repetition  of  the 
offence. 


Education  Bill— Olaiise  4. 

Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  (Gloucester- 
shire.  Forest  of  Dean) :  To  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
whether  care  will  be  taken  to  prevent  the 
general  application  of  Sub-section  4  of 
Clause  4  of  the  Education  Bill,  and  to 
confine  its  operation  to  those  urban  areas 
which  are  the  subject  of  the  offer  of 
extended  facilities  made  by  the  principal 
portions  of  Clause  4. 

3  G 
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(Answered  hy  Mr.  BirrelL)  I  think 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  sub- section 
referred  to  will  apply  only  to  schools 
which  fulfil  the  various  conditions  of 
Clause  4. 

Housing  Proceedings  in  Birmingham. 

Mr.  STEADMAN  (Finsbury,  Central) : 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  if  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  case  of 
the  Birmingham  Housing  Committee 
versus  John  Koderick,  in  respect  of 
seven  houses  owned  by  the  latter  which 
had  been  represented  by  the  medical 
officer  of  health  under  Part  XL  of  The 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Act, 
1890,  as  being  in  a  state  so  dangerous  and 
injurious  to  health  as  to  be  unfit  for 
human  habitation ;  if  he  is  aware  that 
through  several  adjournments  of  this 
case  by  the  magistrates  and  their  being 
unable  to  agree  as  to  the  facts  of  the 
case,  the  defendant  owner  was  enabled 
to  evade  the  proper  carrying  out  of  the 
repairs  required  by  the  sanitary  autho- 
rity, and  that  this  action  of  the  magistrates 
has  caused  more  money  to  be  spent  in 
legal  proceedings  than  would  have 
sufficed  to  put  the  houses  in  a  thoroughly 
sanitary  condition ;  and  whether  he  in- 
tends to  take  any  administrative  action 
in  the  matter  or  to  assist  sanitary 
authorities  in  their  work  by  legislation. 

{Answered  hy  Mr,  John  Burns,)  My 
attention  has  been  directed  to  a  report  of 
the  Housing  Committee  of  the  Birming- 
ham Town  Council  with  respect  to  this 
case,  from  which  it  would  appear  that 
the  facts  are  substantially  as  stated  in 
the  Question.  I  have,  however,  no 
power  to  review  the  proceedings  of  the 
justices  in  such  a  case,  and  I  do  not  think 
I  could  usefully  intervene  in  the  matter. 

Poor  Bates— Proportion  due  for 
Education. 

Mr.  REES  :  To  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether  it 
is  proposed  to  so  amend  the  law  as  to 
require  county  and  borough  councils  to 
inform  overseers  how  much  of  the  de- 
mand note  for  poor  rate  relates  to  educa- 
tion ;  and  whether  such  changes  are 
contemplated  in  regard  to  compoimding 
as  will  enable  every  ratepayer  to  know 
what  payment  on  account  of  rates  is  in- 
cluded in  payment  on  account  of  rent 


(Answered  by  Mr.  John  Burns.)  Both 
the  matters  referred  to  in  the  Question 
appear  to  me  to  be  deserving  of  coo- 
sideration,  but  I  do  not  contemplate  any 
immediate  legislation  with  regard  to 
them. 

Watford  Secondary  School— Loans. 

Mr.  MICKLEM  (Hertfordshire,  Wat^ 
ford) :  To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  have  sanctioned  tbe 
raising  of  a  loan  of  £10,000  by  the  Herts 
County  Council  for  the  purpose  of  erecting 
a  new  secondary  school  at  Watford,  to  be 
settled  upon  denominational  trusts  ;  if  so, 
whether  such  sanction  was  given  before 
the  scheme  for  the  new  school  was 
approved  by  the  Board  of  Education; 
whether  the  Local  Government  Board 
were  aware  that  the  county  council  pro- 
posed to  charge  X5,000,  part  of  the 
£10,000,  on  the  Watford  Urban  District; 
whether  any  opportunity  was  afforded  to 
the  urban  district  council  to  place  their 
views  before  the  Local  Government 
Board ;  and,  in  the  event  of  no  such  oppor- 
tunitv  having  been  afforded,  whether  the 
Local  Government  Board  will  withdraw 
their  sanction  to  the  loan  until  after  a 
public  inquiry  has  been  held,  and  the 
views  of  the  urban  district  council  ascer- 
tained. 

(Answered  hy  Mr.  John  Burns.)  The 
Local  Government  Board  have  sanctioned 
a  loan  of  £10,000  by  the  Herte  Count j 
Council  for  a  contribution  towards  the 
cost  of  providing  a  secondary  school  for 
^rls  at  Watford.  I  understand  that  the 
school  is  subject  to  a  scheme,  that  an 
amending  scheme  has  been  proposed,  and 
that  a  public  inquiry  has  been  held  by  the 
Board  of  Education  with  regard  to  it,  but 
that  it  has  not  yet  been  settled.  The 
question  as  to  the  parishes  to  be  charged 
with  the  cost  of  the  school  is  one  for  the 
county  council.  I  did  not  receive  any 
representations  from  the  Watford  Urban 
District  Council  on  the  subject  The 
loan,  as  already  stated,  has  been  sanc- 
tioned, and  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  take 
any  further  action- in  the  matter. 

(German  Naval  Programme. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS  :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  to  what  yearns  pro- 
gramme the  German  battleships  **  Kaiser 
Barbarossa,"  "  Schwaben,"  ''  Wettin, " 
"  Preussen,  "  "  Braunschweig, '  and 
** Deutschland "  belong;  on  what  dates 
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Arere  they  laid  down ;  on  what  dates 
completed  ;  and  what  time  was  occupied 
in  building  thenu 


(Answered  by  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson.) 
The  following  table  gives  the  information 
desired  by  the  hon.  Member — 


Name. 

Pro^^ramme. 

Date  liaid  Down. 

Date  Completed. 

Time  occupied  in 
Building. 

Kaiaer  Barbarossa     • 

1898 

August  1898 

May  1901 

Years.     Months. 
2               9 

Wettin       . 

1899 

October  1899 

October  1902 

3             — 

Schwaben  - 

1900 

November  1903 

December  1903 

3               1 

Braunschweig    - 

1901 

October  1901 

September  1904 

2              11 

Preussen    - 

1902 

June  1902 

July  1905 

3                1 

Deutschland 

1903 

• 

May  1903 

June  1906 

3                1 

British  Naval  Programme. 
Mr.  BELLAIRS  :  To  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  to  what  year's  pro- 
grammes the  battleships  "  Albion," 
"  Montagu,"  "  Dominion,"  and  *'  New 
Zealand  "  belong ;   on  what  dates  were 


they  laid  down  ;  on  what  date  completed  ; 
and  what  time  was  occupied  in  building 
them. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Edmund  llohertson.) 
The  following  table  gives  the  information 
desired  by  the  hon.  Member — 


Name. 

Programme. 

Date  Laid  Down. 

Date  Completed. 

Time  occupied  in 
Building. 

Albion 

1896-7 

December  1896 

June  1901 

Years.  Months. 
4             7 

Montagu    - 

1899-1900 

November  1899 

July  1903 

3             8 

Dominion  - 

1901-2 

May  1902 

September  1905 

3             4 

New  Zealand 

1902-3 

February  1902 

July  1905 

2             5 

Fertilisen    and  Feeding  Staffs  Acts— 

Begolations. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamptonshire, 
is.) :  To  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Somerset,  as  representing  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  whether  the 
Board,  with  a  view  to  making  the 
necessary  regulations  in  pursuance  of 
Section  4  of  the  Fertilisers  and  Feeding 
Stuffs  Bill  at  the  earliest  possible  date  will 
refer  to  a  committee  of  experts  the  deter- 
mination of  the  limits  of  error  in  respect 
of  the  warranties  as  to  percentages  to  be 
stated  in  invoices  under  the  Act,  and  the 
consideration  of  the  varying  conditions 
under  which  home  manufactured  and 
foreign  imported  fertilisers  and  feeding 
stuffs  have  to  be  placed  on  the  market, 
both  as  regards  the  percentages  which 
can  be  guaranteed  and  as  regards  the 


time  necessary  for  handling  and  for 
properly  sampling  these  articles;  and 
whether,  in  framing  regulations  as  to 
sampling  articles  under  the  Act,  the 
Board  will  make  it  clear  that  official 
samplers  may  take  sample^,  by  order  of 
the  local  authority  or  the  Board,  in  dis- 
tricts other  than  the  county  or  borough 
for  which  they  are  appointed. 

{Answered  by  Sir  Edward  Strachey.) 
Yes,  it  is  the  intention  of  my  noble  friend 
the  President  of  the  Board  to  appoint 
committees  to  consider  and  advise  as  to 
the  regulations  to  be  made  by  the  Board 
in  pursuance  of  the  Fertilisers  and  Feed- 
ing Stuffs  Bill.  The  suggestion  made  by 
my  hon.  friend  in  the  concluding  part  of 
his  Question  ^11  receive  our  careful 
consideration. 

3  G  2 
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The  Case  of  Ex-Inspector  McCarthy 
(Metropolitan  Police). 

Mr.  NOLAN  (Louth,  S.) :  To  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  Ex  -  inspector  John 
McCarthy,  of  the  Metropolitan  Police,  on 
January  28th,  1904,  after  twenty-two 
and  a-half  years'  service,  was  dismissed 
on  the  unsworn  and  uncorroborated  state- 
ment of  a  street-betting  man  named  David 
Curtis ;  and  whether  he  proposes  to 
take  any  further  steps  in  the  matter,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  McCarthy  has  sworn 
that  the  charge  made  against  him  by 
Curtis  is  absolutely  false. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Gladstone) : 
The  charges  against  Lispector  McCarthy 
were  investigated  with  the  utmost  care  by 
the  Commissioner  of  Police,  who,  after 
giving  him  every  opportunity  for  his 
aefence,came  to  the  conclusion  that  he  was 
guilty  and  that  it  was  impossible  to  retain 
him  in  the  force.  This  conclusion  was 
fully  confirmed  by  the  verdict  of  a  jury  in 
March,  1 906,  when  M*Carthy  brought  an 
action  for  slander  against  Curtis.  Curtis 
then  gave  his  evidence  on  oath,  and  it 
was  supporled  by  the  sworn  testimony  of 
other  witnesses.  The  jury,  after  a  trial 
that  lasted  four  days,  gave  a  verdict  for 
defendant,  and  I  have  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  they  were  right. 

Customs  House  Quay— Open  Space. 
LORD  BALCARRES  (Lancashire, 
Chorley) :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  if  he  can  now  announce  his 
decision  in  respect  of  the  open  space  at 
the  Custom  House  Quay. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Asquith,)  The  Cor- 
poration has  been  informed  that,  as  the 
proposed  use  of  the  quay  for  fish  market 
purposes  would  interfere  with  the  work 
of  the  Custom  House  and  also  detract 
from  the  amenities  of  the  area  as  an 
open  space,  I  do  not  see  my  way  to  com- 
ply with  their  request. 

Portmagee— Suggested  Appointment  of 
Justice  of  the  Peace. 

Mr.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.) :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
although  the  petty  sessions  district  of 
Portmagee,  county  Kerry,  consists  of  the 
two  parishes  of  Prior  and  Keelemiiah, 
covering  an  area  of  over  80  square  miles, 


and  has  within  it  police  stations  at 
Ballinskelligs  and  Portmagee,  where 
petty  sessions  are  held,  there  is  not  a 
single  resident  justice  of  the  peace,  and 
that  if  a  summons  has  to  be  signed  or  a 
complaint  made  the  person  concerned  must 
go  a  distance  of  10  miles ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  general  pubUc 
are  inconvenienced  thereby,  and  that  the 
rural  district  council  has  forwarded  a 
resolution  on  the  subject  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  steps  will  be  taken  to  remedy 
this  grievance  by  the  appointment  of  a 
resident  ju&tice  of  the  peace. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  I  have 
referred  this  Question  to  the  Lord  Cban- 
cellor,  who  informs  me  that  he  is  causing 
inquiries  to  be  made  into  the  matters 
alleged  in  the  Question.  The  resolution 
of  the  rural  district  council  referred  to 
has  only  been  received  within  the  last 
few  days,  and  there  has  not  been  lime  to 
complete  the  inquiries.  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor informs  me  that  the  matter  will 
not  be  overlooked. 

Bonrke  Cochran  Tmst. 

Mr.  FETHERSTONH  AUGH  :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Committee  of  Inquiry  into  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  etc,  ruled 
that  the  question  of  the  misapplication  or 
loss  of  the  Bourke  Cochran  trust  fund 
was  not  within  the  scope  of  their  inquiry, 
and  has  he  any  reason  to  sirppoae  that 
this  view  will  not  also  be  applied  to  any 
statement  on  the  subject  submitted  bj 
Mr.  Bourke  Cochran's  solicitor  ;  was  any 
member  of  the  Department  a  director  of 
the  company  which  issued  the  statement 
in  its  prospectus  that  the  Sligo  Sawmilb 
and  Joinery  Company,  Limited,  wai 
launched  under  the  auspices  of  the 
Department,  and  was  that  statement  ever 
denied  or  repudiated  until  after  the 
public  had  taken  shares  and  lost  its 
money;  and  will  he  ta^e  steps  to  hare 
the  whole  transaction  properly  investi* 
gated,  and  the  loss  of  the  £10,000  given 
by  Mr.  Bourke  Cochran  and  die  rest  of 
the  share  capital  explained. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  1  under* 
stand  that  the  statement  of  Mr.  Bourke 
Cochran's  solicitor  will  be  considered  by 
the  Committee.  No  member  of  the 
Department    was    a   director     of     the 
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company.  The  statement  in  the  pros- 
pectus, which,  as  I  have  already  informed 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  was  not 
made  with  the  authority  or  knowledge  of 
the  Department,  was  not  withdrawn  by 
them.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  state- 
ment did  not  come  under  the  notice  of 
the  Department  until  long  after  it  was 
made,  and  all  the  money  was  invested. 
I  see  no  cause  for  any  such  action  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  as  is  suggested 
in  the  Question. 

Conduct    of  Oouncillors   Madden    and 
O'Beilly— Dublin  Oorporation  Inquiry. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Dublin 
Corporation  on  the  11th  of  la^t  month, 
when  they  unanimously  adopted  Report 
No.  58  of  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House,  dated  30th  March,  which  met  to 
investigate  the  conduct  of  Councillor 
Anthony  Madden,  Hmh  Sheriflf  of  the 
city  of  Dublin,  and  (x)uncillor  Thomas 
O'Reilly,  Deputy  Chairman  of  the 
Licensed  Vintners  Dublin  Association; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Madden  and 
O'Reilly,  acting  in  collusion,  appointed  a 
partner  of  Madden's  named  Thomas 
Murphy,  afterwards  changed  on  the 
minutes  of  the  Improvements  Committee 
to  James  Murphy,  to  carry  out  the  work 
previously  done  by  a  Mrs.  Malone,  and 
that  a  sum  of  £7  15r.  had  been  paid  to 
Murphy  before  the  irregularity  of  the 
proceeding  had  been  discovered  by  the 
corporate  officials ;  and  will  he  say 
whether  any  steps  will  be  taken  to  remove 
Councillor  Madaen,  who  was  chairman  of 
the  Paving  Committee,  from  the  office  of 
High  Sheriff  of  the  city. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bi-yce.)  I  have  no 
information  concerning  the  proceedings 
of  the  Dublin  Corporation  in  this  matter 
beyond  that  which  may  be  obtained  from 
the  newspaper  reports.  According  to 
those  reports  it  would  appear  that  the 
Corporation  have  taken  all  steps  which 
may  be  necessary  in  the  matter,  and 
I  am  not  aware  that  there  are  any 
grounds  for  taking  the  action  suggested 
m  the  latter  part  of  the  Question. 

Goonty  Armagh— Employment  of  Direct 
or  ^ntract  Labour. 

Mr.  McKILLOP  (Armagh,  S.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  a  sworn 


inquiry  was  recently  held  by  an  inspector 
of  the  Local  (Government  Board  in  county 
Armagh  with  reference  to  the  question 
of  the  employment  of  direct  lal)our  or 
contract  labour ;  and,  if  so,  what  decision 
the  Local  Government  Board  have  come 
to  on  the  subject. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Bryce,)  The  Answer 
to  the  first  part  of  the  Question  is  in  the 
affirmative.  The  Local  Oovernment 
Board  have  not  yet  received  their 
inspector's  report  on  the  matter,  and  no 
decision  has,  therefore,  been  arrived  at. 

Dog  Licences  in  Oounty  Down. 

Mr.  MCKIIJ.OP :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
clerk  of  the  petty  sessions  of  Holyrood, 
Bangor,  and  Newtownbreda,  county 
Down,  has  not  made  a  correct  Return  of 
the  improperly  stamped  dog  licences; 
whether  the  Return  of  the  £4  12s. 
worth  of  dog  stamps,  and  their  destruc- 
tion, make  complete  the  stamps  pur- 
chased and  used  in  reference  to  all  the 
dogs  licensed ;  whether  the  clerk  returned 
particulars  of  licences  issued  for  dogs  for 
which  stamps  had  not  been  cancelled; 
whether  steps  will  be  taken  to  obtain 
particulars  of  cases  of  mistake  ;  whether 
steps  have  been  taken  to  protect  from 
prosecution  the  holders  of  licences,  in 
which  more  than  one  dog  appears,  and 
for  which  the  proper  amount  of  duty 
has  been  paid,  but  which  have  been 
improperly  stamped ;  and  whether  it  is 
usual  in  such  matters,  when  irregularities 
are  admitted,  to  accept  the  excuse  of 
the  clerk  concerned  without  taking  steps 
to  ascertain  the  accuracy  of  his  explana- 
tion. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Bi-yce,)  I  beg  to 
refer  to  the  very  full  reply  given  by  the 
Attorney -General  for  Ireland  to  the  hon. 
Members'  Question  on  this  subject  on 
20th  June.  The  registrar  of  petty 
sessions  clerks  informs  me  that  he  has 
satisfied  himself,  by  personal  investiga- 
tion on  the  spot,  that  the  clerk  of  pettv 
sessions  has  correctly  accounted  for  all 
fees  received  by  him  for  dog  licences. 
The  register  of  dog  licences  shows  full 
particulars  of  the  licences  issued,  in- 
cluding the  number  of  dogs  in  each 
licence,  and  these  have  been  fully 
accounted  for.  No  prosecution  will  be 
taken     against     those     persons     whose 
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The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  Clock. 


PETITION.^, 


EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 

BILL. 

Petition  from  Gilesgate,  against ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 
BILL  (RELIGIOUS  TEACHING). 

Petitions  against  alteration  of  Law ; 
From  Ipswich ;  and,  Nottingham ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

LAND  VALUES  TAXATION,  &c., 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition    of    the    Greneral    Assembly 
•  of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  for  alteration ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

«OUTH     AFRICA    (CONSTITUTION    OP 

THE  TRANSVAAL  AND  ORANGE 

RIVER  COLONIES). 

Petition,  from  Cape  Colony,  for  enfran- 
chisement of  the  coloured  races;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC, 


liOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ACT,  1888. 

Copy  presented,  of  Orders  made  by  the 
-various  County  Councils  in  England  and 
Wales  under  Section  57  of  the  Act,  as 
<K)nfirmed  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

HOUSING  OF  WORKING  CLASSES 
ACT,    1890. 

Copy  presented,  of  Statement  of  Modi- 
ification  permitted  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  be  made  in  the  Leeds 
{Housing  of  Working  Classes)  Order, 
1901,  and  in  the  London  (Aylesbury 
Place,  Clerkenwell,  and  Union  Buildings, 
Holbom)  Improvement  Scheme,  1899 
[by  Act]  ;  to  he  upon  the  Table. 

MOTOR  CAR  ACTS. 

Copy  presented,  of  Regulations  made 
under  the  Acts;  I.  Kingston-upon- 
Thames ;  II.  St.  Albans ;  III.  Horsham ; 
rV.  Torquay ;  V.  Southport  [by  Act] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS  ACTS. 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  of  Proceed- 
ings by  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  Technical    Instruction  for  Ireland, 


under  the  Diseases  of  Animals  Acts,  for 
the  year  1905  [by  Command];  to  He 
upon  the  Table. 

HISTORICAL  MANUSCRIPrS 
(ROYAL  COMMISSION). 

Copy  presented  of  Calender  of  the 
Manuscripts  of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury 

? reserved   at    Hatfield    House,     Herts. 
'art  XI.   [by  Command] ;    to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

WINTER  ASSIZES  ACTS, 
1876  AND  1877. 

Copy  presented,  of  Seven  Orders  in 
Council  of  July  28th,  1906,  relating  to 
the  ensuing  Winter  Assizes  [by  Act]; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

FOREIGN  JURISDICTION  ACT,  189a 

Copies  presented,  of  two  Orders  in 
Council  of  July  28th,  1906,  entitled  the 
Brunei  Order  in  Council,  1906,  and  the 
Nigeria  Coinage  Order,  1906  [by  Act] ; 
to  Tie  upon  the  Table. 

GREENWICH  HOSPITAL  ACT,  1865. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  in  Council  of 
July  28th,  1906,  approving  the  appoint 
ment  of  a  Receiver  and  Agent  for  the 
Greenwich  Estate  and  a  revision  of  the 
Salary  of  the  officer  supervising  the  staff 
of  Instructors  and  Servants  at  the  Royal 
Hospital  School,  Greenwich  [by  ActJ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table, 

COLONIAL  PROBATES  ACT,  1892. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  in  Councd 
of  July  28th,  1906,  applying  certaii 
provisions  of  The  Colonial  Probates  Act, 
1892,  to  Southern  Rhodesia  [by  Act]; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EAST  INDIA  (NATIVE  STATES  UNDER 
ADMINISTRATIVE  CONTROL  OF 
POLITICAL  AGENTS). 

Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
[Address  1st  August ;  Mr,  Morion] ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
(No.  317.) 

NAVY  (COURTS  MARTIAL) 

Copy  presented,  of  Return  of  the 
Number  of  Courts  Martial  held  and 
Summary  Punishments  inflicted  during 
the  year  1905  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

NAVY  (HEALTH). 

Copy  presented,  of  Statistical  Report 
of  the  Health  of  the  Navy  for  the  year 
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1905  [by  Cbmmand];  to  lie  upon  the 
Table,  and  to  be  printed.     (No.  318.) 

CASUALITIES  TO  SHIPS  ON  THE  NAVY 

LIST. 

Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
[ordered  Ist  May ;  Mr,  Bellairs] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
(No.  319.) 

STATISTICAL  ABSTRACT  (FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES). 

Copy  presented,  of  Statistical  Abstract 
for  tne  principal  and  other  Foreign 
Countries  in  each  year  from  1894  to 
1903-4  (Thirty  -  second  Number)  [by 
Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

BOILER  EXPLOSIONS  ACTS  1882  AND 

1890. 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Board  of  Trade  upon 
the  working  of  the  Boiler  Explosions 
Acts,  1882  and  1890,  with  Appendices 
[by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING   ACT,  1894 
(VESSELS  DETAINED). 

Copy  presented,  of  Return  of  all  ships 
ordered  oy  the  Board  of  Trade  or  its 
Officers  during  the  period  from  July  1st, 
1905,  to  June  30th,  1906,  to  be  pro- 
visionally detained  as  unsafe  together 
with  Summaries,  etc.  [by  Command]"; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LOSS  OF  LIFE  AT  SEA 

Copy  presented,  of  Return  showing  the 
lives  lost  by  Wreck,  Drowning,  or  other 
accidents  in  British  sea-going  Merchant 
Ships  registered  in  the  Unit^  Kingdom 
durmg  the  years  1894  to  1905,  inclusive 
[by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

WEST  INDIAN  ISLANDS  (EXPORTERS). 

Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
[ordered  31st  July;  Mr,  Essex];  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  (No. 
320.) 


COAL  TABLES,  1905. 
Copy  ordered,  "of  Statistical  Tables 
relating  to  the  production,  consumption^ 
and  imports  and  exports  of  Coal  in  the* 
British  Empire  and  the  principal  Foreiga 
Countries  m  each  year  from  1883  to 
1905,  as  far  as  the  particulars  can  bo 
stated ;  together  with -Statements  showing 
the  production  of  Lignite  and  Petroleumi 
in  the  principal  producing  countries  for  a 
series  of  years  (m  continuation  of  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  No.  295,  of  Session 
I905)r— (Mr.  Lloyd-George,) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie  upoQ 
the  Table,  and  to  be  print^.     (No.  321.) 

IRON  AND  STEEL,  1906. 
Copy  ordered,  "of  Memorandum  and 
Statistical  Tables  showing  the  production 
and  consumption  of  Iron  Ore  and  Pig 
Iron,  and  the  production  of  Steel  in  the 
United  Kingdom  and  the  principal 
Foreign.  Countries  in  recent  years,  and 
the  Imports  and  Exports  of  certain.  dasse» 
of  Iron  and  Steel  Manufactures  (in 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No» 
296,  of  Session  1905)."— ikfr.  Lloyd- 
George.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  lie  upon 
the  l^bfe,  and    to  be  printed.  (No.  3§2.> 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING,  1906. 

Copy  ordered,  "  of  Tables  showing  tho 

?rogress  of  Merchant  Shipping  in  tho 
Tnited     Kingdom    and     the     principal 
Maritime  Countries." — (Mr. Lloyd-George,} 

Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
(No.  323.) 

METROPOLITAN  BOROUGH  COUNCILS 
(BILLS  IN  PARLIAMENT). 

Betum  ordered,  "  of  expenses  incurred 
by  each  Metropolitan  Borough  Council  ia 
each  financial  year  since  the  constitution 
of  the  Council,  in  promoting  or  opposing 
Bills  in  Parliament,  incluaing.  Bills  to 
confirm  Provisional  Orders,  in  the  follow- 
ing form  :— 


Name  of 

Metiopoli* 

tan  Borough 

CounoiL 


Year  euded 
3l8t  March. 


Bills  promoted  hy  the 
Council. 


Titles  of 
Bills. 


Amonnt  of 
expenses 
incurred. 


BUlso 


ypposed  by 
Council. 


the 


Titles  of 
Bills. 


Amount  of 
expenses 
incurred. 

6 


Totals  of 
Columns 
4  and  6. 


Expenses  incurred  in  opposing  Bills  promoted  by  the  London  County  Couneik 
being  distinguished.'' — (Mr,  Cleland.) 
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LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD 
INSPECTORS  AND  AUDITORS. 

Return  ordered,  **  of  all  Inspectors  and 
Auditors  now  in  the  service  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  showing  in  respect  of 
each  (1)  his  name,  (2)  date  of  appoint- 
ment, (3)  age  on  appointment,  (4) 
experience  of  local  government  or  pro- 
fessional qualification  previous  to  appoint- 
ment, (5)  present  remuneration,  (6) 
Ibravelling  and  other  expenses  in  the  last 
.financial  year." — (Mr.  Cooper.) 

LUNATICS. 

Return  ordered,  "  of  the  number  of 
Lunatics  chargeable  to  each  Board  of 
Guardians  or  Local  Authority  in  London 
And  Middlesex  who  are  not  irremovable 
irom  or  settled  therein,  and  who  are 
natives  of  Scotland  or  Ireland." — (Mr. 
Claude  Hay.) 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to — Fatal 
Accidents  and  Sudden  Deaths  Inquiry 
(Scotland)  Bill;  Local  Authorities 
(Transfer  of  Treasury  Powers)  Bill ; 
Public  Works  Loans  Bill ;  Local  Govern- 
ment (Ireland)  Act  (1898)  Amendment 
Bill,  without  Amendment. 

Amendments  to — Colonial  Marriages 
Bill  TLords] ;  Buckhaven,  Methil,  and 
Innerleven  Burgh  Extension  Bill  [Lords] ; 
London  Squares  and  Enclosures  Bill 
[Lords],  without  Amendments. 

That  thoy  request  that  this  House  will 
be  pleased  to  communicate  to  their  Lord- 
ships copies  of  the  Reports  from  the 
Select  Commit  tees  appointed  by  this 
House  in  the  present  session  of  Parliament 
on: — 1.  Education  (Provision  of  Meals) 
Bill ;  2.  Cabs  and  Omnibuses  (Metropolis) ; 
3.  Official  Publications,  etc.,  together 
with  the  Proceedings  of  the  Committees 
and  Minutes  of  Evidence. 

Lords  Message,  requesting  copies  of 
Keports  of  Select  Committees,  con- 
sidered. 

Printed  copies  to  be  communicated. 


QUEST  10 ys  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED    mTH    THE  VOTES. 


Postal  Delivery  to  Towns  on  Cambrian 

Hallway. 

Mk.  KEES  (Montgomery  Boroughs)  ; 
To  ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether 


he  has  arranged,  or  will  arrange,  for  a 
second  delivery  in  such  towns  situated 
on  the  Cambrian  Railway  as  are  at 
present  without  such  delivery,  and  in 
which  such  delivery  is  possible  with  the 
existing  railway  service. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Bustion.)  If 
the  hon.  Member  will  be  good  enough  to 
give  me  the  names  of  the  places  to  which 
he  refers  I  will  make  inquiry  on  die 
subject. 

Londy  Island— Suj^ested  Haibonr  of 

Befoge. 

Mr.  JENKINS  (Chatham):  To  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  has 
received  a  memorial  praying  that  Lundy 
Island  should  be  purchased,  with  a  view 
to  converting  it  into  a  harbour  of  refuge 
and  a  naval  base  for  the  protection  of  the 
Bristol  Channel ;  and  what  action  he 
proposes  taking  in  connection  therewith. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson.) 
Such  a  letter  has  been  received  from  a 
Welsh  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  will  be 
duly  considered  by  the  Department.  As 
at  present  advised,  however,  the  Admir- 
alty have  no  intention  of  purchasing 
Lundy  Island. 

Vacant  Judgeship  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether, 
pending  the  passing  of  the  Judicature 
(Ireland)  Bill,  at  present  before  the 
House,  it  is  intended  to  appoint  a  new 
Judge  in  Ireland  to  fill  up  the  vacancy 
at  present  existing  ;  if  so,  is  it  intended 
to  do  so  before  the  commencement  of  the 
autumn  session  of  the  House. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  I  have  not 
been  able  to  devote  time  to  the  considers 
tion  of  the  subject  and  have  no  statement 
to  make  regarding  it. 

Chinese  Customs  Administration. 
Mr.  REES  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the 
assurances  given  by  the  Government  of 
China  to  the  British  Legation  at  Peking 
to  the  effect  that  no  change  would  be 
made  in  the  methods  of  the  administra- 
tion of  Chinese  customs  have  been  carried 
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out ;  and  whether  the  resignation  of  Sir 
Bobert  Hart  is  due  to  any  failure  to 
«arry  out  such  assurances. 

{Answered  hy  Secretmy  Sir  Edward 
'Grey.)  Mr.  Carnegie,  His  Majesty's 
Charge  d' Affaires  at  Peking,  has  informed 
us  of  the  new  instnictions  to  the  Inspector 
•General  of  Customs.  They  do  not  appear 
to  be  contrary  to  the  assurances  given 
by  the  Chinese  Government,  that  the 
actual  administration  of  the  Customs  will 
<K>ntinue  as  before.  But  I  am  inquiring 
^as  to  whether  this  has  been  made  quite 
clear.  His  Majesty's  Government  have 
no  reason  to  believe  that  the  report  of 
the  intended  resignation  of  Sir  Kobert 
Hart  is  correct. 

Land  Oommission  Methods. 

Mr.  DODD  (Tyrone,  N.) :  To  ask  the 
<3hief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
'of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  remarks  of  Lord  Justice 
JFitzgibbon  in  the  case  of  Kee  versus 
Doherty,  at  the  Tyrone  assizes,  with 
reference  to  the  purchase  of  the  Sinclair 
Holyhill  Estate ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
*the  learned  Judge  animadverted  on  the 
methods  of  the  Land  Commission,  and 
•described  as  lamentable  that  the  Land 
Commission  should  adopt  extraordin- 
ary forms,  creating  confusion  and 
litigation,  and  whilst  anxious  about 
the  rishts  of  the  landlords  should 
be  absoluttily  silent  about  the  rights  of 
the  tenants ;  and  what  steps  he  proposes 
to  take  to  prevent  a  repetition  of  such 
proceedings. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Bryce.)  I  have  seen 
a  newspaper  report  of  the  remarks  of 
Lord  Justice  Fitzgibbon  in  the  case 
referred  to,  but  have  no  information 
-whether  the  Report  is  accurate.  Accord- 
ing to  this  Report  the  learned  Judge 
commented  on  the  action  of  the  Land 
Oommission  in  the  matter  of  mineral 
rights  and  sporting  rights  and  thought 
that  the  turbary  and  free  rights  of  the 
tenants  had  been  in  this  particular 
instance  insufficiently  safeguarded.  I 
have  not  had  time  since  notice  of  the 
Question  ivas  given,  to  obtain  the  obser- 
vations of  the  Land  Commission  on  the 
matter,  and  it  would,  therefore,  not  be 
right  for  me  to  offer  any  comments  on 
the  case.  The  matter  has  not  escaped 
itheir  attention,  and  is  being  specially 


inquired  into  by  the  Judicial  Commis- 
sioner. I  may,  however,  say  that  the 
Government  have  no  power  to  interfere 
with  the  judicial  action  of  the  Land 
Commission. 

Imprisonment  of  Men  at  Buenos  AyreB. 
Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  (Mid- 
dlesbrough) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  his  attention 
ha^  been  called  to  the  imprisonment  at  the 
Port  of  Buenos  Ayres  oi  Frank  Murphy, 
John  White,  John  Green,  Thomas  White, 
and  John  Macdonald,  on  the  charge  of 
striking  and  firing  stones  on  a  policeman ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  men  state 
they  are  not  guilty  of  the  act  and  that  they 
have  been  detained  four  months  in  prison 
awaiting  their  trial,  during  which  time 
they  have  had  no  beds  or  change  of 
clothes  j  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
men's  condition  he  will  inquire  into 
their  statement  that  they  have  written 
letters  to  the  English  Consul  but  hav^ 
received  no  assistance,  and  seeing  that 
the  German,  who  is  a  prisoner,  communi- 
cated with  the  German  Consul,  who  im- 
mediately took  steps  to  see  that  he  was 
properly  provided  with  clothing  and  food, 
whether  he  will  take  steps  with  a  view  of 
having  the  trial  of  these  men  expedited. 

{Answered  by  Secretary  Sir  Edward 
Grey.)  The  matter  was  brought  to  my 
notice  on  the  31st  ultimo,  and  His 
Majesty's  Charg^  d* Affaires  at  Buenos 
Ayres  was  at  once  instructed  by  telegraph 
to  make  inquiries. 

Seat  of  Government  in  Uganda. 

Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  (Orkney 
and  Shetland) :  To  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether, 
ill  view  of  the  fact  of  the  s  ile  of  Govern- 
ment House  at  Entebbe,  the  ravages  of 
sleeping  sickness,  the  insufficiency  of  the 
water  supply,  fever,  and  the  general 
unsuitability  of  the  district  adjoining  the 
lake,  he  will,  before  expending  public 
money  in  the  erection  of  a  new  Govern- 
ment House,  consider  the  advisability 
of  removing  the  seat  of  government, 
temporarily  at  any  rate,  to  the  Kampala 
district,  where  the  tsetse  fly  and  sleeping 
sickness  are  unknown;  and  if  he  will, 
in  view  of  the  importance  of  the  East 
Africa  and  Uganda  Protectorates,  en- 
deavour to  pay,  himself,  a  visit  to  the 
country. 
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{Ansuiered  hy  Mr,  Churchill.)  With 
regi^rd  to  the  first  part  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Question,  I  would  refer  him  to 
the  reply  which  I  gave  to  his  Question 
of  the  19th  July.  The  Secretary  of  State 
is  communicating  with  the  Deputy  Com- 
missioner of  Uganda  and  Dr.  Moffat  on 
the  question  of  the  desirability  of 
removing  the  seat  of  government  in 
Uganda  to  Kampala,  and  when  their 
replies  have  been  received  the  whole 
matter  will  be  carefully  considered  in 
consultation  with  the  Commissioner. 
With  regard  to  the  second  part  of  the 
hon.  Member's  Question,  I  should  particu- 
larly desire  to  pay  a  visit  to  the  East 
Africa  and  Uganda  Protectorates  if  the 
Secretary  of  State  were  to  consider  that 
I  could  be  spared  from  my  duties  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  But  in  view  of  the 
occurrence  of  an  Autumn  Session  I  fear 
my  wish  is  hardly  likely  to  be  realised 
this  year. 

Agricnltnral  Experiments  at  Nairobi  and 

Naivasha. 

Sib  C.  hill  (Shrewsbury) :  To  ask 
the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether,  in  view  of  the  agri- 
cultural interest  attaching  to  the  records 
of  the  experiments  in  live  stock  and 
i^riculture  at  the  Government  farms  at 
Nairobi  and  Naivasha,  he  will  lay  Reports 
on  them  as  annexes  to  the  Annual  Keport 
by  the  Commissioner  for  the  East  Africa 
Protectorate  for  1905-6. 

(Answered  hy  Mr.  Churchill.)  The 
Commissioner  will  be  asked  to  furnish 
the  Reports  desired,  and  they  will  be 
laid  accordingly. 

Secondary  and  Technical  Schoolfl  in 

Scotland. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  recently  issued  Report 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion in  Scotland  shows  that  109  schools 
undertake  secondary  and  technical  educa- 
tion, will  he  state  where  these  schools 
are  respectively  situated,  distinguishing 
higher  class  public  schools  from  endowed 
schools  and  schools  under  voluntary 
managers. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sinclair.)  A  complete 
list  of  the  109  schools  referred  to  in  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  in  Scotland  will  be  found  on 


pages  38  and  39  of  the  Beport  oo 
Secondary  Education  (Scotland)  for  the 
year  1905  [Cd.  2793].  Pages  30-37  of 
the  same  Report  contain  statements  of 
the  income,  expenditure,  and  liabilitiea 
of  each  of  these  schools  which  is  in 
receipt  of  a  grant  from  the  Department. 
Schools  under  the  management  of  school 
boards  occupy  pages  30-35.  Schoola 
under  the  mans^ement  of  authorities 
other  than  school  boards  are  given  on 
pages  36  and  37. 

Trawling  in  Moray  Firth. 
Mr  weir  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  if  he  will  state  for  what  period 
H.M.S.  "Ringdove"  has  patrollea  the 
Moray  Firth,  the  number  of  cases  of  illegal 
trawlmg  reported  by  her  commander,  and 
the  number  of  convictions  secured. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sinclair.)  H.M.8. 
"Ringdove"  has  patrolled  the  Moray 
Firth  since  14th  February  last,  but  her 
commander  has  not  reported  any  cases  of 
illegal  trawling  since  that  date. 

Housing  Cattle  in  Crofters'  Dwellings  in 


Mr.  weir  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  whether  he  is  aware  tlu^  on 
August  2nd,  1905,  the  Lewis  District 
Committee  issued  an  order  requiring 
crofters  and  others  who  house  cattle  in 
their  dwellings  to  separate  the  cattle 
from  the  living  rooms  by  a  substantial 
partition  wall ;  and  will  he  state  in  how 
many  instances  effect  has  been  given  to 
the  order. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sinclair.)  I  am 
informed  that  about  100  houses  have 
been  altered  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
of  the  notice  referred  to  by  the  hoB» 
Member. 

Worsthome  Council  School. 

Mr.  SHACKLETON  (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe) :  To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Education  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  proposal  of  the 
Educational  Committee  of  the  Lancashire 
County  Council  to  dose  the  council 
school  at  Worsthorne  and  to  extend  a 
denominational  school  in  the  same  area; 
and  whether  such  a  proceeding  will 
receive  the  sanction  of  the  Board  of 
Education. 
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{Answered  by  Mr,  Birrell.)  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  proposal  on  the  part  of 
the  Education  Committee  of  the  Lanca- 
shire County  Council  of  the  nature 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member,  but  I 
may  add  that  so  lately  as  June  2nd  last 
a  site  was  approved  by  the  Board  for 
a  new  council  school. 

Canard  Oomi>any  Agreement. 

Mr.  bell  airs  (Lynn  Regis):  To 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  what 
is  the  total  approximate  sum  accruing 
to  the  Cunard  Company  for  the  whole 
period  during  which  payments  are  due 
in  respect  of  the  two  fast  vessels  now 
building,  allowing  for  both  the  subsidy 
and  for  the  difference  between  the  rate 
of  interest  which  the  company  are  paying 
on  £2,600,000  lent  by  the  Government 
and  the  approximate  rate  of  interest  at 
which  a  limited  liability  company  can 
borrow  in  the  open  market. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  McKenna.)    Under 
the  agreement  sanctioned  by  Resolution 
of  the  House  of  Commons  on   August 
12th,  1903,  an  annual  sum  of  £150,000 
will  be  payable  from  Votes  to  the  Cunard 
Company,  subject  to  the   fulfilment  of 
certain  conditions.     This  payment  is  to 
run,   as  to  one  moiety,  from    the    first 
sailing  of  the  first  of  the  two  fast  vessels  : 
as  to  the  second  moiety,  as  from  the  first 
sailing  of  .the  second  vessel ;  and  is  to 
continue    for    twenty    years    from    the 
latter    of     these    dates.      The    sum  to 
be   advanced  to  the  company  for  con- 
struction   of    the    two    vessels  is    not 
to  exceed  £2,600,000.    The  sum  advanced 
will  be  repaid  by  the  company  in  twenty 
equal  annual  instalments,  of  which  the 
first  will  be  payable  one  year  after  the 
date  of  the  first  sailing  of  the  second 
vessel.    The  advance  will  bear  interest  at 
2}  per  cent,  per  annum,  on  one  moiety, 
from  the  date  of  sailing  of  the  first  vessel, 
on  the  other  moiety  from  the  date  of 
sailing  of  the  second  vessel.    To  enable 
my  hon.  friend's  Question  to  be  answered 
it  would  be  necessary  to  know  (I)  the 
amount    which    the    Gk>Temment    will 
ultimately  advance ;    (2)    the  dates  at 
which  the  future  instalments  of  advance 
will  be  made  ;  and  (3)    the  rate  at  which 
a  limited  liability  company  can  borrow  in 
the  open  market.      I  am  not  prepared  to 
commit  myself  to  an  opinion  on  the  third 
point,   and  the  other  two  are  still  un- 
certain. 

VOL.  CLXIL  [Fourth  Series.] 


Alleged  Pajrment  of  Wa^es  at  Pablic 
nouses  in  Caraiff. 

Mr.  J.  H.  WILSON:  To  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  a  complaint  made  by  Mr. 
George  H.  Lock,  tnat  numbers  of  men 
are  being  paid  their  wages  every  Saturday 
at  the  Rising  Sun  Hotel,  Cardiff; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  proprietor 
of  the  hotel  pays  the  wages  for  a  stevedore 
of  Cardiff;  and,  seeing  that  the  payment 
of  workmen's  wages  in  a  public-house  is 
a  breach  of  the  Truck  Act,  whether  he 
can  say  what  action  he  will  take  in  the 
matter,  with  a  view  of  preventing  work- 
men's wages  being  paid  in  public-houses 
in  future. 


{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Gladstone.) 
I  have  called  for  a  report  from  the  Cardiff 
police  on  the  subject,  and  am  informed 
that  the  proprietor  of  the  public-house 
has  been  seen  a^nd  admits  that  certain 
men,  who  were  in  the  habit  of  frequenting 
the  house,  have  received  their  wages 
there  for  some  time  past.  It  appears, 
however,  from  the  police  report  that  they 
were  paid  by  their  ganger,  and  not  by 
the  proprietor  as  stated  in  the  question. 
The  proprietor  states  that  he  offered  no 
indacement  for  the  men  to  be  paid  at  this 
house,  and  since  his  attention  was  called 
to  the  matter  at  the  beginning  of  last 
month  the  practice  appears  to  have  ceased. 
The  practice  clearly  involved  a  breach  of 
the  Payment  of  Wages  in  Public-Houses 
Prohibition  Act,  1883.  This  Act,  how- 
ever, is  enforced,  not  by  the  Home  Office, 
but  by  the  police,  who  report  that  no 
complaint  has  been  received  by  them  with 
regard  to  the  matter,  but  that  special 
attention  will  be  given  to  the  premises  in 
question  to  prevent  any  repetition  of  the 
offence. 

Bducation  Bill— Olaiise  4. 

Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest  of  Dean):  To  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
whether  care  will  be  taken  to  prevent  the 
geneml  application  of  Sub-section  4  of 
Clause  4  of  the  Education  Bill,  and  to 
confine  its  operation  to  those  urban  areas 
which  are  the  subject  of  the  offer  of 
extended  facilities  made  by  the  principal 
portions  of  Clause  4. 
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{Answered  by  Mr,  BirrelL)  I  think 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  sub- section 
referred  to  will  apply  only  to  schools 
which  fulfil  the  various  conditions  of 
Clause  4. 

Housing  Proceedings  in  Birmingham. 

Mr.  9TE adman  (Finsbury,  Central) : 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  if  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  case  of 
the  Birmingham  Housing  Committee 
versus  John  Roderick,  in  respect  of 
seven  houses  owned  by  the  latter  which 
had  been  represented  by  the  medical 
officer  of  health  under  Part  XL  of  The 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Act, 
1890,  as  being  in  a  state  so  dangerous  and 
injurious  to  health  as  to  be  unfit  for 
human  habitation ;  if  he  is  aware  that 
through  several  adjournments  of  this 
case  by  the  magistrates  and  their  being 
unable  to  agree  as  to  the  facts  of  the 
case,  the  defendant  owner  was  enabled 
to  evade  the  proper  carrying  out  of  the 
repairs  required  by  the  sanitary  autho- 
rity, and  that  this  action  of  the  magistrates 
has  caused  more  money  to  be  spent  in 
legal  proceedings  than  would  have 
sufficed  to  put  the  houses  in  a  thoroughly 
sanitary  condition ;  and  whether  he  in- 
tends to  take  any  administrative  action 
in  the  matter  or  to  assist  sanitary 
authorities  in  their  work  by  legislation. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  John  Bums,)  My 
attention  has  been  directed  to  a  report  of 
the  Housing  Committee  of  the  Birming- 
ham Town  Council  with  respect  to  this 
case,  from  which  it  would  appear  that 
the  facts  are  substantially  as  stated  in 
the  Question.  I  have,  however,  no 
power  to  review  the  proceedings  of  the 
justices  in  such  a  case,  and  I  do  not  think 
I  could  usefully  intervene  in  the  matter. 

Poor  Bates— Proportion  due  for 
Education. 

Mr.  REES  :  To  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether  it 
is  proposed  to  so  amend  the  law  as  to 
require  county  and  borough  councils  to 
inform  overseers  how  much  of  the  de- 
mand note  for  poor  rate  relates  to  educa- 
tion ;  and  whether  such  changes  are 
contemplated  in  regard  to  compounding 
as  will  enable  every  ratepayer  to  know 
what  payment  on  account  oi  rates  is  in- 
cluded in  payment  on  account  of  rent. 


{Answered  by  Mr,  John  Burns.)  Both 
the  matters  referred  to  in  the  Question 
appear  to  me  to  be  deserving  of  con- 
sideration, but  I  do  not  contemplate  any 
immediate  legislation  with  regard  to 
them. 

Watford  Secondary  School—Loans. 

Mr.  MICKLEM  (Hertfordshire,  Wat- 
ford) :  To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  have  sanctioned  the 
raising  of  a  loan  of  X10,000  by  the  Herts 
County  Council  for  the  purpose  of  erecting 
a  new  secondary  school  at  Watford,  to  be 
settled  upon  denominational  trusts;  if  so, 
whether  such  sanction  was  given  before 
the  scheme  for  the  new  school  waa 
approved  by  the  I^oard  of  Education; 
whether  the  Loral  Government  Board 
were  aware  that  the  county  council  pro- 
posed to  charge  X5,000,  part  of  the 
£10,000,  on  the  Watford  Urban  District; 
whether  any  opportunity  was  afforded  to 
the  urban  district  council  to  place  their 
views  before  the  Local  Government 
Board ;  and,  in  the  event  of  no  such  oppor- 
tunity having  been  afforded,  whether  the 
Local  Government  Board  will  withdraw 
their  sanction  to  the  loan  until  after  a 
public  inquiry  has  been  held,  and  the 
views  of  the  urban  district  council  ascer- 
tained. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  John  Bums,)  The 
Local  Government  Board  have  sanctioned 
a  loan  of  £10,000  by  the  Herte  Countj 
Council  for  a  contribution  towards  the 
cost  of  providing  a  secondary  school  for 
girls  at  Watford.  I  understand  that  the 
school  is  subject  to  a  scheme,  that  an 
amending  scheme  has  been  proposed,  and 
that  a  public  inquiry  has  been  held  by  the 
Board  of  Education  with  regard  to  it,  but 
that  it  has  not  yet  been  settled.  The 
question  as  to  the  parishes  to  be  charged 
with  the  cost  of  the  school  is  one  for  the 
county  council.  I  did  not  receive  any 
representations  from  the  Watford  Urban 
District  Council  on  the  subjecL  The 
loan,  as  already  stated,  has  been  sanc- 
tioned, and  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  take 
any  further  action  in  the  matter. 

(German  Naval  Programme. 
Mr.  BELLAJKS  :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  to  what  yearns  pro- 
gramme the  German  battleships  "  Kaiser 
Barbarossa,"  "  Schwaben,"  **  W^ettin," 
"  Preussen,  "  **  Braunschweig, '  and 
Deutschland"  belong;  on  what  datea 
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were  they  laid  down ;  on  what  dates 
completed  ;  and  what  time  was  occupied 
in  building  them. 


(Answered  by  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson,) 
The  following  table  gives  the  information 
desired  by  the  hon.  Member — 


Name. 

Proj(ramtne. 

Date  Laid  Down. 

Date  Completed. 

Time  occupied  in 
Building. 

Kaiser  Barbarofisa     • 

1898 

AugHHt  1898 

May  1901 

Years.     Months. 
2               9 

Wettin       - 

1899 

October  1899 

October  1902 

3             — 

Schwaben  - 

1900 

November  1903 

December  1903 

3               1 

Braanschweig    • 

1901 

October  1901 

September  1904 

2               11 

Preossen    - 

1902 

Jane  1902 

July  1905 

3                1 

Beutschland 

1903 

May  1903 

Jane  1906 

3                 1 

British  Naval  Programme. 
Mr.  BELLAIRS  :  To  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  to  what  year's  pro- 
grammes the  battleships  "  Albion," 
"  Montagu,"  "  Dominion,"  and  **  New 
Zealand "  belong ;   on  what  dates  were 


they  laid  down  ;  on  what  date  completed  ; 
and  what  time  was  occupied  in  building 
them. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Edmund  Robertson,) 
The  following  table  gives  the  information 
desired  by  the  hon.  Member — 


Name. 

Programme. 

Date  r^id  Down. 

Date  Completed. 

Time  occupied  in 
Building. 

Albion 

1896-7 

December  1896 

June  1901 

Years.  Months. 
4             7 

Montagn    • 

1899-1900 

November  1899 

July  1903 

3             8 

Dominion  - 

1901-2 

May  1902 

September  1905 

3             4 

New  Zealand 

1902-3 

February  1902 

July  1905 

2             5 

FertiliserB    and  Feeding  Staffs  Acts— 

Begolations. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamptonshire, 
E.) :  To  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Somerset,  as  representing  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  whether  the 
Board,  with  a  view  to  making  the 
necessary  regulations  in  pursuance  of 
Section  4  of  the  Fertilisers  and  Feeding 
Stuffs  Bill  at  the  earliest  possible  date  will 
refer  to  a  committee  of  experts  the  deter- 
mination of  the  limits  of  error  in  respect 
of  the  warranties  as  to  percentages  to  be 
stated  in  invoices  under  the  Act,  and  the 
consideration  of  the  varying  conditions 
under  which  home  manufactured  and 
foreign  imported  fertilisers  and  feeding 
stuffs  have  to  be  placed  on  the  market, 
both  as  regards  the  percentages  which 
can  be  guaranteed  and  as  regards  the 


time  necessary  for  handling  and  for 
properly  sampb'ng  these  articles;  and 
whether,  in  framing  regulations  as  to 
sampling  articles  under  the  Act,  the 
Board  will  make  it  clear  that  official 
samplers  may  take  sample^,  by  order  of 
the  local  authority  or  the  Board,  in  dis- 
tricts other  than  the  coimty  or  borough 
for  which  they  are  appointed. 

(Answered  by  Sir  Edward  Strachey.) 
Yes,  it  is  the  intention  of  my  noble  friend 
the  President  of  the  Board  to  appoint 
committees  to  consider  and  advise  as  to 
the  regulations  to  be  made  by  the  Board 
in  pursuance  of  the  Fertilisers  and  Feed- 
ing Stuffs  Bill.  The  suggestion  made  by 
my  hon.  friend  in  the  concluding  part  of 
his  Question  ^11  receive  our  careful 
consideration. 
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licences  were  insufficiently  stamped  I  the  annual  Return  giving  the  measure- 
owing  to  the  accident  described  in  ments,  etc.,  of  all  recruits,  whether  they 
answer  to  the  previous  Question.  |  pass  medical  inspection  or  not,  which  u 

made  under  Army  Form  B  215. 

Engineer  Service^-Chec^^^  Measure-  ^^^^^^^  ^^  ^^   ^^^^  ^^^^^^  ^ 

Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  :  To  ask    This  Return  gives  valuable  informauon 


the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  he  can 
state  whether  any  and  what  saving 
resulted  to  the  public  through  the  visit 
made  by  the  inspector  when  checking 
certified  measurements  for  engineer  ser- 
vices in  the  Southern  Command  on  30th 
July  ;  what  is  the  cost  to  the  public  for 
the  inspector's  salary,  travelling,  and 
hotel  expenses  for  this  inspection  ;  and  if 
inspection  of  this  sort  is  effective,  will 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  consider 
the  advisability  of  relieving  local  officers 
of  the  trouble  and  responsibility  con- 
nected with  measurements,  leaving  it  to 
the  inspector  to  make  and  be  responsible 
for  all  measurements. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane,) 
There  is  no  information  at  the  War  Office 
in  regard  to  the  inspection  mentioned  in 
the  Question.  There  is  no  intention  of 
relieving  local  officers  of  any  of  their 
present  duties  and  responsibility. 

Yeomanry— Return  of  Discharges. 
Mr.  BRODIE  (Surrey,  Reigate) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  fact  that  headquarters  of  Imperial 
Yeomanry  regiments  are  required  to 
make  a  weekly  return,  under  Anny  Form 
B  2055,  being  nominal  list  of  permanent 
staff  whose   (lischar<;es   have    been  con 


as  to  the  physical  development  of  the 
recruit-giving  class,  and  aids  the  War 
Office  in  framing  standards  for  recruiia. 
The  information  also  affords  statistics  of 
the  general  condition,  trades  and  callings 
of  those  who  offer  themselves  for  enlist- 
ment. 

Imperial  Yeomanry— (Return  as  to 
Becmits). 

Mr.  BRODIE :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  he  can  see 
his  way  to  substitute  an  annual  for  a 
monthly  Return  of  recruits  for  the 
Regular  Army  now  made  by  Imperial 
Yeomanry  regiments,  seeing  that  very 
few,  if  any,  recruits  for  the  Regubi 
Army  apply  to  Yeomanry  headquartore. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haklane). 
It  is  essential  that  the  War  Office  should 
be  informed  monthly  of  the  work  done 
by  the  permanent  staff  of  the  Yeomanry 
regiments,  who  are  ex  officio  recruiters. 
It  is  hoped  that  the  recruits  obtained 
through  this  agency  will  be  more 
numerous  in  future. 

Imperial  Yeomanry— (Betum  of 
Expenditure). 

Mr.  BRODIE  :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  in  Imperial  Yeomanry  regiments 
practically    no    money  is    expended  in 


tinnod  by  uftictTs  commanding  such  ;  travelling  claims,  and  not  charged  to  the 
regiments  ;  and  whetlier,  in  view  of  the  annual  training  grants,  he  will  give 
fact  that  ch.inges  in  permanent  staff  of  j  instructions  for  the  expenditure  Return 
Imperial  Yeomanry  regiments  are  very  i  of  such  moneys  to  be  made  annually 
infrequent,  ho  will  save  public  money  i  instead  of  quai'terly. 
and    time    by    causing    the    returns   in 

question  to  be  made  yearly   instead  of  i      {Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary    Haldane.) 
weekly.  I  Returns  of  expenditure    under  Vote  6 

•  '  are  required  to  be  rendered  quarterly 
{Answered  by  J/r.  Secretary  Haldane.)  for  the  Army  at  home  as  a  whole,  and 
It  has  been  decided  that  this  Return  to  render  these  complete  the  Returns  of 
shall  only  be  rendered  when  a  discharge  the  expenditure  referred  to  in  the 
of  a  member  of  the  permanent  staff  has  I  Question  are  required  from  the  Yeo- 
taken  place.  Steps  are  being  taken  to  |  manry  for  the  same  periods, 
carry  out  this  decision.  i 

!  Alleged  Attack  on  Connaught  Bangers. 

Return  of  Measurements  of  Recruits.     I      Mr.   LONSDALE    (Armagh,    Mid.): 

Mr.  BRODIE  :  To  ask  the  Secretary    To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 

of  State  for  War  what  is  the  object  of  j  whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
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to  an  occurrence  in  Donegal  on  July  24th, 
when  a  partv  of  Nationalists  attacked 
a  number  of  men  of  the  Connaught 
Bangers  because  they  were  wearing  the 
uniform  of  the  British  soldier,  forced 
them  upon  their  knees,  and  compelled 
them  to  curse  the  King  and  the  British 
constitution  and  promise  not  to  re-enlist 
in  the  Army  when  their  term  expired ; 
and  what  action  he  intends  to  take  to 
protect  the  soldiers  of  the  King  from 
such  treatment. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane,) 
No  information  has  reached  the  War 
Office  from  the  General  Officer  Command- 
ing-in-Chief,  Ireland,  as  to  the  alleged 
occurrence. 

Lancashire  Boyal  Field  Artillery  Militia 
— ILfflciency  in  Drill  and  Shooting. 

Major  SEELY  (Liverpool,  Aber- 
cromby) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  efficiency  in  drill  and  shooting 
attained  by  the  Lancashire  Royal  Field 
Artillery  Militia  this  year,  and  the 
Report  thereon  of  the  Inspector-General 
of  Horse  and  Field  Artillery;  and 
whether  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  extending  this  organisation  to  other 
parts  of  the  country. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Haldane,) 
As  regards  the  first  part  of  the  Question 
the  Report  of  this  year's  practice  has  not 
as  yet  reached  the  War  Office.  As  re- 
gards the,  second  part  of  the  Question, 
a  scheme  for  training  Artillery  Militia 
in  field  artillery  duties  is  being  prepared. 

Establishment  of  Bifle  Ban^res. 

Mr.  REES  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  the  Army 
Estimates  provide  for  contributions 
towards  the  establishment  of  rifle  ranges 
in  such  centres  as  are  conspicuously 
suitable  for  depots  of  auxiliary  forces. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Haldane,) 
No  contributions  towards  ranges  for 
auxiliary  forces  are  provided  for  in  the 
Army  Estimates,  but  the  War  Depart- 
ment provides  rifle  ranges  for  Militia 
and  Yeomanry,  either  by  hiring  under 
Vote  10,  or  by  the  use  of  War  Depart- 
ment ranges. 

Public  Hospitals  and  Bates. 

Mr.  BRODIE:  To  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  he  dnn  see  his  way,  by 


legislation  or  otherwise,  to  secure  for  all 
recognised  public  hospitals  complete 
exemption  from  rates  and  taxes. 

{Answered  by  Sir  H,  CampbelUBanmer 
Tiian,)  The  Question  is  one  which  raises 
many  difficulties,  and  it  will  no  doubt 
have  to  be  considered  whenever  the 
revision  of  local  taxation  is  taken  up.  In 
the  meantime  I  am  not  prepared  to  make 
any  general  statement  on  the  subject.  I 
understand  that  hospitals  are  already 
exempt  from  certain  Imperial  taxes. 

Description  of  "  Granite  "  in  Admiralty 

Contracts. 

Sir  EDWARD  BOYLE  (Taunton) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  the  Board  of  Admiralty  will, 
in  all  future  contracts  involving  tho 
use  of  granite,  insert  before  the  word 
granite,  the  word  British  ;  and  if  not, 
will  he  say  why  this  should  not  be  done. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Edmund  Robertsov), 
I  have  nothing  to  add  to  the  reply  given 
on  this  point  to  a  Question  asked  by  tho 
hon.  Member  for  the  Thanet  Division  of 
Kent  on  March  3rd  last. 


Treatment  of  Crew  of  the  ''Melville 

Island.'' 

Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON :  To  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  suff^ering  endured  by  the  crew  of  the 
sailing  ship  "  Melville  Island  ; "  whether 
he  is  aware  that  those  men  complained  of 
being  short  of  their  allowance  of  focwl, 
and  that  tho  men  were  placed  on  Inxird 
of  the  vessel  at  Mell>ourne  by  magistrate's 
order,  which  was  afterwards  set  aside  bv 
Mr.  Justice  Cossen,  Judge  of  the  High 
Courts ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  tho 
allegations  made  against  the  master  that 
he  had  seamen  smuggled  on  board  of  his 
ship  who  bad  deserted  from  a  Russian 
vessel,  he  will  cause  a  Board  of  Trade 
inquiry  to  be  held  into  this  matter  on  the 
arrival  of  the  "  Melville  Island  "  in  this 
country. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Lloyd-George,)  The 
Board  of  Trade  have,  so  far,  no  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  case  of  which  my 
hon.  friend  refers,  but  full  inquiries  shall 
be  made  in  the  matter,  and  in  due  course 
he  shall  be  informed  of  tho  result. 
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Supply  of  Jam  under  Admiralty 
Contracts. 

Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  :  To  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if,  in 
further  contracts  for  supply  of  jam,  due 
care  and  inspection  will  be  provided  to 
see  that  only  pure  sound  fruit  is  used. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson.) 
The  existing  contract  arrangements  pro- 
vide that  only  pure,  sound  fruit  shall  be 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  jam  for  the 
Admiralty,  and  the  contractors'  deliveries 
are  subject  to  a  minute  and  exhaustive 
examination  by  expert  oflScers  before  they 
are  accepted. 


New  Writ  for  the  County  of  Denbigh 
(Eastern  Division),  in  the  room  of  Samuel 
Moss,  esquire  (Judge  of  the  County  Court 
of  Chester  and  North  Wales). — (Mr. 
Whiteley.) 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


The  Army  and  Political  Gatherings. 

Mr,  MORRELL  (Oxfordshire,  Henley): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  it  is  open  to  officers  and 
men  in  His  Majesty's  Army  to  take  part 
in  their  military  capacity  in  a  political 
entertainment,  organised  by  a  political 
club  for  party  purposes,  at  whicn  enter- 
tainment  a  charge  of  6d.  a  head  is  to  be 
made  for  the  benefit  of  the  political  club 
in  question ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
take  steps  to  prevent  such  a  breach  of 
regulations. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Haldane,  Haddington) : 
Officers  and  men  are  not  permitted  to 
participate  in  entertainments  of  the  kind 
and  under  the  conditions  mentioned,  and 
the  particular  arrangements  to  which  my 
hon.  friend  probably  refers  have  been 
cancelled. 

Mr.  MORRELL :  As  the  engagement 
referred  to  in  the  question  was  widely 
advertised  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
see  that  equally  public  announcements 
are  made  of  its  cancellation  t 

Mr,  HALDANE  :  I  think  my  Answer 
to  this  Question  will  suffice. 


Leckhampton  Hill— Beduction  of 
Sentences  on  Rioters. 

Mr.  sears  (Cheltenhan) :  I  bc«  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  considering  that  the  pedtion 
in  the  Leckhampton  Hill  case  has  Wn 
in  his  hands  for  eighteen  days,  and  the 
evidence  fur  over  throe  weeks,  that  the 
men,  one  of  whom  took  no  part  in  the 
riot,  have  already  suffered  four  weeks 
imprisonment,  and  are  condemned  to  four 
and  six  months  hard  labour,  whether  he 
can  give  his  decision  thereon,  or  will  he 
do  so  before  the  House  rises  for  the 
Recess,  or  when  will  the  decision  be  mado 
known,  and  will  he  say  what  is  the  cause 
for  the  delay  which  is  taking  place  ;  is  he 
aware  that,  it  is  intended  to  test  the 
question  of  the  public  right  to  this  Hill 
in  a  higher  Court. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone, Leeds,  W.) :  There  has  been  no 
avoidable  delay  in  dealing  with  this 
petition.  The  case  is  an  important  one 
presenting  many  features  of  difficulty, 
and  it  has  involved  correspondence  with 
the  learned  Judge  and  the  police,  bendei 
the  examination  of  voluminous  documenti. 
I  «n  now,  however,  in  a  positicHi  to  make 
the  statement  my  hon.  friend  desires. 
While  I  agree  with  the  learned  Jodgo  in 
regarding  the  offence  or  offences  of  most 
of  the  prisoners  as  serious,  and  in  con- 
sidering that  substantial  punishment  was 
required  to  safeguard  the  proper  obser- 
vance of  the  law,  on  a  full  review  of  all 
the  circumstances  I  am  of  opinion  that 
the  requirements  of  the  case  wHl  be  met 
by  less  severe  sentences  than  those  which 
were  given.  I  have  therefore  advised 
His  Majesty  that  Barrett  should  be 
released  on  this  day  week,  when  he  will 
have  served  six  weeks  in  prison,  and 
that  the  other  men  should  be  released  as 
follows  : — Sparrow  after  two  months 
imprisonment,  Williams,  Yoang»  Lnce, 
and  Wallace  after  three  months,  and 
Ballinger  and  Heaven  after  four  m<mths. 


London  Oonnty  Oonndl— Bipenditwe  on 
Bills  in  Pailiaaient. 

Mr.  THORNTON  (CUpham) :  I  beg 

to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern - 

I  ment  Board  whether  he  will  grant,  as  .-m 

I  unopposed  Return,  a  statement  of  the 

expenses  incurred  by  the  London  County 

Council  in  promoting  and  c^iposing  Bill* 
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in  Parliament  during  each  of  the  years 
1902,  1903,  1904,  1905,  and  1906,  esti- 
mated (in  continuation  of  the  House  of 
Lords  Return,  No.  214,  of  Session  1903). 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  John 
Burns,  Battersea) :  I  have  no  objection 
to  giving  a  Return  on  this  subject  if 
the  hon.  Member  will  move  for  it.  I 
will  communicate  with  him  later  in  the 
day  as  to  the  form  of  the  Return. 

Royal  Botanic  Gardens,  Kew. 

Mr.  SUMMERBELL  (Sunderland): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  lion.  Member  for  South 
Somerset,  as  representing  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  if  ho  will 
give  a  detailed  Return  of  all  plants  sent 
out  to  private  establishments  from  the 
Royal  Botanic  Oardens  at  Rew,  for  the 
past  five  years,  with  those  received  in 
exchange  during  the  same  period. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY  (Somer- 
setshire, S.)  :  As  I  stated  in  reply  to 
a  similar  Question  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Enfield  on  June  27th, f  the  preparation 
of  such  a  Return  would  entail  consider- 
able labour  and  expense  without  any 
corresponding  advantage,  and  my  noble 
friend  regrets  therefore  that  he  does 
not  see  his  way  to  grant  it. 

Mr.  SUMMERBELL :  Then  is  there 
no  possibility  of  getting  the  information 
asked  for  t 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Blairgowrie  Water  Storage- 

Mr.  WILKIE  (Dundee):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whether 
ho  is  aware  that  at  the  Blairgowrie,  Rat- 
tray, and  District  Water  Provisional 
Order  inquiry,  held  in  Edinburgh  on  July 
19th  and  20th,  the  Commissioners  passed 
the  Order,  not  only  taking  water  from, 
but  depriving  two  flax  spinning  mills  in 
Blairgowrie  of  their  storage  for  water, 
without  allowing  a  compensation  clause, 
such  as  Section  i  6  of  the  Newcastle  and 
Gateshead  Waterworks  Act  of  1894, 
thereby  endangering  the  employment  of 
fifty  people,  and  the  prospective  employ- 
ment of  about  some  thirty  more;  and 
whether  he  proposes  to  take  any  steps  in 
the  matter. 

t  See  (4)  Debates^  clix.,  935. 


The  SECRETARY  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Sinclair,  Forfarshire) :  As  my 
hon.  friend  is  aware,  the  procedure  in 
connection  with  Orders  under  the  Scottish 
Procedure  Act  of  1899  is  statutory,  and 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  is  not  con- 
stituted a  Court  of  Appeal  from  the 
decision  of  Commissioners.  I  will  look 
into  the  matter  he  refers  to,  but  I  cannot 
give  any  pledge. 

Dmmraney  (Westmeath)  Outrage. 

Viscount  CASTLEREAGH  (Maid- 
stone)  On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid.  Armagh,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  the  police  have  succeeded  in 
discovering  the  person  or  persons  who 
fired  shots  into  the  dwelling  of  John 
Cassell  at  Dmmraney,  Westmeath,  on 
June  26th. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.) :  I 
am  informed  that  the  police  have  made 
all  possible  inquiries  into  this  case,  but 
have  so  far  not  succeeded  in  discovering 
the  offender. 


The  Gonnanght  Bangers. 
Viscount  CASTLEREAGH  :  On  behalf 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid.  Armagh,  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  on  July  24th,  near  the 
town  of  Donegal,  a  number  of  men  of 
the  Connaught  Rangers  were  set  upon 
by  a  crowd  of  Nationalists,  who  roughly 
handled  them,  forced  them  to  kneel  and 
ciu^e  the  King  and  the  British  Constitu- 
tion, and  promise  not  to  re-enlist  in  the 
Army  at  the  expiration  of  their  term  of 
service;  whether  the  police  know  the 
perpetrators  of  this  outrage ;  and  what 
action  is  to  be  taken  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  bryce  :  I  am  informed  by  the 
police  authorities  that  two  soldiers  have 
reported  that  on  July  24th,  near  the 
town  of  Donegal,  they  were  roughly 
handled  by  several  men — it  would  appear 
not  a  crowd — but  whether  these  persons 
were  Nationalists  or  not  there  is  no 
information.  One  of  the  alleged  assail- 
ants is  known,  and  proceedings  are  being 
instituted  against  him.  This  being  so, 
it  is  undesirable  that  I  should  enter  into 
the  particulars  of  the  case ;  but,  so  far  as 


1631 


Trade 


{COMMONS} 


DispuUs  Bill. 


1632 


That  ^course  on  his  part  was  dependent 
on  ^whether  the  Conservative  Govern- 
ment^would  give  their  support  to  the 
Amendment.  Sir  Robert  Beid  ended 
his  speech  by  saying — 

"  I  say  emphatically  that  I  do  not  think  the 
insertion  of  the  words  necessary,  and  I  think 
they  may  produce  unfortunate  results." 

The  words  were  rejected  by  the  [Com- 
mittee on  a  division,  on  the  ground 
which  he  had  quoted  from  the  speech 
of  the  present  Lord  Chancellor.  The 
objection  was  that  the  word  "reason- 
able" was  dangerous,  and  that  it  was 
not  desirable  to  put  such  a  vague  word 
into  the  Bill.    He  begged  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  page  1,  line  15,  to  leave  out  the  words 
'  peaceably  and  in  a  reasonable  manner.'  " — 
(Sir  a  DUke.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

♦Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment.  It  was 
essential  to  the  success  of  this  Bill  that 
these  words  should  remain  in  the  clause. 
It  was  obvious  that  when  they  were 
going  to  legalise  the  right  of  a  number 
of  persons  to  assemble  with  a  view  to 
persuading  others,  that  right  should 
be  qualified  in  some  proper  manner  by 
placing  it  under  reasonable  restrictions. 
There  were  two  ways  in  which  that 
might  be  done — they  might  specify  the 
various  conditions  that  must  be  observed 
in  order  to  gauge  the  character  of  the 
gathering,  and  the  proceedings  of  the 
people  assembled.  They  might  say,  as 
had  been  suggested,  that  words  should 
be  inserted  in  the  clause  to  indicate  the 
hours  within  which  the  gathering  might 
take  place  ;  they  might  specify  the  spot 
at  which  persons  might  assemble,  and 
they  might  point  out  that  they  must 
not  cause  intimidation,  or  make  use  of 
language  and  demonstrations  which  would 
cause  alarm  or  danger.  That  would  be 
a  cumbrous  clause,  and  would  cause  as 
great  difficulty  in  construction  as  the 
expression  which  the  Covemment,  as  an 
alternative,  had  put  into  the  BiU.  On 
the  one  hand  they  would  have  a  clause 
indicating  the  things  and  the  conditions 
which   must   be  observed  by  the  men 

Sir  Charles  Dilke. 


who  were  engaged  in  the  operation,  and 
on  the  other  hand  they  would  leave  it 
to  the  discretion  of  the  Courts  of  kw 
to  say  what  was  reasonable.  He  accepted 
the  view  that  some  difficulty  might  axiie 
in  construing  the  word  "  reasonable-" 
No  doubt  it  was  an  extremely  flexible 
expression.  He  felt,  though,  he  did  not 
know  whether  his  opinion  was  shared  bj 
others,  just  as  great  difficulty  in  setting 
out  the  conditions  and  qualifications  sub- 
ject to  which  this  right  might  be  exer- 
cised. While  he  thought  it  possible 
that  the  word  "  reasonable  "  might  raise 
some  difficulty  in  application,  he  could 
not  conceive  an  expression  more  ap- 
propriate and  more  likely  to  do  justioe 
on  the  whole  to  all  narties  conceined. 

Mk.  ATHERLET^ONES  regretted 
that  the  Attomey-Oeneral  could  not  see 
his  way  to  accept  the  Amendment.  He 
respectfully  differed  from  his  view  that 
any  limitations  were  necessary.  The 
commission  of  an  act  at  or  near  a  place 
did  not  involve  the  commission  of  an 
illegal  act ;  and  if  an  illegal  act  of  vio- 
lence or  intimidation  or  an  act  of  a 
criminal  character  was  conmiitted,  it 
would  be  open  to  the  parties  to  take 
action.  The  words  proposed  to  be  left 
out,  it  appeared  to  him,  were  not  only 
unnecessary  but  mischievous,  because 
it  was  not  put  to  the  magistrate  to  deal 
with  a  matter  of  fact,  but  to  find  on  a 
matter  of  opinion,  and  no  law  court 
could  interfere  with  the  decision  which 
he  arrived  at  when  the  words  which  were 
to  be  found  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  con- 
ferred discretion  on  him.  The  Attorney- 
General's  illustration  was  inaccurate. 
He  said  that  the  clause  might  indicate 
certain  hours.  It  might  be  an  unreason- 
able hour,  but  it  was  for  the  magistrate  to 
decide  whether  it  was  or  was  not  a  reason* 
able  hour.  It  might  be  an  hour  perfectly 
reasonable  in  his  view,  and  in  the  view  of  a 
trade  imion,  and  yet  the  magistrate  might 
not  think  that  it  was  a  reasonable  hour, 
and  there  would  be  no  power  to  review 
his  decision.  He  objected  to  loose 
language  of  this  description  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament.  He  said  with  some  consider- 
able experience  of  the  working  of  the  Acts 
relating  to  trade  unions  that  the  reten- 
tion of  these  words  would  mean  handing 
over  to  the  magistrates  an  absolutely 
unlimited  >c/ discretion    in     arriving    at 
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A  oonclusioii  whether  picketing  was 
or  was  not  reasonable.  For  these 
reasons  he  urged  the  Attorney-Oeneral 
to  be  satisfied  with  the  general  condi- 
tions of  the  law,  that  a  person  who  com- 
mitted a  criminal  offence  might  be 
punished,  and  not  to  put  in  words  which 
Landed  over  picketing  entirely  to  the 
mercy  of  the  magistrates. 

Mb.      SHAGELETON      (Lancashire, 
CUtheroe)    said    that    on    the    Second 
Reading  of  the   Bill  these  words  were 
mentioned,  and  it  was  understood  that 
they   would   be   matter  for    considera- 
tion   on    the    Committee    stage.     He 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.    (Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  in  this 
matter.    They  would  prefer  that  these 
words  should  be  left  out.    He  wished  some 
compromise  could  be  brought  about  'n 
this  matter.    He  would  suggest  that  if 
the   word    **  peaceably "    was    retained 
it  would  amply  cover  the  intention  of 
Parliament   in   regard   to   what   might 
happen  in  picketing.    The  word  "  reason- 
able"    in     the     opinion     of     Ljibour 
Members    gave    the    Courts    too   much 
scope.    The    Courts    might  decide  that 
an   action  was  unreasonable  though  it 
was  not  unlawful.    He  would  urge  the 
Attorney-General    to    consider    whether 
the  word  "  peaceably  "  would  not  cover 
the  case.     Trade  unions  did  not  wish 
to    waste   their    money    in    regard    to 
cases  before  the  Courts.    They   wished 
to   do    the    fair   thing.     Two     magis- 
trates   might   say    that  this    or    that 
was  unreasonable,  and  there  would  be 
no  appeal  from  their  decision.    Besides, 
this  word  gave  an  undue  amount  of 
power  to  a  constable,  for  he  had  only  to 
give   his    opinion   that   certain    actions 
were   unreasonable,  and   he   would   not 
need  to  give  his  reasons  for  coming  to 
that    conclusion.    The    opinion    of    the 
police  was  held  to  be  of  importance  in 
pohce*courts.     He     appealed     to     the 
Attomey-CJeneral    to    consider    whether 
the  word  **  peaceably  "  would  not  cover 
aU  possible  cases. 

♦Sib  FRANCIS  POWELL  said  that 
in  the  discussion  which  had  just  taken 
place  they  were  asked  not  to  insert 
a  tnATifniiTy^  foT  a  picket,  because  the 
Government  was  about  to  introduce  the 
word  ''reasonable."    He  confessed  that 


that  remark  of  the  Attomey-Oeneral 
influenced  his  vote,  and  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  stand  by  the  an- 
nouncement which  they  then  made. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  said  he  was  very  glad 
the  Attorney-General  had  made  the 
announcement  that  he  would  adhere  to 
these  words.  Any  member  who  would 
consider  the  matter  would  see  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  to  have  some  limita- 
tion, and  he  could  not  conceive  any  words 
which  were  more  capable  than  these 
of  being  applied  to  the  very  varied 
circumstances  which  might  arise  in  these 
matters.  If  they  put  no  words  of 
limitation  into  the  clause  the  question 
then  arose,  were  they  not  entitled  to  carry 
out  what  they  here  legalised,  no  matter 
what  might  be  the  methods  or  the  effect 
on  the  people  concerned  ?  To  leave  it  at 
large  like  that,  and  to  legalise  picketing, 
no  matter  what  might  be  done,  or  under 
what  circumstances,  seemed  to  be  legisla- 
ting entirely  in  the  dark,  and  in  the 
wildest  possible  fashion. 

Mr.  PARKES  (Birmingham,  Central) 
thought  that  the  words  *' peaceably 
and  in  a  reasonable  manner"  were 
passively  assented  to  in  the  earlier 
discussions  on  this  matter  by  the  hon. 
Members  below  the  gangway,  and  i:  was 
astonishing  to  be  told  now  that  they  were 
not  necessary.  For  those  who  did  not 
agree  with  this  Bill  and  looked  upon  it  as 
very  drastic  and  extreme  it  was  altogether 
too  much  to  be  told  that  these  saving 
words  were  to  be  taken  out.  He  did  not 
think  this  Amendment  would  further  the 
objects  of  trade  unionists  either  in  the 
House  or  anywhere  else,  indeed  he  did  not 
think  it  would  appeal  to  the  common- 
sense  of  the  people  of  this  country. 
If  a  strike  was  not  to  be  conducted 
in  a  peaceable  and  reasonable  manner 
it  was  much  to  be  regretted.  Whether 
or  not  the  words  in  question  were 
necessary  was  a  pure  point  of  law,  but 
from  a  common-sense  point  of  view 
he  thought  labour  disputes  should  clearly 
be  conducted  in  a  peaceable  and  reasonable 
manner,  and  it  was  only  right  that 
the  House  should  express  the  opinion 
that  these  T^ords  should  be  retained.  If 
they  were  deleted  it  would  open  the 
flood-gates  to  a  great  deal  of  lawlessness 
on   the   part   of   those   who   conducted 
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was  already  framed  to  meet  that.  But 
trade  unionists  were  not  satisfied  that 
the  clause  as  drafted  did  meet  it.  If  the 
Attorney-General  agreed  with  them  in 
principle,  what  objection  could  he  have 
to  the  inclusion  of  the  words  suggested  in 
the  Amendment  1  He  hoped  the  ques- 
tion would  be  put  to  the  vote  and  that 
those  who  at  the  Qeneral  Election  agreed 


to  restore  trade  unions  to  the  position 
they  occupied  prior  to  the  Taff  Vale 
and  other  adverse  judgments,  would 
be  found  voting  for  the  Ainendment. 

Question  put. 

The   Committee   divided :    Ayes    122, 
Noes   127.    (Division  List  No.  309.) 


braham.  William  (Cork,  N.E.) 
Alden.  Percy] 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Baloarres,  Lord 

Baring.  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
Barnard,  E.  B. 
Barnes.  G.  N. 
Beale,  W.  P. 
BeU.  Richard 
BillsoQ,  Alfred 
Brace,  William 
Broolro,  Stopford 
Burke,  E.  Haviland- 
Burnyeat,  W.  J.  D. 
Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Byles,  William  Pollard 
Cameron,  Robert 
CasUereagh,  Viscount 
Clancy,  John  Joseph 
Cleland,  J.  W. 
Cobbold,  Felix  Thornlev 
Cond  >n,  Thomas  Joseph 
Cooper,  (}.  J. 

Corbett.a  H.  (Sussex.  E.Grinst'd 
Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 
Cowan,  W.  H. 

Craig.  Herbert  J.  (Tynomouth) 
Crooks,  William 
Cullinan,  J. 

Dayies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 
Dilke.  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Duncan.  C.(  Barrow-in-Furness) 
Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 
Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 
Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 
Esmonde,  Sir  Thomas 

Ffronch,  Ptoter 

Flynn.  James  CSuristopher 

GiU,  A.  H. 

Gbver,  Thomas 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 


AYES. 

Hall.  Fre  lerick 

Halpin,  J. 

Hardie.J.Keir(Merthyr  T^dvil) 

Haslam,  Jam3s  (Derbyshire) 

Hazel.  Dr.  A.  E. 

Hazleton.  Richard 

Heary,  Charles  S. 

Higham,  Johi  Sharp 

HiUs.  J.  W. 

Hudson.  Walter 

Hyde,  Clarendon 

Jaooby,  James  Alfred 

Jeakins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kekewioh,  Sir  George 

Kelley,  George  D. 

Kettle,  Thomis  Michael 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lehmann,  R.  C. 

Macdonald.  J.  R.  (L3icester) 

MacdonaM.J.M.(Falkirk  B'ghs) 

Macpherson.  J.  T. 

MacVeagh.  Jeremiah  ( l>ow;i,S.) 

MacVeigh.  Charles  ( Donegal.  E. 

Bladdison.  Frederick 

M  nfiold.  Harry  (Northants) 

Marks.  H.  H.  (Kent) 

Mastorman.  C.  F.  G. 

Mooncy.  J.  J. 

Morpeth.  Viscouat 

Morrell,  Philip 

Murphy.  Jolin 

Nioholls,  George 

Nolan,  Joseph 

0*Brien,Kendal(Tipperary  Mid 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 

O'Grady,  J. 

Parker,  James  (Halifax) 

Pearoe,  Robert  (SUffs.  Leek) 

Power,  Patrick  Joseph 


Price.  C.  E.  (Edinb*gh.  Central' 
Radford.  G.  H. 
Rainy,  A.  Rolland 
Richards,Thomas  (W.Moam*th 
Richards,  T.  F.(Wolverh'mpt'n 
Richardson,.  A. 
Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneaide) 
Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 
Schwann.  Sir  C.E.  (Manchester 
Scott.A.H.(  Ashton  under  Lyne) 
Seely.  Major  J.  B. 
Shaokletoa,  David  James 
Sheehan.  Daniel  Daniel 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Smith,  F.  E.(Liverpool.  Waltoa 
Smyth,  Thomas  F.(LeitriaL.  8.) 
Snowden.  P. 
Steadman,  W.  C. 
Stewart,  Halley  (Gree jook) 
Sullivan.  Donal 
SummerbeU.  T. 
Taylor.  John  W.  (Durha:n) 
Thorne.  William 
T'Milmin,  (Seorge 
Verney.  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 

Walker.  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 
Walters.  John  Tudor 
Walton.  Joseph  (Bamslay) 
Ward.  John  (Stoke  upon  Treat) 
Weir.  James  Galloway 
White.  Patrick  (Meath,  Nort'i) 
Wilkie.  Alexander 
Williams.  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Wilson.  John  (Durham.  Mid) 
Wilson.  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras.  8.) 
Wilson.  W.  T.  (Westhoughtoa) 


Tellbbs  for  thr  Atk^ — 
Mr.  Arthur  HeodersoQ  and 
Mr.  Fenwiok. 


Acland-Hood.Rt  Hn  SirAlex.F. 
Agnew,  George  William 
Allen,  A.  AclandXChristchurch) 
Asquith,  Rt.Hn.  Herbert  Henry 
Astbury,  John  Heir 
Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 
Baker,  Joseph  A.  (Finsbury,E.) 
Balfour,Rt  Hn.A.J.(CityLond.) 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Banner,  John^S.  Harmood- 
Barrow,  Percy_( Bedford) 

Mr.  L  Ward. 


NOES 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Beach, Hn. Michael  Hugh  Hicks 

Bellairs,  Carlyon 

Benn,Sir  J.WiUiams(Devonp'rt 

Bertram,  JuUus 

Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 

Black,  Arthur  W.(  Bedfordshire 

Bowfes,  G.  Stewart 

Brigg,  John 

Brocklehurst,  W.  B. 

Brunner,  J.  F.  L.(Lanos.,Leigh) 


Bryoe,  J.  A.  (InvemeflS  Burghs) 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.  Sydney  Chjurles 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Causton,Rt.  Hn.  Richard  Knight 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joieey- 
Cheetham,  John  Frederick 
Cherrv,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 
Churchill,  Winston  Spencer 
Clarke,  C.  Goddard 
Clottgh»  W. 
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that  danger  by  striking  out  the  word 
**  reasonable.''  All  the  apprehensions  that 
they  had  heard  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  were  he  thought  ill  founded,  but 
he  thought  there  would  be  a  perfect  feeling 
of  security  if  it  was  provided  that  the 
powers  given  by  the  clause  should  be  used 
reasonably.  None  of  them  contemplated 
the  alternative  of  an  unreasonable  exercise 
of  the  power,  and  therefore  they  ought 
not  to  reject  the  proposal  that  the  exercise 
should  be  of  a  reasonable  character. 
For  these  reasons  it  was  impossible  for 
him  to  accept  the  Amendment. 

The  deputy-chairman  (Mr. 
Caldwell,  Lanarkshire,  Mid.)  said  the 


words  which  he  should  have  to  put  from 
the  Chair  would  be  that  the  words 
'^peacably  and  in  a  reasonable  manner '^ 
stand  part  of  the  Question.  He  wji) 
bound  to  put  the  Question  in  that  form 
unless  the  Amendment  was  withdrawa. 

*SiR  CHARLES  DILKE  said  he  would 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Permission  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment was  refused. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  *  peace- 
ably and  in  a  reasonable  manner '  stand 
part  of  the  clause." 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes,  140  ; 
Noes,  91.    (Division  List  No.  305.) 


Acland-Hood,Rt  Hn  SirAlex.F. 

Agnew,  George  William 

Allen,  A.  Acland  (Christchurch) 

Astbury,  John  Meir 

Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 

Baker,  Joseph  A.  (Finsbury,£.) 

Balcarres,  Lord 

Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Beach,Hn. Michael  Hugh  Hicks 

Beale.  W.  P. 

Beaumont,  W.  0.  B.  (Hexham) 

Bellairs,  Carlyon 

Bertram,  Julius 

Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 

Black,  Arthur  W.  ( Bedfordshire 

Bowles,  G.  Stewart 

Brigg,  John 

BnSdehurst,  W.  B. 

Brunner,  J.  F.  L.( Lines., Leigh) 

Brunner,  Sir  John  T.  (Cheshire) 

Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Cameron,  Robert 

Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 

Castlereagh,  Viscount 

Causton,  Rt.  Hn.  RichardKnight 

Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 

Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey 

Cecil,  Lord  R.  ( Mary le bone,  E.) 

Channing,  Francis  Alls  ton 

CTheetham,  John  Frederick 

Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 

Clarke,  C.  Goddard 

Cleland,  J.  W. 

Clough,  W. 

Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 

Oorbett,C  H  (Sussex.  E.Grin8t*d 

ComwaU,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Oaig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 

Crossley,  William  J. 

Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Aker«- 

Duckworth,  Jame^ 

EUbank,  Ma<;ter  of 

Everett,  R.  L^c-ey 

Fell,  Arthur 

Ferens,  T.  R, 

Forster,  Henry  WilUam 


AYES. 

Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 

Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 

Fuller,  John  Biichael  F. 

Gibbe,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 

Gladstone,Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Gordon,  J.(Londonderry,South 

Grey,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward 

Hamilton,  Marquess  of 

Harcourt,  Right  Hon.  Lewis 

Hardy,  George  A.  (Suffolk) 

Harrison-Broadley,  Col.  H.  B. 

Harvey,  A-  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 

HasUm,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

Henderson,  J.  M(  Aberdeen,  W. 

Henry,  Charles  S. 

Hills,  J.  W. 

Hobart,  Sir  Robert 

Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 

Homiman,  Emslie  John 

Illingworth,  Percy  H. 

Isaacs,  Rufus  Djiniel 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

King,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 

Laid  law,  Robert 

Lambert,  George 

Lamont,  Norman 

LeescSir  Jo8ephF.(  Accrington) 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lupton,  Arnold 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

Ljmch,  H.  B. 

^Lackamess,  Frederic  C. 

M^Callum,  John  3i. 

M^Kenna,  Reginald 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 

Marks,  G.Croydon(Launce8ton) 

3iamham,  F.  J. 

Massie,  J. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

>Iontagu,  E.  S. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (C-cmwall) 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 


Napier,  T.  B. 

Nioholson,Charles  N.(Donc*stV 
Norman,  Henry 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William' 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Paul,  Herbert 
Paulton,  James  Mellor 
Philipp8,Col.Ivor  (S*thampton) 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Raphael,  Herbert  H. 
Rawlin8on,John  Frederick  Peel 
Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 
Riokett,  J.  Compton 
Robertson,  Rt.  Hn.  E.( Dundee) 
Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
Roe,  Sir  Thomas 
Rogers,  F.  £.  Newman 
Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 
Schwann,Sir  C.  E.  (Manchester 
Sears,  J.  x*. 

Shaw,  Rt  Hon.  T.  (Hawick,  B.) 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smith,F.E.  (Liverpool, Walton) 
Stanley,  Hn.A.Lyulph  (Chesh.) 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Tennaat,Sir  Edward  (Salisbury 
ThomaMon,  Franklin 
Thompson,  J.  W.H.(8omerset,E 
Thomson,  W.  3dit<  hell- (Lanark 
Toulmin,  George 
Ure,  Alexander 
Vemey,  F.  W. 

Vincent,  CoL  Sir  C .  E.  Howard 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walton,  Sir  John  L  (Leeds,  S.) 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) ^i»r 
Wibcm,  Henry  J.  ( York,  W.R.) 

TsllkbsJLfob  the  ^Ates— 
Mr.  Whiteley  and  Mr.  J.  A. 
pease. 
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Alden,  Percy 

Atherley-Jones,  L. 

Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight, 

Barnard,  £.  B. 

Barnes,  G.  N. 

BeU,  Richard 

BillMm,  Alfred 

Brace,  William 

Broobe,  Stopford 

Burke,  £.  Haviland- 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Bylee,  William  Pollard 

Clancy,  John  «To8eph 

Ck>bbold,  Felix  Thomley 

Cooper.  G.  J. 

Crooks,  William 

Cullinan,  J. 

Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 

Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 

Dilke,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Dnnoan,  C.  (Barrow-in-Furness 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Edwards,  Enoch  (BEanley) 

Esmonde,  S:r  Thomas 

Pfrench,  Peter 

Gill.  A.  H. 

Glover,  Thomas 

Hall,  Frederick 

Hardie  J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 

Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 

Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 


{COMMONS} 

NOES. 

Hazleton,  Richard 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hndson,  Walter 

Hyde,  Clarendon 

Jaooby,  James  Alfred 

Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Ckiteshead) 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  ^chael 

Ke'-ewich,  Sir  George 

Kelley,  George  D. 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lehmann,  R.  C. 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macdonald,  J.M.(Falkirk  B'ghs) 

Macpherson,  J.  T. 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,S.) 

MacVeigh,  Charles  (Donegal,E.) 

Maddison,  Frederick 

Manfield,  Harry  (Northants) 

Masterman,  C.  F.  G. 

Mooney,  J.  J. 

Murphy,  John 

NichoUs,  George 

Nolan,  Joseph 

0*Brien,Kendal(Tipperary  Mid 

O'GradyJ. 

O'MaUey,  WilHam* 

Parker,  James  (Halifax) 

Power,  Patrick  Joseph 

Price,  C.E.(Edinburgh,  Central 
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Richards,  Thomas  ( W.MonmHh 

Richards,  T.  F.(  Wolverh'mpf  ii 

Richardson,  A. 

Robert8on,Sir  G.Scott(Bradf  rd 

Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 

Rowlands,  J. 

Scott,  A.H.(Ashton  under  Lyne 

ShackletoD,  David  James 

Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 

Smyth,  Thomas  F.  (Leitrim,  S. ) 

Snowden,  P. 

Steadman,  W.  C. 

Sullivan,  Donal 

Summerbell,  T. 

Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 

Thome,  William 

Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leioester) 

Walters,  John  Tudor 

Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 

Ward,  John  (Stoke  upon  Trent ) 

White,  Patrick  (Meatii,  North) 

WiUde,  Alexander 

Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 

Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 

Wilson,  P.  W.  (St  Pancras,  S.) 

Wilson,  W.  T.  ( Weethoughton) 

Tellbbs  poe  thb  Noes  — 
Mr.  Arthur  Henderson  and 
Mr.  Fenwick. 


*Mr.  BOWLES  moved  to  insert  the 
words  "  any  entrance  to "  after  the 
word  "near"  in  page  1,  line  16,  so 
that  the  clause  should  read  ''  at  or  near 
any  entrance  to  a  house  or  place  where  a 
person  resides  or  works  or  carries  on 
business  or  happens  to  be."  The  object 
of  the  Amendment  was  simple.  It 
was  to  restrict  the  acts  contem- 
plated by  this  clause,  which  were  of 
an  extremely  wide  and  general  nature,  to 
the  entrances  of  the  places  in  regard  to 
which  they  were  to  be  allowed,  and  not 
to  allow  them  anywhere  irrespective  al- 
together of  the  places  m  respect  to  which 
they  were  committed.  Hon.  Grentlemen 
would  see  that  this  clause  proposed  to  give 
power  to  picket  to  obtain  or  communi- 
cate information  or  peacefully  to  per- 
suade. He  did  not  believe  it  was  con- 
templated by  this  clause  that  men,  either 
acting  on  their  own  behalf  or  on  behalf  of 
a  trade  union,  should  be  allowed  to  go, 
expressly  as  he  had  stated,  anywhere  they 
chose.  They  should  be  restricted  in 
some  degree  at  any  rate,  and  he  sug- 
gested that  it  was  a  very  reasonable  re- 
striction to  say  that  they  should  obtain 
this    information    and    peacefully    per- 


suade where  after  all  they  might  reason- 
ably expect  that  their  efforts  might  be 
crowned  with  success,  namely,  at  the 
entrance  of  the  works  or  house  or  other 
place.  He  put  this  forward  with  the 
view  of  restricting  in  some  degree  the 
operation  of  this  powerful  and  drastic 
clause,  and  he  hoped  the  honourable 
and  learned  Oentleman,  if  he  was  not 
prepared  to  accept  it,  would  give  some 
reason  why  these  people  should  be 
allowed  to  go  everywhere  as  they  cho», 
and  why  they  should  not  be  restricted 
in  the  manner  he  suggested.  He  begged 
to  move. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  page  1,  line  16,  after  the  word  *  near/ 
to  insert  the  words  *  any  entrance  to.*  " — {Mr. 
Bowles.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  he  thought 
the  word  ''reasonable"  covered  this.  If 
men  were  entitled  to  congregate  near  a 
house  they  must  necessarily  attend  near 
the  entrance.  He  hoped  he  hon.  Gende- 
man  would  not  press  this  Amendment. 
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Lord  R.  CECIL  hoped  after  Uie 
appeal  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attonxey-Cteneral  had  made,  his  hon. 
friend  would  be  allowed  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment.  He  hoped  he  would 
not  press  it. 

Mr.  BOWLES  said  he  appreciated 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  and  begged  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  moved 
to  insert  after  the  word  "  person "  the 
words  ''  concerned  in  such  trade  dispute." 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to  limit 
the  action  of  the  clause  so  that  it  should 
be  lawful  for  one  or  more  persons  acting 
on  their  own  behalf  or  on  behalf  of  a  trade 
union  to  attend  peaceably  and  in  a 
reasonable  manner,  "  at  or  near  a  house 
or  place  where  a  person  concerned  in 
such  trade  dispute  resides  or  works." 
That  would  prevent  a  trade  union  send 
ing  a  picket  to  attend  the  houses 
of  people  not  then  concerned  in 
the  particular  dispute,  but  who  might 
possibly  be  drawn  into  the  dispute  later 
on.  By  that  he  meant  that  if  a 
man  had  been  engaged  to  take  the 
place  of  a  person  engaged  in  a  strike, 
and  that  man  lived  at  a  distance  it  would 
be  lawful  to  attend  at  the  house  of  that 
workman  though  it  was  at  a  great  dis- 
tance  (away.  If  these  disputes  arose 
largely  on  the  question  of  wages  it  might 
be  said  that  the  insertion  of  these  words 
would  render  the  clause  nugatory,  but 
these  disputes  arose  not  only  upon  the 
question  of  wage  but  on  a  variety  of 
otherjquestions,  as,  for  instance,  whether 
a  non-union  man  was  to  be  employed.  If 
a  dispute  arose  on  that  ground,  unless  the 
words  he  moved  were  inserted,  it  would 
be  open  to  the  trade  union  men  to  attend 
at  the  houses  of  the  non-union  men  and 
prevent  them  from  earning  an  honest 
livelihood.  It  was  perfectly  well  known 
that  such  disputes  must  arise,  and  his 
reasonyfor  moving  the  Amendment  was 
that  while  it  might  be  perfectly  lawful 
and  right  for  a  trade  union  not  to  allow 
their  men  to  work  with  non-union  men  if 
they  did  not  desire  them  to  do  so,  on  the 
other  hand  it  was  not  right  to  allow  them 
to   picket   the   houses   of   hundreds   of 


non-uniomst  men  who  were  not  con- 
cerned in  the  dispute  and  prevent  them 
from  getting  an  honest  living.  Although 
he  was  afraid  the  Attorney-General 
would  not  accept  it  he  thought  the 
Amendment  was  a  reasonable  one ;  there- 
fore he  begfi^ed  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  pafi^e  1,  line  16,  after  the  word  *  person,' 
to  insert  the  words  '  concerned  in  any  such 
trade  dispute.'  "—(5^ir  Frederick  Banbury,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  inserted." 

Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  the  pur- 
pose of  this  clause  was  to  allow  certain 
persons  to  meet  outside  the  houses  of 
others  for  the  purpose  of  peacefully 
persuading  them  in  the  case  of  a  trade 
dispute  to  abstain  from  working  or  to 
work  as  the  case  might  be.  He  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment,  as  he  could  not 
imagine  a  person  concerned  in  a  trade 
dispute  waiting  outside  the  house  of  a 
person  who  was  not  concerned  in  that 
trade  dispute. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  that  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney-General  was  right 
as  {o  his  facts  then  his  contention  was  a 
correct  one,  but  the  information  that 
reached  him  was  that  in  cases  of  dispute 
it  was  quite  a  common  thing  for  the  men 
to  picket  not  the  houses  of  other  men 
but  the  houses  of  their  relatives  if  they 
were  not  amenable.  That  was  quite 
common.  He  did  not  suggest  that  any 
hon.  Member  of  this  House  would 
countenance  any  such  thing  at  all,  but 
they  must  be  conscious  of  it,  because  they 
were  reasonable  men  and  must  know 
that  cases  did  occur  from  time  to  time — 
isolated  cases  they  might  be — ^which 
they  all  deplored.  It  was  clearly  desirable 
that  hon.  Members  below  the  gangway 
and  hon.  Members  opposite  should  not 
permit  that  class  of  thing  of  which  they 
disapproved.  So  long  as  picketing  was 
confined  to  persons  concerned  in  the 
dispute  it  was  one  thing,  but  with 
regard  to  the  other  matter  it  was  quite 
different.  There  could  be  no  object  in 
permitting  the  picketing  of  persons  not 
concerned  in  the  dispute.  He  was  also 
told  by  those  who  had  a  greater  knowledge 
of  these  disputes  than  he  pretended  to 
that  there  was  another  practice  which 


1643 


Trade 


{COMMONS} 


Disputes  Bill, 


1644 


was  not  uncommon,  and  that  was 
to  picket  the  lodging-house  keepers 
and  others  in  whose  houses  the 
men  lived.  That  was  a  very  serious 
matter,  and  one  that,  so  far  as  he  could 
see,  was  not  dealt  with  by  this  clause. 
These  words  were  not  puiely  otiose  and 
ridiculous.  They  were  words  to  which 
those  familiar  with  the  question 
attached  great  importance.  It  was  an 
Amendment  that  had  been  singled  out  to 
him  as  one  of  the  most  important 
to  this  oppressive  clause,  and  therefore 
he  hoped  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Grentle- 
man  would  reconsider  the  matter  and 
regard  it  more  favourably. 

Mr.  VERNEY  (Buckinghamshire,  N.) 
said  one  of  the  most  important  parts 
of  the  duty  or  privileges  of  a  picket 
was  to  obtain  information.  Very  likely 
he  might  have  to  go  to  someone  not 
directly  concerned  in  the  dispute  to 
obtain  that  information,  and  that  part 
of  the  clause  was  surely  not  going  to  be 
left  out.  Moreover,  he  thought  the 
phrase  "  concerned  in  the  dispute  "  did 
include  a  large  number  of  people  not 
actually  on  strike.  Many  might  be  con- 
cerned in  a  dispute  who  were  not  directly 
concerned,  and  therefore  he  thought  the 
Amendment  proposed  could  not  possibly 
be  accepted. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  said  it  was  entirely 
a  matter  of  taste  whether  per  ons  would 
like  to  have  pickets  outside  their  house 
or  not,  although  they  were  not  con- 
cerned in  any  dispute.  The  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  appeared 
to  think  it  was  quite  right  and  quite 
possible,  and  that  this  House  ought 
to  lay  down  that  some  person  not 
concerned  in  a  trade  dispute  ought  to 
be  picketed  because  information  was 
required.  He  should  have  thought 
that  that  was  a  serious  infringement 
of  the  liberty  of  the  subject,  and 
th  t  no  Act  of  Parliament  contemplated 
anything  of  that  kind.  The  Attorney- 
General  took  another  line.  He  said  he 
could  not  conceive  a  person  picketing 
anybody  else  imless  that  person  was 
concerned  in  the  dispute.  That  was 
exactly  contrary  to  the  argimient  taken 
last  year  when  he  was  in  charge  of  a 
Labour  Bill  in  this  House.  What  he  was 
then    told   was  that  it  was  absolutely 

Lord  B,  CeciL 


necessarv  for  a  trade  union  in  connection 
with  a  strike  at  times  to  interfere  witik 
others  by  picketing  persons  who  were 
not  concerned  in  the  dispute  but  whom 
it  might  be  desirable  to  get  to  join  in  the 
dispute.  He  was  told  that  that  was 
the  whole  object  of  the  measure.  That 
was  what  they  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  objected  to.  They  said  that 
the  principle  which  the  House  ought  to 
lay  down  was  that  it  should  not  to  be 
allowed  by  that  section  to  picket  persons 
who  were  not  concerned  in  the  dispute. 
He  thought  that  was  a  moderate  Amend- 
ment and  worthy  of  the  consideration 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
and  of  the  country. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  called 
attention  to  the  fact  that  evidence  was 
brought  before  the  Commission — ^he  took 
his  information  from  the  South  WaUg 
Daily  News  of  November  3rd,  1904 — ^to 
the  effect  that  when  the  non-unionists 
were  found  to  be  lodgers  the  women  in- 
sisted upon  instant  notice  to  quit  being 
given  them,  with  the  result  that  all  were 
very  shortly  put  out.  When  the  Attorney- 
General  said  nobody  would  attend  and 
picket  the  house  of  a  person  not  con- 
cerned in  the  dispute  he  begged  to  call 
his  attention  t  o  the  fact  that  here  was 
a  case  where  they  attended  and  picketed 
lodging-houses. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said  the  words 
under  discussion  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  owners  of  lodging-houses. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  said  his 
Amendment  was  to  prevent  picketing  at 
or  near  the  house  of  a  person  not  con- 
cerned in  the  trade  dispute.  The  Attorney- 
General  said  that  the  words  he  proposed 
to  put  in  were  useless,  because  he  knew 
of  no  instance  in  which  a  person  would 
attend  at  or  near  the  house  of  a  person 
not  concerned  in  the  dispute.  His  object 
was  to  show  that  a  person  could  and 
would  so  attend. 

Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  that  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  looked  at  the  clause  he 
would  see  that  it  permitted  picketing  ior 
the  purpose  of  persuading  a  person  to  work 
or  not  to  work.  It  could  not  be  necessary 
to  picket  a  man  who  was  not  concerned 
in  the  dispute.     The  only  object  that 
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could  justify  picketing  was  that  it  was  I 
intended  to  persuade  a  man  who  was 
wncemed  in  the  dispute,  and  he  would 
say  non-unionist  men  were  clearly  persons 
.  to  whom  they  were  entitled  to  go  for  the 
purpose  of  persuading  them  to  work  or 
not  to  work. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  asked 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  whether, 
if  this  clause  were  passed  in  its  present 
form,  it  would  be  legal  for  a  picket  to 
attend  a  lodging-house  and  persuade  the 
keeper  to  turn  out  any  man  concerned  in 
the  trade  dispute. 

Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  it  was 
only  for  the  purpose  of  persuading  a 
person  to  work  or  abstain  from  work ; 
it  would  not  apply  to  a  lodging-house 
Jceeper. 

Mr.  RAWLINSON  (Cambridge  Uni- 
versity) said  he  did  not  propose  to 
take  part  in  the  discussion  on  the 
merits  of  the  clause,  but  he  wanted 
the  Committee  to  understand  what  it 
was  voting  for.  For  the  Attomey- 
<}eneral  to  get  up  and  say  this  Amend- 
ment was  absolutely  ridiculous  on  the 
ground  that  no  person  would  be  likely 
to  picket  the  house  of  a  person  not  con- 
cerned in  the  trade  dispute  was  hardly 
in  accordance  with  the  eicperience  of  a 
person  like  himself,  who  had  had  some- 
thing to  do  with  strikes. 

Sir  JOHN  WALTON :  I  said  for  the 
matter  of  persuading. 

Mr.  RAWLINSON  said  he  was  dealing 
with  the  first  speech  of  the  Attorney- 
General,  in  wluch  he  said  there  was 
nothing  in  the  Amendment,  because 
he  could  not  conceive  anyone  being 
so  foolish  as  to  go  to  the  house  of  a  man 
who  had  no  concern  in  the  dispute 
at  all.  It  must  be  perfectly  weU  known 
to  people  who  had  had  anything  to  do 
with  strikes  that  isolated  cases  had 
ocurred  in  which  persons  had  gone  to 
houses  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  or 
•communicating  information.  Even  in  his 
second  speech,  the  Attorney-General  was 
not  putting  the  issue  clearly  and  directly 
before  the  Comm'tte^.  Isolated  cases  had 
occurred  where  pickets  had  gone  to  the 
houses  of  people  not  directly  connected 
with  the  dispute.     Take  the  case  of  a 


young  labourer  who  was  working  and 
living  somewhere  near  the  works,  and  the 
picket  went  to  the  mother  or  father, 
who  might  live  some  little  distance 
away,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
information,  that  being  the  best  place 
to  get  information  about  the  young  man 
in  question.  That  was  a  power  which 
might  or  might  not  be  right.  He  was 
not  going  into  the  merits  of  the  dispute, 
but  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  must 
know  that  unless  this  Amendment  were 
accepted  it  was  possible  for  the  picket 
to  do  it.  The  issue  before  the  Committee 
was  this :  if  they  passed  this  Amendment 
they  restricted  the  power  of  pickets  to 
go  into  a  lodging-house  or  into  a  house 
where  a  man  happened  to  be.  That  was 
the  restrictive  power  of  this  Amendment. 
If  they  did  not  pass  this  Amendment, 
then  the  pickets  had  the  power,  not 
only  to  go  to  the  house,  or  the  place 
where  the  man  might  be,  but  to  go  to 
his  relatives  any  distance  away,  and 
seek  to  obtain  information  from  that 
man's  relatives.  The  view  had  been 
expressed  on  the  Opposition  side  that 
that  was  a  power  which  ought  to  be 
stopped  because  it  was  liable  to  abuse. 
He  was  not,  however,  dealing  with  that 
point  now.  What  he  was  protesting 
against  was  the  way  in  which  the  Attorne  y 
General  was  dealing  with  the  whole  of 
the  Bill.  He  had  no  right  to  treat  the 
Amendment  in  such  an  ofE-hand  fashion. 

Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  who  apparently 
had  come  from  a  more  heated  atmos- 
phere, and  criticised  his  conduct  to-day, 
had  completely  misapprehended  the 
whole  question.  He  did  not  seek  to 
draw  any  distinction  between  attending 
for  the  purpose  of  persuasion,  or  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  or  receiving  information. 
What  he  wanted  to  point  out  was  that 
it  would  clearly  be  an  illegal  thing  for  a 
picket  to  attend  a  house  in  order  to 
exercise  coercion. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  said  he  did  not  think 
the  hon.  and  learned  Grentleman  yet 
comprehended  the  point  they  had  made. 
He  entirely  agreed  with  the  Attorney- 
General  that  if  the  words,  "reasonable 
manner"  meant  what  he  said,  neither 
at  the  house  of  anyone  concerned  nor 
at  the  house  of  anyone  unconcerned 
could  they  proceed  to  exercise  coercion. 
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Therefore,  it  necessarily  followed  that 
they  could  not  go  to  the  house  of  a 
person  unconcerned  in  the  trade  dispute 
for  the  purpose  of  exercising  that  co- 
ercion ;  but  what  they  objected  to  was 
that  they  could  go  to  the  house  of  a 
person  unconcerned  in  a  dispute,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  exercising  coercion  but  for 
the  purposes  of  picketing  at  all.  What 
was  the  justification  for  going  to  their 
houses  ?  Let  them  leave  these  people 
alone.    Let  it  not  be  possible,  because 


for  some  reason  a  trade  union  felt  hostile 
to  some  person  outside  the  dispute,  tiiat 
therefore  they  should  be  allowed  to  go 
down  and  exercise  this  right  which  wouU 
be  exercised  for  the  first  time.  The 
Amendment  was  one  they  ought  to  press 
and  divide  upon. 

Question  put. 

The   Committee   divided: — ^Ayes,  23; 
Noes,  224.    (Division  List  No.  306.) 


Acland-Hood,RtHnSirAlex.F. 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Balfour,Rt.  Hn.A.J.(CityLond 
Banner,  John  S.  Hannood- 
Beach,Hn.Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
CastJereagh,  Viscount 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor} 


AYES. 

Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 
€k>rdon,  J.  (Londonderry^  S.) 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 


Pea8e,Herbert  Pike  (Darlington 
Rawlinson,  John  Frederick  Ptol 
Smith,F.  £.(LiyerpooU Walton) 
Thomson,  W.  Mitchell-(Luiark) 
Valentia,  Viscount 


Tbllbbs    fob    the 

Lord  Robert  Cecil  and  Sir 
Frederick  Banbury. 


Agnew,  George  William 

Aiden,  Percy 

Allen,  A.  Acland  (Christchurch 

Astbury,  John  Meir 

Atherley-Jones,  L. 

Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 

Baker,  Joseph  A.  (Finsbury,E.) 

Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  E.  B. 

Barnes,  G.  N. 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Beaumont,  W.  C.  B.  (Hexham) 

Bell,  Richard 

Bellairs,  Carlyon 

Benn,Sir  J.Williams(Devonp'rt 

Bertram,  Julius 

Billson,  Alfred 

Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 

Black,  Arthur  W.(  Bedfordshire 

Brace,  William 

Brigg,  John 

Brocidehurst,  W.  B. 

Brooke,  Stopford 

Brunner,J.  F.  L. (Lanes., Leigh 

Burke,  E.  Haviland- 

Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Burnyeat,  W.  J.  D. 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Buxton,  Rt.  Hn.SydneyCharles 

Byles,  William  PoUard 

Cameron,  Robert 

Causton,Rt.  HnRichardKnigh  t 

Channing,  Francis  Allston 

Cheetham,  John  Frederick 

Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 

Clancy,  John  Joseph 

Clarke,  C.  Goddard 

Cleland,  J.  W. 

Clough,  W. 

Sir  E.  Carson. 


NOES. 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 
Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 
Collin8,Sir  Wm.J.(S.Pancra8,W 
Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett.CH.  (Sus8ex,E.Grinat*d 
Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 
Cowan,  W.  H. 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 
Crooks,  William 
Crossley,  William  J. 
Cidlinan,  J. 

Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Davies.  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 
Dickinson,  W.H.(St.Pancras,N. 
Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Duckworth,  James 
Duncan,  C.(  Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 
Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 
Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 
Elibank,  Master  of 
Esmonde,  Sir  Thomas 
Everett,  R.  Lacey 
Fen  wick,  Charles 
Ferens,  T.  R. 
Ffrench,  Peter 
Flynn,  James  Christopher 
Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 
Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 
Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
GiU,  A.  H. 
Glover,  Thomas 
Groddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough 
Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Churchill 
Hall,  Frederick 
Harcourt,  Rt.  Hon.  Lewis 
Hardie,J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil 
Hardy,  George  A.  (Suffolk) 
Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 


Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 

Hazleton,  Richard 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Hender8on,J.M.(Aberdeen,  W.) 

Henry,  Charles  S. 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

HiUs,  J.  W. 

Hobart,  Sir  Robert 

Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 

Homiman,  Emslie  John 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hyde,  Clarendon 

Dlingworth,  Pfercy  H. 

Jacoby,  James  Alfred 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 

Kelley,  Greorge  D. 

Kettle,  Thomas  Michael 

King,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lambert,  George 

Lamont',  Norman 

Leese,Sir  JoeephF.(Aocrington) 

Lehmann,  R.  C. 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lupton,  Arnold 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

Lynch,  H.  B. 

lU^donald,  J.  R.  (Leioest^) 

Macdonald  J.M.(Falkirk  B'gfas) 

Mackamess,  Frederic  C 
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Maopherson,  J.  T. 

fifaoVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 

MaoVeigh,  Charles  (DonegaUE. 

M'Callum,  John  M. 

M*Kenna,  Reginald 

McLaren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 

Maddison,  Frederick 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 

Manfield,  Harry  (Northants) 

Marks,G.  Croydon(Launoe8ton) 

Mamham,  F.  J. 

liassie,  J. 

Ifasterman,  C.  F.  G. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

Montagu,  E.  S. 

Mooney,  J.  J. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alphens  deophas 

Morphy,  John 

Namer,  T.  B. 

Ni<molb,  George 

NioholBon,Char]eB  N(Donoa8ter 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norman,  Henry 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

0'Brien,Kendal(Tipperary  Mid 

O'Grady,  J. 

O'Malley,  William 

Parker,  James  (Halifax) 

Pftnl,  Herbert 

Panlton,  James  Mellor 

Ptoaroe,  Robert  (Staffs.  Leek) 

Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
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Power,  Patrick  Joseph 

Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh,  Central) 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Rainy,  A.  Rolland 

Raphael,  Herbert  H. 

Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Richards,  Thomas(W.Monm'th 

Richards,  T.F.(Wolverh*mpt'n 

Richardson,  A. 

Riokett,  J.  Compton 

Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 

Robert8on,Rt.  Hn.  £.  (Dimdee 

Robert8on,Sir  G.Scott(Bradf  rd 

Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 

Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 

Roe,  Sir  Thomas 

Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 

Rose,  Charles  Day 

Samuel,  Herbert  L  (Cleyeland) 

Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 

Schwann,  Sir  C.E.(Manchester) 

Scott,  A.H.(A8hton  under  Lyne 

Sears,  J.  E. 

Seely,  Major  J.  B. 

Shackleton,  David  James 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 

Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 

Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 

Smeaton,  Donald  fifackenzie 

Smyth,  Thomas  F.  (Leitrim,  S.) 

Snowden,  P. 

Stanley,  Hn.A.Lyulph  (Chesh.) 

Steadman,  W.  C. 
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Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
SiUlivan,  Donal 
Summerbell,  T. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Tennant,  Sir  Edward  (Salisbury 
Thomasson,  Franklin 
Thompson,  J.  W.H.(Somer8et,£ 
Thome,  William 
Toulmin,  George 
Ure,  Alexander 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walters,  John  Tudor 
Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leeds,  S.) 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Ward,  John  (Stoke  upon  Trent) 
Ward,  W.pudley(Southampton 
White,  J.  i).  (Dumbartonshire) 
White,  Patrick  (Meath,  North) 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (HaUfax) 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R. 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton 

TSLLBBS      FOB     THB      NOBS — 

Mr.  Whitley  and  Mr.  J.  A. 
Pease. 


Sir  JOHN  WALTON  claimed,  "  That 
the  Question  'That  the  words  of  the 
clause  to  the  end  of  page  1,  line  20,  stand 
part  of  the  clause,*  be  now  put." 

Question  put,  "That  the  Question 
'  That  the  words  of  the  clause  to  the  end 


of  page  1,   line   20,   stand  part  of  the 
clause,'  be  now  put " 

The  Conumttee  divided : — Ayes,  223  ; 
Noes,  26.    (Division  List  No.  307.) 


Affnew,  George  William 

AMen,  Percy 

Allen,  A  Acland  (Ohristchuroh) 

Astbnry,  John  Meir 

Atherley-Jones,  L. 

Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 

Baker,  Joseph  A.(Finslrary,E.) 

Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  £.  B. 

Barnes,  G.  N. 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Beaumont,  W.  C.  B.  (Hexham) 

Bell,  Richard 

Bellairs,  Oarlyon 

Benn,Sir  J.William8(DeTonp'rt 

Bertram,  Julius 

Billson,  Alfred 

Birrell,  Kt.  Hon.  Augustine 

Black,  Arthur  W.(B^ford8hire 

Brace,  William 

Brigg,  John 

Brooklehurst,  W.  B. 


AYES. 

Bnmner,  J.F.L. (Lanes., Leigh) 
Burke,  E.  Haviland- 
Bumyeat,  W.  J.  D  . 
Burt,  Bt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Buzton,Rt.  Hn. Sydney  Charles 
Byles,  William  Pollard 
Cameron,  Robert 
Causton,Rt.Hn.  RichardKnight 
Channing,  Francis  Allston 
Cheetham,  John  Frederick 
Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 
Churchill,  Winston  Spencer 
Clancy,  John  Joseph 
Clarke,  C.  Goddard  . 

aeland,  J.  W.  * 

Clough,  W. 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 
Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S.Panoras,W. 
Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 
Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,C.H.(Su88ex,E.Gri8t'd 
Comw^,  Sir  Edwin  A. 
Cowan,  W.  H. 


Craig,  Herbert  J.(Tynemouth) 
Crooks,  William 
Crossley,  William  J. 
Cullinan,  J. 

Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 
Dickinson,  W.H.(St.Pancras,N. 
Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Duckworth,  James 
Duncan,C.  (Barrow-in-Furness) 
Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 
Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 
Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 
Elibank,  Master  of 
Esmonde,  Sir  Thomas 
Everett,  R.  Lacey 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Ferens,  T.  R. 
Ffrench,  Peter 
Flynn,  James  Christopher 
Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 
Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 
Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
Gill,  A.  H. 
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olher  feature  it  may  have  acquired  in  the 
course  of  time  can  oe  allowed  to  obliterate 

that No  one  has  any  right  to  expect 

that  intelligent  and  clear-sighted  workers  will 
bc^  cajoled  into  any  otlier  view  of  trade 
unionism  than  that  it  is  an  engine  of  war 
performing  humane  and  beneficent  functions 
during  peace." 

He  supposed  that  whilst  a  trade  union 
was  contemplating  a  trade  dispute  would 
be  a  time  of  industrial  peace.  He  could 
understand  giving  power  of  an  altogether 
extraordinary  character  to  trade  unions 
of  masters  and  men  during  an  industrial 
war,  but  he  could  not  understand  upon 
this  clause  any  more  than  upon  the 
other  why  they  should  extend  those 
immunities,  the  only  defence  of  which 
was  that  they  were  necessary  because 
of  the  extraordinary  conditions  of 
industrial  war,  to  a  time  which  was 
admittedly  one  of  industrial  peace  during 
which  these  disputes  were  merely 
in  contemplation.  The  words  were  ex- 
tremely wide.  The  view  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  was  that  trade 
unions  were  engines  of  war. 

The  chairman  :  May  I  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  what  this  clause 
deals  with  is  **  an  act  done  by  a  person  in 
contemplation  or  furtherance  of  a  trade 
dispute."  The  hon.  Member  is  talking 
about  trade  unions,  and  a  trade  union  is 
not  a  person. 

♦Mr.  BOWLES  contended  that  a 
member  of  a  trade  union  was  a 
person.  The  avowed  policy  of  thi 
clause  was  to  apply  only  to  a  time  of 
industrial  war,  and  he  did  not  understand 
why  it  should  be  extended  to  the  mere 
contemplation  of  a  trade  dispute.  He 
hoped  the  learned  Attorney-General 
would  be  able  to  explain  why  this  very 
wide  extension  of  this  principle  was 
considered  necessary. 

Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  this  clause 
was  inserted  to  meet  the  suggestion 
that  it  would  be  well  to  give  legislative 
efiect  to  the  decision  of  the  House 
of  Lords  in  the  case  of  Allen  v.  Flood. 
The  Commissioners  had  themselves 
fr'amed  a  provision  even  wider  than 
that  contained  in  the  present  Bill,  and 

the  words  "  in  contemplation  or  further- 
ance of  a  trade  dispute  '*  were  a  restriction 

Mr,  Bowles, 


which  the  Commissioners  suggested  as 
an  improvement  of  the  law.  The 
majority  Report  stated — 

"  That  an  Act  should  be  passed  to  declare  that 
an  individual  shall  not  be  liable  for  doing  any 
act  not  in  itself  an  actionable  tort  only  on  the 
ground  that  it  is  an  interference  with  another 
person's  trade,  business,  or  employment." 

He  took  that  view  himself.  He  thought 
the  hon.  Member  for  Norwood  would 
acknowledge  that  he  had  discussed 
at  considerable  length  the  efEect  of  the 
words  "  contemplation  or "  in  con- 
nection with  Clause  1,  and  in  regard  to 
this  Amendment  he  had  used  much 
the  same  arguments.  Consequently  he 
had  repeated  the  answer  which  he 
gave  upon  an  earlier  Amendment. 

Sir  EDWARD  CARSON  said  he  did 
not  want  to  prolong  this  discussion 
in  regard  to  the  words  *'  contemplation 
or."  He  understood  that  it  was  not 
proposed  to  alter  the  law  at  all  by  this 
section,  but  the  Attorney-General  merely 
wished  to  make  the  law  clear  as  it  had 
been  laid  down  in  the  Courts. 

'^Mr.  BOWLES  said  he  remained  of 
the  same  opinion,  but  as  he  did  not 
desire  to  detain  the  Committee,  he  asked 
leave  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  next  Amendment  stood  in  the 
name  of  Mr.  Clavell  Salter  as  follows  : — 

"  In  page  1,  line  15,  after  the  word '  ditpntr/ 
to  insert  the  words  '  between  employers  and 
^  orkraen.*  ** 

♦Mr.  CLAVELL  SALTER  said  he 
moved  an  Amendment  in  regard  to  this 
matter  on  the  first  clause.  It  was  defeated 
by  a  substantial  majority  and  he  did  not 
desire  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
Committee  in  moving  this  Amendment. 
The  Committee  would  remember  that  on 
the  occasion  of  the  discussion  of  the 
other  Amendment  the  Attorney-Oeneral 
admitted  the  necessity  of  defining  **  trade 
dispute,"  and  said  he  would  consider  the 
matter.  He  did  not  know  whether  it 
would  be  convenient  for  the  hon.  and 
learned  Oentleman  now  to  give  the 
definition.  He  thought  it  would  be  of 
great  assistance  to  know  what  were 
the3.terms  of  the  definition  of  **tnde 
dispute"  which  he  proposed  to  in- 
corporate  in  the  Bill. 
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Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  F.  B. 

Barnes,  Q.  N. 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Beaumont,  W.  G.  B.  (Hexham) 

Bell,  Richard 

Bellairs,  Orlyon 

Benn,Si  r  J.  Wi  lliams(Deyonp'rt 

Bertram,  Julius 

Billson,  Alfred 

Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 

Black,  Arthur  W.(  Bedfordshire 

Brace,  William 

Brigg,  John 

Brocklehurst,  W.  B. 

Brooke,  Stopford 

Brnnner,  J.F.L.(Lancs.,Leigh) 

Burke.  K.  Haviland- 

Bumyeat,  W.  J.  D. 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Buxton,Rt.  Hn.  Sidney  Charles 

Cameron,  Robert 

Oauston,Rt.  Hn.  Rii-hard  Knight 

Channing,  Francis  A  Iston 

Cheetham,  John  Frederick 

Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 

Churchill,  Winston  Spencer 

Clancy,  John  Joseph 

Clarke,  C.  Goddard 

Cleland,  J.  W. 

aough,  W. 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 

Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 

CoUinSySir  W.J.(8.Pancras,W. 

Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Cooper,  Q.  J. 

Corbett,C  H  (Sussex,  E.Qrinst'd 

ComwaU,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cowan,  W.  H. 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 

Crooks.  William 

Cro6s!ey,  William  J. 

CuUinan,  J. 

J)avie^  Timothy  (Fulham) 

Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 

Dickinson,  W.H.(St  Pancras,N. 

Dilke,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Duckworth,  James 

Duncan,  C.  (Barrow-in-Furness 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 

Elibank,  Master  of 

Esmonde,  Sir  Thomas 

Everett,  R.  Lacey 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ferens,  T.  R. 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Flynn,  James  Christopher 

Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 

Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 

Fuller,  John  Biiohael  F. 

GiU,  A.  H. 

Glover,  Thomas 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 

Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Churchill 

Hall,  Frederick 

Halpin,  J. 

Harcourt,  Rt.  Hon.   Lewis 

Hardie,J.Keir  (Merthyr  Tydvil 
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Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
Haslam,  Jahies  (Derbyshire) 
Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 
Haworth,  Arthur  A. 
Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 
Hazleton,   Richard 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Henderson, J. M.  (Aberdeen,W. 
Henry,  Charles  S. 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
HiUs,  J.  W. 
Hobart,  Sir  Robert 
Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 
Homiman,  Emslie  John 
Hudson,  Walter 
Hyde,  Clarendon 
lUingworth,  Percy  N. 
Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 
Jacoby,  James  Alfred 
Jardine,  Sir  J. 
Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 
Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 
Jones,  William(Carnarvon8hiro 
Jowett,  F.  W. 
Joyce,  Michael 
Kei&rley,  Hudson  E. 
Kekewich,  Sir  George 
Kelley,  George  D. 
Kettle,  Thomas  Michael 
King,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw,  Robert 
Lamb,  Ernest  H.'(  Rochester) 
Lambert,  George 
Lamont,  Norman 
Leese,Sir  Joseph  E.(Accrington 
Lehmann,  R.  C. 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Lough,  Thomas 
Lupton,  Arnold 
Lyell,  Charles  Henry 
Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 
Maodonald,J.M.(  Falkirk  B*ghs 
Mackarness,  Frederic  C. 
Macpherson,  J.  T. 
MacVeagh,Jeremiah  (Down,S.) 
MaoVeigh,  Charles  (Donegal,E. 
M'Cailum,  John  M. 
M*Kenna,  Reginald 
M*Laren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 
Maddison,  Frederick 
Blallet,  (Jharles  E. 
Marks,G.  Croydon  (Launoeston) 

Marnham,  F.  J. 

Massie,  J. 

Masterman,  C.  F.  G. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

Montagu,  E.  8. 

Mooney,  J.  J. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Murphy,  John 

Napier,  T.  B. 

NichoUs,  George 

NichoIson,C!harleHN.(DonoA  Vr 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norman,  Ht»nry 

Norton,  <'apt.  C«'oil  William 

0'Brien,Kenda'(  ri|»(»erary  Mid 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 

O'Grady,  J. 
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O'Malley,  William 
Parker,  James  (Halifax) 
Paul,  Herbert 
Paul  ton,  James  Mellor 
Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs.  Leek) 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Price,  C.E.(Edinburgh,Central) 
Radford,  G.  H. 
Rainy,  A.  RoUand 
Raphael,  Herbert  H. 
Rees,  J.  D. 

Richards,Thomas  ( W.Monm'th 
Richards.  T.  F.(  Wolverh'mpt*n 
Richardson,  A. 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 
Robertson,Rt.  Hn.  E.  (Dundee 
RobertsonSir  G.Scott  (Bradfrd 
Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 
Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
Roe,  Sir  Thomas 
Rose,  Charles  Day 
Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 
Schwann,Sir  C.E.(Manchester) 
Scott,  A.  H  ( Ashton-under-Lyne 
Sears,  J.  E. 
Seely,  Major  J.  B. 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 
Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smyth,  Thomas  F.(Leitrim,S.) 
Snowden,  P. 

Stanley,  Hn.A.Lyulph  (CJhesh.) 
Steadman,  W.  C. 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Summerbell,  T. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Tennant,Sir  Edward  (Salisbury 
Thomasson,  Franklin 
Thomp8onJ.W.H.(Somfir8et,E. 
Thome,  William 
Toulmin,  George 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 
Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walters,  John  Tudor 
Walton,  Sir  John  L.(Leeds,  S.) 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Ward,  John  (Stoke  upon  Trent 
Ward  W.Dudle3rf  Southampton 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
White,  Patrick  (Meath,  North) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (HaUfax) 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R.) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (StPancras.S.) 
Wilson.  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 
Tbllbrs  for  the  Ay«8— Mr. 

Whiteley    and    Mr.    J.    A. 

Pease. 
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Acland-Hocd,RtHn.SirAlex.F. 
Balcarrcp,  Lord 
Balfour,RtHn.A.J.(City  Lond. 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Beac-hyHr. Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Bowie",  G.  Stewart 
Caraop,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Oastlereagh,  Viscount 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
Oaik,  Sir  Henry 
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Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akcrs- 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 
Gordon,  J.  (Londonderry,  S.) 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Lyttelton,  Rt.Hon.  Alfred 
Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Parkee,  Ebenezer 
Pea8e,HerbertPike  (Darlington 
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Rawlin8on,John  Feeder  ick  Poi>l 
Smith,  F.  £.( Li veipooU  Walton 
Thomson, W.  Mitchcll-(Linark) 
Valentia,  Viscount 


Tbllbrs  for  thb  Koss — Sir 
Frederick  Banbury  and  Mr. 
Evelyn  Cecil. 


♦Sir   CHARLES    DILKE   moved   to 
insert  in  line  20  after  "  working "  the 
words   ''and   such   attending   shall   not 
be  held  to  be  a  nuisance."    He  said  the 
Amendment  raised  the  question  whether 
tiiose  who  engage  in  picketing  should  be 
subject  to  the  law  of  nuisance.    Nuisance 
was  an  offence  which  could  be  dealt  with 
in  two  different  ways — a  public  nuisance 
by  indictment  and  a  private  nuisance  by 
injunction.    It  was  by  injunction  that 
they  would  have  to  deal  with  it  before 
the  courts.    This  was  the  subject  of  a 
great  deal  of  discussion  before  the  Stand- 
ing   Committee,    and    a    great    deal    of 
evidence  was  given  in  regard  to  it  before 
the  Commission.    The  principal  witness 
on  the  law  with  relation  to  the  subject 
was   Mr.  Askwith,  K.C.    Mr.   Askwith's 
evidence    extended   over    two    or    three 
different  sittings  of  the  Commission  and 
was  of  extreme  interest.     In  giving  his 
original  statement  he  said  that  peaceable- 
persuasion-picketing  might  be  struck  at 
as  a  nuisance  under  common  law.     He 
read  the  words  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls 
and  Lord  Lindley  to  show  that  picketing 
might  amount  to  a  private  nuisance,  &nd 
be  subject  to  injunction,  or  that  it  might 
be  indicted  as  a  public   nuisance.    He 
was   examined   by   Mr.    Arthur   Cohen, 
who  was  one  of  the  highest  authorities 
on  the  subject,  and  in  that  examination 
he  said  that  if  peaceful  persuasion  wts 
authorised  by   the   Bill,  and   if   a  new 
sub-section  were  passed,  it  did  not  follow 
that   it   would    prevent    persons    from 
taking    action    against    picketing,    and 
that  an   injunction  might  be  obtained 
against   workmen   engaged   in   peaceful 
persuasion    in    respect   of   its   being    a 
nuisance.    The  matter  was  brought  up 
on    several    subsequent    occasions,    and 
it  was  suggested  that  the  Bill  should 
contain    a    clause    as   to    picketing   on 
difieient    lines    from    the    clause    now 
before  the  Oommitteet  but  very  similar 


to  a  clause  which  was  before  the  Com- 
mission in  different  Bills  they  examined. 
It  was  called  Mr.  Haldane's  suggestion. 
Mr.  Cohen  put  a  whole  series  of  questions 
to  Mr.  Askwith  with  regard  1o  that 
suggestion.  His  answers  were  reported 
at  page  37  of  the  evidence.  Mr.  Haldane^s 
suggestion  appeared  to  have  been  thai 
picketing  should  be  dealt  with  as  a  pubUc 
or  private  nuisance,  and  that  matter  was 
pursued  for  some  time.  Mr.  Askwith  did 
not  appear  to  understand  the  exact  point 
put  io  him.  He  said  that  picketing  was 
already  a  nuisance,  and  that  those  who 
engaged  in  it  were  liable  to  action  for 
pubUo  and  private  nuisance,  in  the  way 
both  of  indictment  and  injunction. 
Whether  they  should  leave  those  engaged 
in  peaceful  picketing  to  be  li&ble  to  &ur 
forms  of  prosecution — for  molestation  or 
obstruction,  under  the  word  "  reaaoo- 
ablv,"  indictment  for  public  nuisance, 
an^  injunction  for  private  nuisance 
—was  clearly  a  matter  which  ought 
to  be  raised  on  this  clause,  and  it 
was  for  that  reason  that  he  ventuied 
to  move  the  Amendment  to  see  what 
view  the  (Jovemment  took  upon  it. 

Amendment  proposed — 

*'In  page  1,  line  20,  after  the  word 
*  working,*  to  insert  the  words  'and  snob 
attending;  Bhall  not  be  held  to  be  a  nuieance.' ' 
-^{Sir  Charles  DUke.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  he  took  it 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
were  necessary.  His  right  hon.,  friend 
was  no  doubt  right  in  saying  tiiat  picket- 
ing in  the  sense  in*  which  that -expression 
was  understood  before  the  passing  of  the 
more  recent  legislation  in  regard  to  trade 
disputes  was  under  the  common  law  of 
the  nature  of  a  nuisance,  and  that  those 
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who  engaged  in  it  were  liable  to  a  prose- 
cution or  an  action.  Under  the  Act  of 
1875  the  only  authorisation  of  picketing 
was  by  way  of  qualification  of  the  section 
which  made  it  an  unlawful  act  for  any 
person  to  watch  or  beset.  "This  Bill  put 
picketing  upon  an  entirely  new  footing. 
It  was  a  distinct  declaration  that  certain 
proceedings  should  be  lawful,  and  it  was 
perfectly  clear  if  the  framework  of  the 
clause  was  considered  that  any  acts 
which  came  within  its  scope  were  lawful 
acts ;  and  if  they  were  lawful  acts  they 
were  lawful  for  all  purposes,  and  they 
could  not  say  that  certain  acts  which 
were  lawful  acts  could  be  deemed  to  be  a 
nuisance,  because  a  nuisance  was  an 
unlawful  act,  and  therefore  they  would 
have  a  contradiction  in  terms.  It 
followed  that  any  picketing  which  was 
held  to  be  peaceable  and  reasonable  and 
which  was  conducted  with  the  view  of 
exercising  rights  under  this  section  would 
be  held  by  a  Court  to  be  lawful  and  could 
not  be  held  to  be  a  nuisance.  It  was 
unnecessary  to  say  that  conduct  which 
Parliament  declared  to  be  lawful  should 
not  be  unlawful  in  the  sense  of  being  a 
nuisance. 

Mr.  SHACKLETON  (Lancashire,  N.E., 
Clitheroe)  said  he  wished  he  could 
be  satisfied  with  the  assurance  of  the 
Attorney-General,  but  he  was  afraid 
be  could  not.  The  words  of  the  old 
Act  dealing  with  this  question  were 
fairly  safe.    The  words  were — 

''Attending  at  or  near  a  place  where  a 
person  resides  or  workff.*' 

Peaceful  persuasion  under  that  clause 
had  been  held  to  be  a  nuisance.  That 
was  their  difficulty.  Justice  Chitty 
stated — 

*'  Proof  that  the  nnif  ance  was  peacefally  to 
persuade  other  people  would  afford  no  defence 
tor  such  an  action. 

At  present,  persons  might  be  peacefully 
persuaded  provided  the  method  em- 
ployed was  not  a  nuisance  to  other 
people.  That  was  the  whole  danger 
of  the  situation,  and  if  these  words 
were  not  accepted  he  was  afraid  they 
would  confer  certain  powers  by  the 
clause  which  could  be  knocked  out  by 
a  charge  of  nuisance. 


♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKB  drew  attention 
to  the  fact  that  on  page  11  of  the  Report 
of  the  Commission  was  set  out  the  claus3 
of  the  Bill  of  the  Member  for  Spen 
Valley,  and  that  clause  began  with  the 
words — 

"  It  shall  be  lawful." 

The  Commissioners  added — 

"  although  the  evidence  might  be  such  as  to 
constitute  a  nuisance.'' 

They  seemed  to  take  the  opposite 
view  to  the  Attorney-Greneral. 

Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  the  Com- 
missioners pointed  out  that  it  might 
be  held  to  be  a  nuisance,  but  if  they 
put  the  word  "reasonable"  in,  and  the 
Court  held  that  the  right  was  exercised 
in  a  reasonable  way,  it  could  not  bo  a 
nuisance,  because  if  it  were  a  nuisance 
it  could  not  be  reasonable. 

Mr.  ATHERLEY  -  JONES  dig  .rod 
from  the  Attorney  -  General,  and 
said  he  was  perfectly  clear  in  his  own 
mind  that  the  objection  urged  by  his 
right  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  the 
Forest  of  Dean  was  well  founded.  The 
law  did  not  authorise  illegal  acts.  This 
section  did  not  authorise  illegal  acts.  Sup- 
posing they  showed  that  either  intimida- 
tion or  a  nuisance  or  molestation  had  been 
committed,  the  clause  would  not  protect 
against  an  action.  Therefore  the  clause 
was  perfectly  illusory  and  afforded  no 
protection  in  respect  of  nuisance.  The 
clause  did  nothing  more  than  state  what 
the  existing  law  was,  with  the  exception 
that  it  provided  that  they  must  also  prove 
that  the  acts  allowed  were  done  in  a 
reasonable  manner.  If  the  clause  passed 
in  its  present  form,  therefore,  trade 
unions  would  be  worse  off  than  before, 
because  they  would  have  to  establish 
that  picketing  was  conducted  in  a  reason- 
able manner.  He  believed  his  right  hon. 
friend's  Amendment  was  good  la w^  and 
good  sense* 

Mf.  J.  WARD  (Stoko  -  on  -  Trent) 
gathered  from  the  observations  of  the 
Attorney-Oeneral  that  he  agreed  that  it 
was  necessary  to  provide  that  picketing 
should  not  be  treated  as  a  nuisance,  but 
'  that  his  contention  was  that  the  clause 
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I  own.  The  dispute  was  not  about 
wages ;  it  was  about  the  quality  of  the 
material  supplied  to  the  operators. 
They  endeavoured  to  get  compensation 
for  the  bad  material  and  they  failed. 
Eventually  the  weavers  themselves 
demanded  that  they  should  cease  work 
rather  than  go  on  as  they  were,  and 
the  union  had  to  consent  to  this 
and  to  serve  notice  in  a  proper 
manner.  The  employers  immediately 
sent  out  a  circular,  advertised  in  the 
newspapers,  and  placarded  the  town  all 
round  to  this  eSect — 

"  Wanted,  weavers  for mill.  Standard  list 

of  wages  paid." 

No  Operative  who  had  been  out  of  work 
for  two  years  would  refuse  to  rush  to  the 
firm  for  work  where  the  employer  had 
declared  that  the  trade  union  rate  of 
wages  was  paid.  As  the  result  of  that 
advertisement  they  got  the  workmen. 
As  secretary  he  claimed  the  right  to  call 
a  meeting  of  those  weavers  and  explained 
to  them,  **  You  have  been  brought  here 
under  a  wrong  impression.  The  dispute 
is  not  about  wages  at  all,  but  about  bad 
material,  which  has  in  effect  reduced 
wages.  We  ask  you  to  consider  whether 
it  is  a  fair  thing  for  you  to  come  down 
here  to  take  positions  on  information  of 
this  kind  which  is  only  part  of  the  truth 
and  not  altogether  true."  He  proceeded  no 
further  and  said  not  another  word  to  those 
weavers,  but  the  effect  of  that  statement 
of  the  other  side  of  the  case  was  that  they 
refused  to  go  on  any  longer  or  to  assist  the 
employer  in  his  effort  to  force  on  the  old 
employees  bad  material,  and  they  broke 
the  contract.  The}  were  under  a  contract 
to  give  seven  or  fourteen  days  notice. 
Was  he,  for  simply  stating  the  facts  of  the 
case  in  that  way,  to  be  held  responsible  as 
an  individual  ?     It  had  been  held  to  be 

illegal  to  induce  those  people  to  break 
their  contracts,  and  therefore  he  thought 
the  Committee  would  fully  realise  that  it 
was  unreasonable  to  put  them  in  such  a 
position  that  they  would  be  landed  in 
serious  consequences  for  simply  stating 
the  facts  of  the  case.  In  that  case,  how- 
ever, he  left  these  people  to  decide  for 
themselves  whether  they  would  break  the 
contract.  He  knew  how  risky  it  was 
under  the  law  as  it  then  stood  and  he 
refused  to  go  any  further  than  simply 
Mr.  ShiukUton. 


state  the  true  facts.  He  thought  they 
were  entitled  to  exemption  in  regard  to 
an  action  such  as  that. 

♦Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  he  had 
not  spoken  after  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
moved  the  Amendment  because  that 
very  question  arose  in  the  discussion  on 
an  earlier  clause.  It  was  then  stated  that 
the  doctrine  of  Bowen  v.  Hall  was  in- 
applicable  in  the  course  of  such  disputes 
as  were  contemplated  by  this  Bill,  and  he 
gave  the  Committee  some  reasons  for  sup- 
porting that  view.  In  the  first  place  that 
doctrine,  novel  as  it  was,  depended 
entirely  upon  the  consideration  whether 
the  persuasion  used  was  malicious.  The 
ordinary  cases  of  persuasion  of  which  they 
had  had  illustrations  in  the  speech  just 
made  could  scarcely  be  held  to  be 
malicious  in  any  fair  sense  of  the  term, 
although  so  regarded  by  the  law ;  that 
was  to  say,  if  the  men  conducting  the 
strike  were  fairly  stating  the  case  of 
labourers  who  had  struck  to  labourers 
who  were  imported  they  could  scarcely 
call  that  proceeding  malicious.  There 
were  many  cases  in  which  workmen  wero 
engaged  in  ignorance  of  or  under  some 
misrepresentation  of  the  true  nature  of 
the  dispute.  If  the  law  were  to  put  a  stop 
to  every  effort  at  persuasion  in  regard  to 
men,  however  numerous,  who  had  entered 
into  contract  under  misapprehension, 
however  grave,  it  would  be  impossible 
that  these  disputes  should  be  conducted 
on  equal  terms. 

♦Mr.  hills  did  not  think  the 
Amendment  went  far  enough.  Even 
if  a  person  induced  a  man  to  break 
his  contract  for  a  malicious  motive  and 
for  the  exclusive  benefit  of  the  person 
who  induced  the  breach,  he  held  that 
justice  would  be  satisfied  by  giving  the 
pcfrson  whose  contract  was  broken  a 
right  of  action  against  the  person  break- 
ing it,  and  not  against  the  third  person 
who  had  induced  the  breach.  In  all 
these  disputes  a  great  many  wrongs  were 
done  for  which  there  was  no  legal  remedy. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURT  moved 
as  an  Amendment  to  the  Amendment  to 
insert  after  "  induces  "  the  words  *'  other- 
wise than  maliciously."  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Reading  had  told  them  that  the 
Amendment  was  of  no  practioal  tSvct, 
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DIE  desired  to  ask  the 
apon  a  personal  matter. 
Liobby  while  the  division 
¥  .en   the  hon.   Gentleman 

op^  Chief  Government  Whip, 

80u^  ,  *.  .uce  Members  not  to  vote  for 
the  Amendment  on  the  plea  that  if  they 
did  so  the  Government  would  move  to 
report  progress  and  certain  consequence^ 
might  follow.  But  that  was  a  mere 
preliminary.  The  personal  matter  upon 
which  he  wished  to  ask  the  Chairman's 
ruling  was  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
said — 

*'  If  yon  vote  for  this  Amendment  you  are 
playing  this  fellow's  game — " 

pointing  to  himself  (Mr.  Keir  Hardio) 
when  he  said  "this  fellow."  He  wished 
to  ask  whether  a  personal  remark  of  that 
kind  was  in  order  ? 


The  CHAIRMAN:    I 
that  is  a  point  of  order. 


do  not  think 


Mb.  keir  HARDIE  :  What  is  it  then  ? 

♦The  CHAIRMAN :   There  is  no  threat 
of    an    improper     character    in   saying 


that  the  (Jovemment  would  report 
progress  in  certain  circumstances  or  in 
saying  that  ''  Tou  are  playing  this 
fellow's  game."  It  seems  to  me  to 
come  under  the  head  of  persuading 
peaceably  and  in  a  reasonable  manner. 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY  TO  THE  TREASURY  (Mr. 
George  Whiteley  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Pudsey):  The  description  of  the 
conversation  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  given  is  absolutely  correct.  It  was  the 
great  necessity  of  avoiding  an  accident  to 
the  Bill  which  made  me  say  so,  and  I 
hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  take  this 
incident  to  heart. 

Mb.  KEIR  HARDIE :  I  wish  to  ask 
why  the  Chief  Whip  does  not  think  that 
as  a  matter  of  personal  honour  he  should 
withdraw  the  offensive  remark  ''  This 
feUow." 


Mb.  GEORGE  WHITELEY :  If  the 
hon.  Member  thinks  it  offensive  I  will 
withdraw  it.  But  it  was  not  intended 
to  be  offensive. 
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was  already  framed  to  meet  that.  But 
trade  unionists  were  not  satisfied  that 
the  clause  as  drafted  did  meet  it.  If  the 
Attorney-Greneral  agreed  with  them  in 
principle,  what  objection  could  he  have 
to  the  inclusion  of  the  words  suggested  in 
the  Amendment  1  He  hoped  the  ques- 
tion would  be  put  to  the  vote  and  that 
those  who  at  the  (General  Election  agreed 


to  restore  trade  unions  to  the  position 
they  occupied  prior  to  the  Taff  Vala 
and  other  adverse  judgments,  would 
be  found  voting  for  the  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The    Committee   divided :    Ayes    122, 
Noes  127.    (Division  List  No.  309.) 
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M^Kenna,  Reginald 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 

Marks,G.  Croydon  (Laonceston 

Mamham,  F.  J 

Massie,  J. 

Menzies,  Walter 
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Morse,  L.  L. 
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Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
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Robertson,  Rt.  Hn.  E.(Dimdee) 


IHsputes  Bill, 


1662 


Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 

Roe,  Sir  Thomas 

Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 

Rose,  Charles  Day 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 

Sears,  J.  £. 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B. 

Siloock,  Thomas  Ball 

Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 

Stanley,  Hn.  A.Lyulph(Che8h.) 

Straohey,  Sir  Edward 

Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 

Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 

Tennant,  Sir  Edward  (Salisbury 

Thomasson,  Franklin 

Thompson,  J.W.H.(Somer8et,E 

Thomson,  W.  Mitchell  (Lanark) 

Ure,  Alexander 

Valeutia,  Viscount 

Wallace,  Robert 

Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leeds,  S.) 

Ward,  W.I>udley(Southampton 

White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire 

Whitehead,  Rowland 

Whitley,J.H.  (Halifax) 

Wik)s,  lliomas 

Wilson,  Henry  J.  )York,  W.R.) 

Tbllibs  vob  thb  Noss — 
Mr.  Whiteley  and  BIr.  J.  A. 
Pea9e. 


•DIE  desired  to  ask  the 
upon  a  personal  matter. 
Lobby  while  the  division 
>  xen   the  hon.   Gentleman 

op^  Chief  Government  Whip, 

8ou^  ^  .  iuce  Members  not  to  vote  for 
the  Amendment  on  the  plea  that  if  they 
did  so  the  Government  would  move  to 
report  progress  and  certain  consequence^^ 
might  follow.  But  that  was  a  mere 
preliminary.  The  personal  matter  upon 
Hhich  he  wished  to  ask  the  Chairman's 
ruling  was  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
said — 

*'  If  yon  vote  for  this  Amendment  you  are 
playing  this  fellow's  game — " 

pointing  to  himself  (Mr.  Keir  Hardio) 
when  he  said  "  this  fellow."  He  wished 
to  ask  whether  a  personal  remark  of  that 
kind  was  in  order  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:    I  do  not  think 
that  is  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  keir  HARDIE  :  What  is  it  then  ? 

♦The  chairman  :   There  is  no  threat 
of    an    improper     character    in   saying 


that  the  Government  would  report 
progress  in  certain  circumstances  or  in 
saying  that  **  Tou  are  playing  this 
fellow's  game."  It  seems  to  me  to 
come  under  the  head  of  persuading 
peaceably  and  in  a  reasonable  manner. 

The  parliamentary  SECRE- 
TARY  TO  THE  TREASURY  (Mr. 
George  Whiteley  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Pudsey):  The  description  of  the 
conversation  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  given  is  absolutely  correct.  It  was  the 
great  necessity  of  avoiding  an  accident  to 
the  Bill  which  made  me  say  so,  and  I 
hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  take  this 
incident  to  heart. 


Mb.  keir  HARDIE :  I  wish  to  ask 
why  the  Chief  Whip  does  not  think  that 
as  a  matter  of  personal  honour  he  should 
withdraw  the  offensive  remark  '*  This 
feUow." 

Mb.  GEORGE  WHITELEY :  If  the 
hon.  Member  thinks  it  offensive  I  will 
withdraw  it.  But  it  was  not  intended 
to  be  offensive. 
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*Mr.  CLAVELL  SALTER  (Hants, 
Basingstoke)  had  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  to  move — 

"In  page  1,  line  20,  after  the  word  *  working,' 
to  insert  the  worda  *  provided  that  nothing  in 
this  section  shall  make  it  lawful  to  procure  the 
breach  of  any  contract  or  to  act  so  as  to  canse 
reasonable  apprehension  in  the  mind  of  ctny 
person  that  violence  will  be  used  to  him  or  hia 
family,  or  damage  be  done  to  his  property.'  " 


*The  chairman  said  the  first  part 
of  the  hon.  Member's  Amendment  was 
in  order,  but  the  second  part  was  not. 
It  was  in  order  down  to  the  words 
"  breach  of  contract." 

*Mk.  CLAVELL  SALTER  accordingly 
moved  a  proviso  to  the  effect  that 
nothing  in  this  section  should  make  it 
lawful  to  procure  the  breach  of  any 
contract.  He  said  he  wished  to  insert 
words  which  would  make  it  clear  that 
picketing  should  not  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  inciting  and  procuring  persons 
to  break  their  contracts.  When  he  had 
the  honour  of  speaking  on  a  previous 
occasion  he  pointed  out  that  this  Bill 
would  have  the  effect  of  making  it 
possible  for  pickets  to  incite  people 
to  break  their  contracts  without  punish- 
ment, and  he  thought  the  learned 
Solicitor-General  d'ssented  from  that 
view.  He  then  asked  that  words  should 
be  inserted  in  the  Bill  which  would 
make  the  matter  clear.  He  noticed  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  Forest  of  Dean  proposed  to 
deal  with  this  matter  on  Clause  3,  and 
if  it  was  left  generally  that  a  picket 
was  allowed  to  solicit  people  to  abstain 
from  work  when  those  people  were  under 
contract,  the  sentence  would  be  ambigu- 
ous in  the  highest  degree  upon  the 
point  whether  it  would  be  unlawfxil 
to  solicit  persons  to  break  their  contracts. 
He  would  ask  the  Attorney-General 
whether    following    the    declaration    of 

the  Solicitor-General  he  did  not  think 
it  was  desirable  that  this  question 
shomld  be  dealt  with,  either  in  the 
form  he  suggested,  or  in  some  other  and 
better  form,  in  order  to  make  it  clear 
that  the  picketing  and  solicitation  which 
were  to  be  sanctioned  by  the  clause 
should  not  be  such  as  to  procure  breaches 
of  contract. 


Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  1,  line  20,  after  the  word  *  workitig* 
to  insert  the  words  '  provided  that  nothing  in 
this  section  shall  make  it  lawful  to  procure 
the  breach  of  any  contraot* "- -3fr.  ClaveU 
Salter, ) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

*SiR  JOHN  WALTON  said  he  could 
lot  accept  the  Ameadmeat.  He  had 
previously  explained  to  the  Committee 
why  he  could  not  do  so.  He  did 
not  think  the  Amendment  would 
be  in  the  interests  of  fair  play  and  free 
speech,  and  it  would  make  the  application 
of  the  clause  exceedingly  difficult.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  told  the  Com- 
mittee that  he  went  down  to  a  town 
in  South  Wales  to  persuade  a  number  of 
railway  employees,  who  had  been  recruited 
in  the  East  End,  not  to  interfere  with 
the  strike,  and  he  made  a  speech  to 
them  at  the  station,  and  that  it  turned 
out,  although  he  had  no  knowledge  of  the 
fact,  that  these  men  were  brought  down 
under  a  contract  by  the  company,  and 
were  bound  to  work  during  the  strike. 
He  did  not  think  this  Amendment  was 
in  the  interests  of  free  speech 
which  might  be  inspired  by  a  desire  to 
get  fair  play.  On  these  considerations 
he  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment. 

i 

Sir  E.  CARSON  said  he  fou-.d 
very  great  difficulty  in  ascertaining 
either  what  was  the  view  of  the 
Attorcey-Geceral  on  this  Amendment, 
or  what  was  the  meaning  of  the  section. 
He  could  not  say  whether  this  section 
would  threaten  or  persuade  men  to 
break  their  contracts  or  not,  but  he 
thought  it  was  a  clause  that  must  bring 
very  great  difficulty  to  any  tribunal 
before  which  it  might  come.  If  he 
were  a  yourger  lawyer  than  he 
was  he  would  be  delighted  with  it. 
He  really  thought  they  ought  to  make 
this  thing  clear.  They  were  divided 
very  sharply  about  this  question  and 
he  did  not  hesitate  in  the  least  to  put 
his  own  views.  What  was  the  use  of 
passing  a  section  in  this  Bill  which  would 
cost  years  of  argument  and  hundreds  of 
pounds  to  take  it  up  to  the  House  of  Lords 
to  decide  exactly  what  this  House  meant 
to  settle  in  this  matter.     If  they  were 
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going  to  legitimise  nuisance  or  crime  or 
anything  illegal  let  them  say  so  in  plain 
tenns.    As    sure    as    this    clause    was 
passed  what  would  happen  would    be 
that  they   would   find  these   questions 
coming  before  the  Courts ;  they  would  be 
argued  at  great  length  and  the  Courts 
would  decide.  The  Courts  might  decide  it 
in  a  way  the  Govcr  iment  did  not  intend 
and  then  they  would  have  hon.  Members 
coming    down   and  saying,  "It  is    all 
the  fault  of  the  Courts  who  have  made 
a  law  we  did  not    intend  "to   make." 
That  was  a  very  unfair  thing  to  say  of  the 
Courts,  because  they  put  these  things  in 
such  a  manner  that  it  might  be  fairly 
said  to  mean  that  one  was  only  to  persuade 
a  man  not  to  break  a  contract  or  to  be 
open    to    the    construction    that    the 
man  was  at  once  to  cease  work  and  to 
disregard  his  contract.      If  the  Courts 
were  asked  to  find  out  what  it  was  this 
House   of  Commons    determined    they 
would  always  assume  that  an3rthing  that 
had  hitherto  been  illegal  was  still  illegal, 
unless  this  House  said  in  the  plainest 
possible  terms   that   they  intended   to 


alter  it ;  the  Courts  could  only  alter  it 
in  tie  very  narrowest  way,  because  they 
would  naturally  say  the  House  of  Com- 
mons could  not  have  intended  to  make 
legal  that  which  had  hitherto  been  illegal. 
He  once  heard  a  Judge  when  construing 
a  section  of  an  Act  say — 

'*  As  regards  this  Act  of  Legislature  I  am  in 
the  position  of  a  person  trying  to  coostme  the 
will  of  an  illiterate  testator.  I  cannot  make 
out  what  he  meant,  and  he  is  not  here  for  me 
to  ask." 

That  was  exactly  the  case  here.  IC 
the  House  desired  to  authorise  a  person 
to  break  his  contract  it  ought  to  say  so. 
He  was  not  going  to  argue  the  question, 
but  he  did  say  .in  all  sincerity  that 
there  was  an  important  and  difficult 
question  of  law  arising  on  this  Tpoint, 
and  he  thought  the  House  ought  to 
decide  the  matter  for  itself  one  way 
or  the  other. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — ^Ayes,  29  ; 
Noes,  231.    pivision  List  No.  310.) 


AclandHood,  Sir  Alex.  F. 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Balfour,RtHn.AaT.(Gity  Lond. 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Beach,  Hn.Michael  HughHicks 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Castlereagh,  Viscount 
Cave,  George 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 


AYES. 

Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  E.) 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Du  Croa,  Harvey 
Forster,  Honry  William 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 
Gord0n,J.  (Londonderry,South 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Harrison-Broadloy,  Col.  H.  B. 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred         I 
Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent)  ' 

Nield,  Herbert 


O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pease,Herbert  Pike(Darlington 
Rawlinson,  John  Frederick  Peel 
Smith,  F.  E.( Liverpool, Walton 
Thomson,  W.  Mitchell-( Lanark 
Valentia,  Viscount 

Tbllsrs  for  the  Aybs — Mr. 
Salter  and  Mr.  Evelyn  Cecil. 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,  N.E.) 

Agnew,  George  William 

Alden,  Pfercy 

Allen,A.Acland  (Christchurch) 

Asquith,Rt.  Hn.Herbert  Henry 

Astbury,  John  Meir 

Atherley-Jones,  L 

Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmonth) 

Baring,Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Barlow,  Pfercy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  E.  B. 

Barnes,  G.  N. 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Bell,  Richard 

Bellairs  Carlyon 

Benn,Sir  J.  William8(Devonp'rt 

Bertram,  Julius 

Billson,  Alfred 

Black,Arthur  W.(  Bedfordshire 


NOES. 

Brace,  William 
Brigg,  John 
Bro^ehurst,  W.  B. 
Brooke,  Stopford 
Bnmner,  J.  F.L(  Lanes.,  Leigh) 
Brjrce,  J.  A.  (Inverness  Burghs) 
Burke,  E.  Haviland- 
Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bumyeat,  W.  J.  D. 
Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney  Charles 
Cameron,  Robert 
Campbell-Banner  man.  Sir  H. 
Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 
Causton^Rt.  Hn.  Richard  Knight 
Cheetham,  John  Frederick 
Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 
Churchill,  Winston  Spenoer 
Clancy,  John  Joseph 
Clarke,  C.  Goddard 


Cleland,  J.  W. 

Clough,  W. 

Cobbold.  Felix  Thornley 

Collins^Sir  Wm.J.(S.Pancra8,W 

Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,C  H  (Sussez,E.Grinst'd 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cowan,  W.  H. 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemonth) 

Crooks,  William 

Crossley,  William  J. 

Cullinan,  J. 

Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 

Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 

Dickinson,  W.  H.(St.  Pancras.lN. 

Dilke  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Duckworth,  James 

Duncan,  C.  (Barrow-in-Furness 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 
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Braoe»  William 
BrigK*  John 
Brc^klehurst,  W.  B. 
Brooke,  Stopford 
Bnmner  J.  F.  L.  (Lanos.,  Leigh) 
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Boms,  Rt.  H(Hi.  John 
Bumyeat,  W.  J.  D. 
Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Buxton,Rt.  Hn.  SydneyCharles 
Byles,  William  Pollard 
Cameron,  Robert 
Gampbell-Bannerman,  Sir  H. 
Garr-Qomm,  H.  W. 
CSauston,Rt.  Hn.RiohardKnight 
Ghanning,  Franois  Allston 
Cheetham,  John  Frederick 
CJherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 
Churchill,  Winston  Spenoer 
Clancy,  John  Joseph 
Qarke,  C.  Ck>ddard 
Qeland,  J.  W. 
aough,  W. 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 
Collins,  Sir  Wm.  J.(S.Panora8»W 
Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 
Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,C.H.(Sus8ex,E.Grin8tM 
Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 
Cowan,  W.  H. 
Cox,  Harold 

Criig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 
Crooks,  William 
Crossley,  William  J. 
Cullinan,  J. 
Dalziel,  James  Henry 
Bavies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 
Dickinson,  W.H.(St.Panoras,N. 
Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Duckworth,  James 
Duncan,  C.  (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 
Edwards,    Clement   (Denbigh) 
Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 
Elibank,  Master  of 
Esmonde,  Sir  Thomas 
Essex,  R.  W.  ^^ , 

Everett,  R.  Lacey  ' -^ 
Fenwick,  Charles  ^ 
Ferens,  T.  R.         ^ 
Ffrench,  Peter 
Flynn,  James  Christopher 
Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 
Freeman -Thomas,  Freeman 
Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
GiU,  A.  H. 

Gladstone, Rt.HnHerbert  John 

Glover,  Thomas 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Gooch,  George  Peabody 

Grant,  Corrie 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 

Grey,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward 

Griffith.  EUiR  J. 

Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Churchill 

Hall,  Frwlerick 

Halpin,  J. 

Harcourt,  Rt.  Hon.  Lewis 

Hardie,J.Keir(M'Tthyr  Tydvil) 

Hardy,  George  A.  (Suflfolk) 

Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 

Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 
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Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

'HaworUi,  Arthur  A. 

Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 

Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 

Hazleton,  Richard 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Henderson,  J.M.(  Aberdeen,  W.) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

HiUs,  J.  W. 

Hobhouse,  C!harles  E.  H. 

Hodge,  John 

Holden,  E.  Hopkinson 

Homiman,  Enislie  John 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hyde,  Clarendon 

Hlingworth,  Percy  H. 

Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 

Jackson,  R.  S. 

Jacoby,  James  Alfred 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gkteshead) 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jones, William  (Carnarvonshire 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 

Kelley,  George  D. 

Kettle,  Thomas  Michael 

King,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lambert,  George       j^  ^| 

Lamont,  Norman 

Leese,Sir  Joseph  F.  (Acorington 

Lehmann,  R.  C. 

Lever,  W.  H.  (Cheshire,  Wirral 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

LyeU,  Charles  Henry 

Lynch,  H.  B. 

Maodonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk  B*ghs 

Mackamess,  Frederic  C. 

Maclean,  Donald 

Macpherson,  J.  T. 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,S. 

MacVeigh,Charles(Donegal  £.) 

M*Callum,  John  M. 

M'Kenna,  Reginald 

M*Killop,  W. 

McLaren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 

Maddison,  Frederick 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 

Manfield,  Harry  (Northants) 

Mark8,G.Croydon(Launce8ton 

Marnham,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A,  E.  W.  (Coventry) 

Massie,  J. 

Masterman,  C.  F.  G. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

Montagu,  £.  S. 

Morgan,,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

MorreU.  PhiUp 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Murphy,  John 

Napier,  T.  B. 

NiohoUs,  George 

Nicholson,  CharlesN.fDoncast'r 

Nolan,  Joseph 
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Norman,  Henry 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

O*  Brien,Kendal(Tipperar7Mid) 

O* Connor,  John  (Kildare,  K.) 

O'Grady,  J. 

O'MaUey,  William 

Parker,  James  (Halifax) 

Paul,  Herbert 

Paulton,  James  Mellor 

Pearce,  Robert  (StaOs.  Leek) 

Power,  B&trick  Joseph 

Price,  C.  E.(Edinburgh,Central) 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Rainy,  A.  RoUand 

Raphael,  Herbert  H. 

Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Richards,Thomas  (W.Moiim*th 

Richards,  T.  F.  ( Wolverh'mpfn 

Richardson,  A. 

Rickett,  J.  Cbmpton 

Roberts,  CJharles  H.  (linook) 

Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 

Robertson,  Rt.  Hn.  E.  (Dundee 

Robert8on,Sir  G.Soott(Bnuif id 

Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 

Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William   SnowdoQ 

Roe,  Sir  Thomas 

Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 

Rose,  Charles  Day 

Rowlands,  J. 

Samuel,  Herbert  L(CleveUiid) 

Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hrde) 

Schwann,  Sir  C.  E.  (Manobeatsr) 

Soott,A.H.(Ashton  under  Lyir 

Seavems,  J.  H. 

Seely,  Major  J.  B. 

Shaokleton,  David  James 

Shaw,Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B. 

Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 

Silcook,  Thomas  Ball 

Simon,  John  Alleebrook 

Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 

Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 

Smyth,  Thomas  F.(Leitrinu  S.) 

Snowden,  P. 

Stanley,Hon.  A.Lyulph  (OMah.) 

Steadman,  W.  C. 

Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 

Strachey,  Sir  Edward 

Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 

Stuart,  James  (Sunderland^ 

Sullivan,  Donal 

Summerbell,  T. 

Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 

Tennant,Sir  Edward  (Salisborj 

Thomasson,  Franklin 

Thompson,  J.  W.  H.(Somenet,E. 

Thome,  William 

Toulmin,  George 

Ure,  Alexander 

Vemey,  F.  W. 

Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 

Wallace,  Robert 

Walton,Sir  John  L.  (Lm«1s,  S.) 

Walton,  Joseph  (Barnsley) 

Ward,  John  (Stoke  upon  Tre&t 

Ward, W.Dudley  (Southampt** 

Weir,  James  Galloway 

White,  J.  D.  (DumbartoQsUrt 
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Barnard,  E.  B. 

Barnes,  G.  N. 

Barraa,  Rowland  Hirst 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Bell.  Richard 

Bellairs,  Carlyon 

Bean,Sir  J.  WiUiams(Devonp*rt 

Bean,W.(T  *wV  Hamlets,S.Qeo. 

Bertram,  Julius 

Billson,  Alfred 

Black,Arthur  W.(  Bedfordshire) 

Braoe,  William 

Brigg,  John 

Brooklehurst,  W.  B. 

Brooke,  Stopford 

Branner,J.  F.  L.(Lanos.,Leiffh) 

Bryce.  J.  A.  (Inverness  Bur^^) 

Burke,  E.  Hayiland- 

Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Bumyeat,  W.  J.  D. 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Buxton.Rt.Ha.Sydaey  Charles 

Byles,  WiUiam  Pollard 

Cameron,  Robert 

Campbell-Bannerman,  Sir  H. 

Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 

Channing,  Francis  Allston 

Cheetham,  John  Frederick 

Cherry.  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 

Churchill,  Winston  Spencer 

Clancy.  John  Joseph 

Clarke.  C.  Goddard 

aeland,  J.  W. 

Clough,  W. 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 

Collins,SirWm.J.(S.Pancras.W. 

Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett.C.H.(Sussex.E.Grin8t'd 

Cornwall.  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cowan,  W.  H. 

Craig.  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 

Crooks,  William 

Crossley,  William  J. 

Cullinan,  J. 

Dayies.  Timothy  (Fulham) 

Davies.  W.  Howell  (Bristol.  S.) 

Dickinson.  W.H.(St.Pancra8.N. 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Duckworth,  James 

Duncan,  C.  (Barrow-in-Furness 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 

Elibank,  Blaster  of 

Esmonde,  Sir  Thomas 

Everett.  R.  Lacey 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ferens.  T.  R. 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Flynn,  James  Christ^her 

Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 

Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 

Fuller,  John  Biiohael  F. 

GiU.  A.  H. 

Gladstone,Rt.Hn.Herbert  John 

Glover,  Thomas 

Gooch,  George  Peabody 
Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 
Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Churchill 
Hall,  Frederick 
Halpin,  J. 


{3  August  1906} 

Hardie,J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil 
Hardy.  George  A.  (Suffolk) 
Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Roehdale) 
Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 
Haslam.  Lewis  (Monmouth) 
Haworth.  Arthur  A. 
Hazel.  Dr.  A.  E. 
Hazleton.  Richard 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Henderson,  J.  M.(  Aberdeen,  W.) 
Henry,  Charles  S. 
Higham.  John  Sharp 
Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 
Horniman.  Emslie  John 
Hudson.  Walter 
Hyde,  Clarendon 
niingworth.  Percy  H. 
Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 
Jacoby,  James  Alfred 
Jardine,  Sir  J. 
Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 
Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 
Jones,  William  (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett.  F.  W. 
Joyce.  Michael 

Kear  ey,  Hudson  E. 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 

Kelley,  Gleorge  D. 

Kettle,  Thomas  Michael 

King.  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 

Laidlaw.  Robert 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lambert.  George 

Lamont.  Norman 

Leese.Sir  JosephF.(  Accrington) 

Lehmann,  R.  C. 

Lever,  W.  H.  (Cheshire,  Wirral 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lupton.  Arnold 

Lyell.  Charles  Henry 

Lynch.  H.  B. 

Macdonald.  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Mackamess,  Frederic  C. 

Maclean,  Donald 

Macpherson,  J.  T. 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 

Mao  Veigh.  Charles  (Donegal,E.  \ 

M*Callum,  John  M. 

M*Kenna.  Reginald 

M*KiUop.  W. 

McLaren.  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 

Mallet.  Charles  E. 

Manfield,  Harry  (Northants) 

Mamham.  F.  J. 

Massie,  J. 

Menzies.  Walter 

MoltencT.  Percy  Alport 

Montagu,  E.  S. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

Morrell,  Philip 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Napier,  T.  B. 

NichoUs,  George 

N  ichol8on,Charle8N.  (Doncaster 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  WiUiam 

O'Brien, Kendal  (Tipperary  Mid 

O'Grady,  J. 
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O'MaUey,  William 

Parker,  James  (Halifax) 

Paul,  Herbert 

Paulton,  James  Mellor 

Pearce,  Robert(Staffs.  Leek) 

Power,  Patrick  Joseph 

Price.C.  E.(Edinburgh,Central) 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Rainy,  A.  Holland 

Raphael,  Herbert  H. 

Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Richards,  Thoma8(W.Monm*th 

Richards,  T.F.(Wolverh'mpt'n 

Richardson,  A. 

Rickett,  J.  Compton 

Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 

Robertson,  Rt.  Hn.  E.  (Dundee) 

Robert8on,Sir  G.Scott(Bradf  rd 

Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 

Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 

Roe,  Sir  Thomas 

Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 

Rose,  Charles  Day 

Rowlands,  J. 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 

Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 

Schwann.  Sir  C.  E.( Manchester) 

Scott,  A.H.  (AshtonunderLyne 

Sears,  J.  E. 

Seavems,  J.  H. 

Seely,  Major  J.  B. 

Shackleton,  David  James 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick,  B.) 

Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 

Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 

Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 

Sm3rth,  Thomas  F.  ( Lei  trim,  S.) 

Snowdcn,  P. 

Stanley,  Hn.  A.Lyulph(Chesh. ) 

Steadman,  W.  C. 

Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 

Strachey,  Sir  Edward 

Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 

Stuart,  James  (Simderland) 

Sullivan,  Donal 

Summerbell,  T. 

Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 

Tennant,Sir  Edward  (Salisbury 

Thomasson,  Franklin 

Thompson,J.W.H.(Somer8et,E. 

Thome,  William 

Toulmin,  George 

Ure,  Alexander 

Vemey,  F.  W. 

Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 

Wallace,  Robert 

Walters,  John  Tudor 

Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leeds,  S.) 

Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 

Ward,  John  (Stoke  upon  Trent) 
Ward,  W.Dudley(Southampton 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
White,  Patrick  (Meath,  North) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (HaUfax) 
Wiles,  Thomas 
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Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williams,  J.  (Qlamorgan) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R) 


{COMMONS} 

Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St  Pancra8,S.) 
Wilson,  W.  T .  (Westhoughton) 
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TSLLSBS      FOB 

Mr.  Whiteley  mid  Mr.  J.  A. 
please. 


Baloarres,  Lord 
Balfour,Rt  Hn. A. J.(OityLond  ) 
Banbury,  Sir^Frederick  George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Beaoh,Hn. Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Castlereagh,  Viscount 
Cave,  George 

CaTendi8h,Rt  Hon.  Victor  C.  W. 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 


NOES. 

Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone, 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Du  Cros,  Harvey 
Porster.  Henry  William 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  ( Bristol,  West)    . 
Gordon,  J. (Londonderry, South 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Harrison-Broidley,  CoL  H.  B. 
Hills,  J.  W. 

Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 
Nield,  Herbert 


O'Neill,  Hon.  Rob3rt  Torreos 
Parkes,  Ebeneeer 
Pease,Herbert  Pike(DjfUiigUMi 
Rawlin8on,John  Frederick  Peel 
Salter,  Arthor  C^vell 
Smith,  F.  K(LiverpooU  Wmhiom 
Thomson,  W.BditcheU-CLinark) 

TSLLXBS      FOB      THB      NoBS — 

Sir  Alexander  Acland-Hood 
and  Visoount  Valentia. 


Question  put  accordingly. 


I     The  Committee  divided: — Ayes,  238; 
I  Noes,  31.   (Division  List  No.  312.) 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,N.£.) 

Agnew,  George  WilUam 

Alden,  Percy 

Allen,  A.  Achind  (Christchurch) 

Astbury,  John  Meir 

Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 

Baker,  Joseph  A.  (Finsbury,  E. 

Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  E.  B. 

Barnes,  G.  N. 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Beaumont,  W.  C.  B. (Hexham) 

Bell,  Richard 

Bellairs,  Carlyon 

Benn,Sir J.  Williams  (Devonp'rt 

Benn,  W.(T*w'rHamlets,S.Geo. 

Bertram,  Julius 

Billson  Alfred 

Black,  Arthur  W.  (Bedfordshire 

Brace,  William 

Brigg,  John 

Brocklehurst,  W.  B. 

Brooke,  Stopford 

Brunner,  J.  P.  L.  (Lancs-Leiah) 

Bryce,  J.  A.  (Inverness  Burghs) 

Burke,  E.  Haviland- 

Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Bumyeat,  W.  J.  D. 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Buxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney  Charles 

Byles,  William  Pollard 

Cameron,  Robert 

Campbell-Bannerman,  Sir  H. 

Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 

Channing,  Francis  Allston 

Cheetham,  John  Frederick 

Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 

Clancy,  John  Joseph 

aarke,  C.  Goddard 

Cleland,  J.  W. 

Clough,  W. 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 

Collins,SirWm.  J.(S.Pancras,  W 

Condon,   Thomas  Joseph 


AYES. 

Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,aH(Sussex,E.Grin8t'd 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cowan,  W.  H. 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 

Crooks,  William 

Crossley,  William  J. 

Cullinan,  J. 

Da  vies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 

Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 

Dickinson,  W.H.(St.Pancras,N. 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Duckworth,  James 

Duncan,C.  ( Barrow-in- Fumess 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 

Elibank,  Master  ot 

Esmonde,  Sir  Thomas 

Everett,  R.  Lacey 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ferens,  T.  R. 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Flynn,  James  Christopher 

Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 

Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 

Gill,  A.  H. 

Gladstone,Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 

Glover,  Thomas 

Gooch,  George  Peabody 

Grant,  Corrie 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 

Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Churchill 

Hall.  Frederick 

Halpin,  J. 

Harcourt,  Right  Hon.  Lewis 

Hardie,  J.Keir(MerthyiTydvil) 

Hardy,  George  A-  (Si^olk) 

Harvey,  A.  G.  C  (Rochdale) 

Uaslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 

Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 

Haftel,  Dr.  A.  F. 

Hazleton,  Richard 


Henderson*  Arthur  (Duzliam) 

Henderaoa,  J.M.  (Aberdeen,  W. ) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hills,  J.  W. 

Hobhouse,  Charles  £.  H. 

Homiman,  Emslie  John 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hyde,  CSarendon 

niingworth,  Psroy  H. 

Issaos,  Rufus  Daniel 

Jacoby,  James  Alfred 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jones,  William  (Oamarvonshire 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Micheal 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Kekewioh,  Sir  George 

Kelley,  George  D. 

Kettle,  Thomas  Mioheal 

King,  Alfred  John  (Knutaford) 

LaioUaw,  Robert 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lambert,  George 

Lament,  Norman 

Lee8e,SirJo8ephF.(Acoringtoii) 

Lohmann,  R.  C. 

Lever,  W.  H.  (Cheshire,  Winal) 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,    Thomas 

Lupton,  Arnold 

Lyell,  Carles  Henry 

Lynch,  H.  B. 

Biaodonald,  J.  R.  (Leieeeter) 

Macdonald,J.M.(  Falkirk  B*gbs 

Mackamoss,  Frederic>G. 

Madean,  Donald 

Macpherson,  J,  T. 

Mao  Veagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 

MacVeigh,Charle8(Donega1,  E.) 

M'Callum,  John  M. 

M'Kenna,  Reginald 

M^Killop,  W.     . 


1673 


Trade 


Mallet,  Qiarles  E. 

Manfield,  Harry  (Nortkante) 

Markham,  Arthur  BmU 

Kamham,  F.  J. 

M%88ie,  J. 

M'^nzies,  Walter 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

Montagu,  E.  S. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Ck)mwall) 

MorreU,  Philip 

Morse,  L*  Jm 

Morton,  Alpheus  Gleophas 

Murphy,  John 

Napier,  T.  B. 

Kidiolh,  George 

Nichol8on,Gharle8N.(D(Hica8t*r 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norton,  Gapt.  Geoil  William 

0*Brien,Kendal(Tipperary  liid 

O'Grady,  J. 

O'Malley,  William 

Parker,  James  (Halifax) 

Paul,  Herbert 

Paulton,  James  Mellor 

Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs.  Leek) 

Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 

Power,  Patrick  Joseph 

Price,  C.  E.  (Edinburgh,(>entral 

Radford,  G.H. 

Rainy,  A.  Holland 

Raphael,  Herbert  H. 

Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Richards,Thoma8  (W.Monm'th 

Richards,  T.  F.(  Wolverh'mpt'n 
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Richardson,  A.  ' 
Rickett,  J.  Gompton 
Roberts,  Gharles  H.  (Unooln) 
Robertson,  Rt.  Hn.  E.(Dundee) 
Robertson,  SirG.Scott(Bradf  rd 
Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 
Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snbwdon 
Roe,  Sir  Thomas 
Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 
Rose,  Gharles  Day 
Rowlands,  J. 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
Schwann,  C  Duncan  (Hvde) 
Sohwaan,  Sir  C.E.(Miuioheeter) 
Scott,  A.  H.  ( Ashton-under-  Lyne 
Sears,  J.  E. 
Seaverns,  J.  H. 
Seely,  Major  J.  B. 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick,  B.) 
Shipman,  Dt,  John  G. 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smyth,  Thomas  F.  (Leitrim,  S.) 
Snowden,  P. 

Stanley,  Hn.  A.  Lyulph  (Chesh. 
Steadman,  W.  C. 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Strauss,  £.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Summerbell,  T. 
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Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Tennant,  Sir  Edward  (Salisbury 
Thomasson,  Franklin 
Thompson,  J.  W.  H.  ( Somerset  ,K 
Thome,  William 
Toulmin,  George 
Ure,  Alexander 
Verney,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walters,  John  Tudor 
Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leeds,  S.) 
Walton,  Joseph  (Barnsley) 
Ward,  John  (Stoke  upon  Trent 
Ward,W.Dudley(Southampton 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
White,  Partick  (Meath,  North) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Wiles,  l^omas 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R.) 
Wilson,  John    (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  8.) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 


Tkllkbs  fob  the  Atbs — 
Mr,  Whiteley  and  Mr.  J.  A. 
Bsase. 


Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.SirA]exF. 

Balcarres,  Lord 

Balfonr,Rt.Hn.A.J.(CityLond.) 

Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  C^rge 

B  inner,  John  S.  Harmood- 

Beaoh,  Hn.fiilichael  Hugh  Hicks 

Bowles,  G.  Stewart 

Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 

Castlereagh,  Viscount 

Cave,  George 

Cavendish,  Rt.Hon.VictorC.W. 

CI  vuse  3  :— 


NOES. 

Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
Cecil,  Lord  R.(Marylebone,E.) 
Dougla8,Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Du  Cros,  Harvey 
Fletcher,  J.  S. 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gibbe,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 
Gordon,  J.(Londonderry,South 
Hamilton,  Marquees  of 
Harrison-Broadley,  CoL  H.  B. 


L3rttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Nield,  Herbert 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
P6a9e,HerbertPike  (Darlington 
Smith,  F.E.(Liverpool,  Walton) 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Tkllbbs  fob  thb  Nok8— Mr 
Rawlinson  luid  Mr.  Salter. 


♦Mk,  BOWLES  moved  an  Amend- 
ment on  page  1,  line  24,  to  leave  out 
the  words  *  contemplation  or.'  He 
could  not  understand  why  those  words 
were  placed  in  this  clause  at  alL  In  an 
ordinary  trade  dispute  any  act  done  which 
interfered  with  the  trade  or  employment 
of  some  person,  or,  what  was  far  more 
important,  the  right  of  some  person  to 
dispose  of  his  labour  as  he  willed, 
now  gave  rise  to  action  as  a  tort. 
It  was  proposed  by  this  clause  to  differ- 
entiate and  withdraw  that  kind  of  remedy 
from  the  person  who  was  so  interfered 
with.     Was  it  necessarv  to  extend  that 


inununity  altogether  outside  the  four 
comers  of  an  existing  trade  dispute,  to 
the  illimitable  horizon  of  a  contemplated 
trade  dispute?  In  a  former  debate  he 
said  that  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
gangway,  and  the  trade  union  leaders 
generally,  were  always  contemplating 
trade  disputes.  [Cries  of  "  No."]  Since 
then  he  had  had  the  advantage  of 
referring  to  an  interesting  article  written 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester, 
published  in  the  NcUional  Review^  upon 
this  very  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  said 
in  that  article— 

**  A  trade  onion  is  organised  primarily  for 
industrial  purposes.  Ita  essential  character- 
istic   is    that    of    a    fighting    niachioe.     No 
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other  feature  it  may  have  acquired  in  the 
course  of  time  can  oe  allowed  to  obliterate 

that No  one  has  any  right  to  expect 

that  intelligent  and  clear-sighted  workers  will 
be  cajoled  into  any  other  view  of  trade 
unionism  than  that  it  is  an  engine  of  war 
performing  humane  and  beneficent  functions 
uuriiig  peace." 

He  supposed  that  whilst  a  trade  union 
was  contemplating  a  trade  dispute  would 
be  a  time  of  industrial  peace.  He  could 
understand  giving  power  of  an  altogether 
extraordinary  character  to  trade  unions 
of  masters  and  men  during  an  industrial 
war,  but  he  could  not  understand  upon 
this  clause  any  more  than  upon  the 
other  why  they  should  extend  those 
immunities,  the  only  defence  of  which 
was  that  they  were  necessary  because 
of  the  extraordinary  conditions  of 
industrial  war,  to  a  time  which  was 
admittedly  one  of  industrial  peace  during 
which  these  disputes  were  merely 
in  contemplation.  The  words  were  ex- 
tremely wide.  The  view  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  was  that  trade 
unions  were  engines  of  war. 

The  chairman  :  May  I  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  what  this  clause 
deals  with  is  '*  an  act  done  by  a  person  in 
contemplation  or  furtherance  of  a  trade 
dispute."  The  hon.  Member  is  talking 
about  trade  unions,  and  a  trade  union  is 
not  a  person. 

♦Mr.  BOWLES  contended  that  a 
member  of  a  trade  union  was  a 
person.  The  avowed  policy  of  thi 
clause  was  to  apply  only  to  a  time  of 
industrial  war,  and  he  did  not  understand 
why  it  should  be  extended  to  the  mere 
contemplation  of  a  trade  dispute.  He 
hoped  the  learned  Attorney-General 
would  be  able  to  explain  why  this  very 
wide  extension  of  this  principle  was 
considered  necessary. 

Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  this  clause 
was  inserted  to  meet  the  suggestion 
that  it  would  be  well  to  give  legislative 
effect  to  the  decision  of  the  House 
of  Lords  in  the  case  of  Allen  v.  Flood. 
The  Commissioners  had  themselves 
framed  a  provision  even  wider  than 
that  contained  in  the  present  Bill,  and 
the  words  "  in  contemplation  or  further- 
ance of  a  trade  dispute  "  were  a  restriction 
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which  the  Commissioners  suggested  as 
an  improvement  of  the  law.  The 
majority  Report  stated — 

"  That  an  Act  should  be  passed  to  declare  kfaift 
an  individual  shall  not  be  liable  for  doing  aay 
act  not  in  itself  an  actionable  tort  only  on  Uk 
gronnd  that  it  is  an  interference  with  aoothir 
person's  trade,  business,  or  employnimt.* 

He  took  that  view  himself.  He  thought 
the  hon.  Member  for  Norwood  woakl 
acknowledge  that  he  had  discussed 
at  considerable  length  the  effect  of  the 
words  "  contemplation  or "  in  con- 
nection with  Clause  1,  and  in  regard  to 
this  Amendment  he  had  used  much 
the  same  arguments.  Consequently  he 
had  repeated  the  answer  which  he 
gave  upon  an  earlier  Amendment. 

Sir  EDWARD  CARSON  said  he  did 
not  want  to  prolong  this  discussion 
in  regard  to  the  words  ''contemplation 
or."  He  understood  that  it  was  not 
proposed  to  alter  the  law  at  all  by  this 
section,  but  the  Attorney- Greneral  merely 
wished  to  make  the  law  clear  as  it  had 
been  laid  down  in  the  Courts. 

*Mr.  BOWLES  said  he  remained  of 
the  same  opinion,  but  as  he  did  not 
desire  to  detain  the  Committee,  he  asked 
leave  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn* 

The  next  Amendment  stood  in  the 
name  of  Mr.  Clavell  Salter  as  follows  : — 

"  In  page  1,  line  Iff,  after  the  word '  dispale/ 
to  insert  the  words  '  between  emptoyers  and 
1^  orkmen.' " 

♦Mr.  clavell  SALTER  said  he 
moved  an  Amendment  in  regard  to  this 
matter  on  the  first  clause.  It  was  defeated 
by  a  substantial  majority  and  he  did  not 
desire  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
Committee  in  moving  this  Amendment. 
The  Committee  would  remember  that  on 
the  occasion  of  the  discussion  of  the 
other  Amendment  the  Attorney-Oenerml 
admitted  the  necessity  of  defining  *^  trade 
dispute,"  and  said  he  would  consider  the 
matter.  He  did  not  know  whether  it 
would  be  convenient  for  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  now  to  give  the 
definition.  He  thought  it  would  be  of 
great  assistance  to  know  what  were 
the'*  terms  of  the  definition  of  ^^tnule 
dispute"  which  he  proposed  to  in- 
corporate in  the  Bill 
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The  chairman  :  I  think  the  hou. 
Member  had  better  move,  as  there  is 
nothing  before  the  Committee. 

♦Mb.  CLAVELL  SALTER :  Then  I  beg 
to  move. 

Amendment    proposed — 

**  In  page  1,  line  15,  after  the  word  *  dispute/ 
to  intert  the  words  '  between  employers  and 
workmen.*"— (^**-  Clavell Salter.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  JOHN  WALTON  said  he  could 
not  formally  at  this  stage  give  a  defini- 
tion in  reply  to  a  question  of  this  kind. 
He  said  he  would  do  so  on  the  Report 
stage,  and  he  certainly  would. 

♦Mb.  clavell  SALTER  asked  leave 
to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

LoBD  R.  CECIL  moved  to  leave  out 
the  words  '*  as  a  tort."  He  did  not 
know  the  meaning  of  the  words  as  used 
here,  and  he  did  not  like  to  assent 
to  the  inclusion  of  words  in  a  Bill 
of  this  kind  unless  he  knew  what  they 
meant.  He  could  not  understand  how 
an  act  could  be  actionable  otherwise 
than  as  a  tort.  He  would  be  glad  to  be 
instructed  on  the  matter. 

Amendment    proposed — 

"  In  page  1,  line  25,  to  leare  out  the  words 
'  as  a  tort.'  ''—{Lord  B.  CeeU,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Sib  JOHN  WALTON  said  he  could 
not  see  how  it  could  be  actionable  as  a 
tort  under  this  clause.  He  could  not 
accept   the    Amendment. 

LoBD  R.  CECIL  said  he  did  not  desire 
to  press  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

♦Sib  CHARLES  DILKE  said  he  did  not 
know  whether  the  Attomey-Creneral  was 
inclined  to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  notice,  to  iniert  after 


"  only "  the  words  "  that  it  induces 
some  other  person  to  break  a  contract 
of  employment  or."  If  he  was  not  pre 
pared  to  accept  it  he  must  proceed  to 
argue  it. 

Sib  JOHN  WALTON :  I  am  willing 
to  accept  it. 

♦Sib  CHARLES  DILEIE  said  he  under- 
stood that  from  his  previous  speech. 

Amendment    proposed — 

*'  In  page  1,  line  26,  after  the  word  '  only  '  to 
insert  the  words  '  that  it  induces  some  other 
person  to  break  a  contract  of  employment, 
or:  ''—{Sir  Charles  DUke.) 


Question     proposed,      "  That 
words  be  there  inserted." 


those 


LoBD  R.  CECIL  said  he  strongly  held 
that  these  words  did  make  this  a 
different  clause  indeed,  and  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Forest  of  Dean  considered  it 
better  not  to  explain,  being  an 
old  Parliamentary  hand,  how  far  the 
words  went.  Here  they  were  proposing 
to  say  that  provided  an  act,  which 
unquestionably  would  be  actionable  under 
other  circumstances,  was  done  in  further- 
ance of  a  trade  dispute,  it  was  not  to  bo 
actionable  whether  it  was  done  by  a  trade 
union  or  anybody  else.  Any  act  done 
with  the  view  of  inducing  another  to 
break  his  contract  was  to  be  free  from 
any  action.  That  was  a  very  serious 
proposition  indeed.  It  would  make  a 
considerable  difference  in  the  circum- 
stances which  he  thought  should  t»e 
actionable.  It  would  make  an  enormous 
dilEerence  in  a  large  number  of  commercial 
transactions. 

♦Sib  CHARLES  DILKE :  It  is  quite 
recent  law. 

LoBD  R.  CECIL  said  it  had  been  law 
for  more  than  half  a  century  now.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  said  it  was  quite 
recent  law.  lliat  only  meant  that  it  was 
so  declared,  and  that  the  point  had  never 
arisen  before.  It  was  always  the  law, 
and  that  was  the  assumption  they  had  to 
make.  It  was  only  the  first  time  that  \  he 
Courts  had  had  it  brought  before  them. 
It  was  an  important  and  a  far-xeaiching 
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matter,  and  he  did  hope  that  the  Attoraey- 
General  woald  not  assent  to  the  insertion 
of  the  words  at  five  o'clock  on  a  Friday 
afternoon. 

Mr.  cave  (Surrey,  Kingston)  said 
this  was  a  serioup  matter.  He  had  the 
Report  of  the  Commission  before  him,  and 
he  found  that  the  Commission  expressly 
negatived  this  very  Amendment.  It 
was  directly  contrary  to  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Commission,  and  he 
would  suggest  to  the  Committee  that 
it  should  not  be  accepted  without  much 
consideration. 

Mr.  LYTTELTON  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  said  the  Amendment  moved 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  Forest  of  Dean  was  not  only 
absolutely  against  the  recommendation 
of  the  Commission,  but  absolutely  against 
the  common  law,  and  so  far  from  its 
being  applied  merely  in  the  case  of 
trade  disputes,  it  altered  the  whole  of 
the  general  law.  The  matter  did  not 
stop  there.  It  was  not  only  against 
the  advice  of  the  Commissioners  and  the 
common  law,  but  it  was  against  the  vievsr 
the  Attorney-General  formerly  expressed. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  might  riot  have 
been  present  when  the  Attorney- General 
said  it  was  against  his  opinion.  What 
he  said  to  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 
a  moment  ago  was  that  this  clause  was 
declaratory,  and  that  it  involved  no 
amendment  of  the  existing  law.  No 
one  could  contend  that  that  opinion  was 
in  harmony  with  the  acceptance  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  Amendment. 

♦Mr.  RUFUS  ISAACS  (Reading) 
thought  there  was  some  confusion  in 
regard  to  this  matter.  Surely  no  one 
would  state  that  it  was  against  the  common 
law  merely  to  induce  some  other  person  to 
break  a  contract  of  employment,  though 
it  was  actionable  to  do  so  maliciously. 
This  clause  did  not  touch  that.  All 
it  said  was  that  merely  to  induce 
a  person  to  break  a  contract  of 
employment  was  not  actionable.  He 
should  just  give  an  instance  to  bring 
home  to  the  mind  of  the  Committee 
the  distinction  between  the  two  classes 
of  cases.  He  instanced  a  man  whose 
daughter  was  engaged  to  be  married — 
a    promise  which    was    a  contract    at 
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common  law.  Suppose  after  the 
promise  of  marriage  the  father  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  Would  be  verv 
undesirable  that  his  daughter  ^oald 
marry  the  man.  There  was  no  ground  in 
law,  nothing  had  happened  \irliich  «oald 
justify  a  breach  of  contract  in  the  ordinaij 
sense,  but  nevertheless  there  were  c^^ 
Gumstances  which  plainly  indicated  to  the 
father  that  it  was  desirable  his  daughter 
should  not  marry  this  man  to  whom  stit 
was  engaged  under  a  valid  contract  at 
common  law,  and  he  induced  her  to 
break  the  contract  which  she  had  made 
to  marry  the  man ;  and  therefore  he 
persuaded  his  daughter — persuaded  her 
with  efiect,  which  was  inducing — 
to  break  the  contract  by  refusing 
to  marry.  Thereupon,  if  the  view 
of  the  law  was  as  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  an  action  could  be 
brought  by  the  man  against  the  father 
for  having  unlawfully  induced  his 
daughter  to  break  the  contract.  'Hie 
father  would  say  in  answer,  "  Well, 
I  thought  it  was  my  duty  to 
advise  my  daughter  to  break  this 
contract,  which  could  not  possibly  lead 
to  a  happy  marriage."  Thereupon,  if 
the  jury  came  to  the  conclusion  that  he 
acted  honestly  under  a  sense  of  duty,  he 
did  not  believe  an  action  could  be  main- 
tained. That  was  an  instance  of  inducing 
a  person  to  break  a  contract,  but  it  was 
an  instance  of  doing  it  not  maliciously. 
Again,  suppose  a  particular  work 
which  was  carried  on  by  the  men  of  a 
union  was  most  injuriously  affecting 
the  health  of  the  men.  Thereupon 
the  trade  union  leaders  said  to  the  men, 
**  It  is  true  you  are  under  conlxaet 
to  give  a  month's  notice,  but  if 
you  wait  to  serve  that  month  the 
result  will  be  that  you  may  not  all 
be  alive  at  the  end  of  the  month,  and 
therefore  what  we  advise  you  to  do  is  to 
break  your  contracts  and  come  out,  and 
let  an  action  be  brought  by  the  em- 
ployers against  us,  the  officials  of  the 
union,  for  having  induced  you  to  break 
your  contracts." 

Sir  F.  BANBURY :   They  would  not 
do  it. 

♦Mr.  RUFUS  ISAACS  said  he  quite 
agreed.    They   would   not   do   it,    and 
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why  ?     Because   it   was   only    inducing 
a  person  to  break  a  contract  of  employ- 
ment, but  if  it  was  maliciously  inducing 
a  person  to  break  a  contract  of  employ- 
ment then  it  was  actionable.    It  had 
been  laid  down  by  the  Courts  of  law  that 
it    was    actionable    to    induce   a   man 
to  break  a  contract  if  the  inducement 
was  malicious ;  and  the  Courts  had  said 
that    maliciously    to    induce    a    person 
to  break  a   contract   meant   to  induce 
him  to  do  it  without  just  cause  or  excuse. 
Where,  he  thought,  there  was  a  difficulty 
— and  he  was  afraid  always  must  be  a 
difficulty   in   the   present  state  of  our 
law — was   to   determine  on  which   side 
of  the  law  the  inducement  was  to  fall, 
whether  it  was   with    or  without  just 
cause    or    excuse.      The    trade    union 
representatives  would  remember  a  case, 
in     which      this      point    was     raised, 
which   went   to   the   House   of   Lords, 
when    the    matter    was    discussed    at 
great  length.    The  point  then  was  in 
respect  of  the  action  taken  by  the  South 
Wales    Miners'    Federation   in  inducing 
men     to     break     their    contracts     of 
emplojrment    in    order   to   restrict    the 
output  of  coal,  so  that  they  might  keep 
up  the  rate  of  ^age,  which  it  Was  their 
duty   to   maintain.    The   question   was 
whether  that  ^as  a  malicious  induce- 
ment to  break  a  contract.    There  vyras 
considerable   divergence   of   opinion   on 
the   point,    nvhich   he    might   illustrate 
by  saying  that  in  the  first  Court  it  was 
held  that  these  men  having  acted  honestly 
and  done  what  they  conceived  was  right 
in  pursuance  of  their  duty  as  members 
of  the  trade  union,  their  action  could 
not   be  held   to   be  malicious,  and  the 
case  i^as  decided  in  favour  of  the  trade 
union.    On  appeal,  however,  it  was  held 
by  the  majority  of  the  Court  of  Appeal 
and    by    the    House    of     Lords    that 
these     circumstances    did     not    afford 
just  cause  or  excuse.    In  that  case  the 
tribunal   Was  pressed  very  hard,   both 
in  the  Court  of  Appeal  and  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  to  explain  what  they  thought 
would  be  just;  cause  or  excuse  in  the  case 
of  a  trade  union ;  but  the  Courts  con- 
tented themselves   with  saying  that  in 
their  view  this  particular  case  did  not 
fall  within  the  lines  of  being  an  induce- 
ment with  just  cause  and  excuse.    He 
had  only  referred  to  these  cases  for  the 
purpoae  oi  pdnting  out  to  the  Committee 


that  what  they  were  asked  to  do  by  the 
insertion  of  these  Words  was  not  to 
change  the  law  unless  they  inserted  also 
in  that  same  clause  the  word  maliciously, 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not 
propose  to  insert,  and  which  had  not 
been  accepted  by  the  Attorney-General. 
The  clause  would,  if  it  was  intended  to 
change  the  law,  have  to  be  so  amended 
as  to  read  after  "only,"  "that  it 
maliciously  induces  some  other  per- 
son to  break  a  contract  of  employment." 
In  his  view  the  words  proposed  to  be  in- 
serted would  not  be  construed  by  the 
Courts  as  changing  the  law,  but  would 
be  held  as  the  remaining  parts  of  the 
clause  admittedly  were,  merely  declara- 
tory of  the  law. 

Sm  E.  CARSON  said  that  what  he 
understood  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
that  the  words  made  no  change  at  all. 
But  it  had  been  held  that  if  they  inten- 
tionally procured  a  man,  he  did  not  use 
the  word  "  maliciously  '*  at  all,  but  if 
they  did  it  intentionally  and  without 
some  just  cause  or  excuse  they  did  then 
give  rise  to  something  that  was  action* 
able.  What  he  Wanted  to  know  Was, 
was  the  Amendment  before  them  not 
intended  to  cover  or  relieve  a  case 
where  a  trade  union,  or  any  person,  in 
the  course  of  a  trade  dispute  in« 
tentionally  brought  about  a  breach 
of  contract.  If  it  Was  only  going  to 
cover  a  case  where  it  Was  a  breach  of 
contract  la^ully  brought  about,  and 
if  all  these  woids  meant  was  that  it 
should  be  lawful  hereafter  to  do  what 
had  hitherto  been  lawful,  then  he 
would  not  oppose  the  insertion  of  the 
words ;  but  his  own  opinion  was  that 
there  would  be  a  very  strong  argument 
upon  the  words  hereafter,  and  how  it 
would  be  decided  he  did  not  think  any 
lawyer  could  say. 

♦Mr.  SHACKLETON  said  that  so  far  as 
the  legal  gentlemen  were  concerned  they 
might  argue  the  point  for  an  hour,  but  he 
and  his  friends  knew  this  matter  from 
experience.  Ee  would  give  an  instance 
which  occurred  to  himseU,  and  he  thought 
the  Committee  would  realise  that  this 
was  a  case  which  ought  to  be  covered.  In 
this  case,  after  considerable  delay  and 
after  every  effort  to  bring  about  a  settle- 
ment, they  had  a  strike  in  a  Lancashire 
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i  own.  The  dispute  was  not  about 
wages ;  it  was  about  the  quality  of  the 
material  supplied  to  the  operators. 
They  endeavoured  to  get  compensation 
for  the  bad  material  and  they  faUed. 
Eventually  the  weavers  themselves 
demanded  that  they  should  cease  work 
rather  than  go  on  as  they  were,  and 
the  union  had  to  consent  to  this 
and  to  serve  notice  in  a  proper 
manner.  The  employers  immediately 
sent  out  a  circular,  advertised  in  the 
newspapers,  and  placarded  the  town  all 
round  to  this  effect — 

"  Wanted,  weaverefor mill.  Standard  list 

of  wages  paid.'' 

No  Operative  who  had  been  out  of  work 
for  two  years  would  refuse  to  rush  to  the 
firm  for  work  where  the  employer  had 
declared  that  the  trade  union  rate  of 
wages  was  paid.  As  the  result  of  that 
advertisement  they  got  the  workmen. 
As  secretary  he  claimed  the  right  to  call 
a  meeting  of  those  weavers  and  explained 
to  them,  "  You  have  been  brought  here 
under  a  wrong  impression.  The  dispute 
is  not  about  wages  at  all,  but  about  bad 
material,  which  has  in  effect  leduced 
wages.  We  ask  3rou  to  consider  whether 
it  is  a  fair  thing  for  you  to  come  down 
here  to  take  positions  on  information  of 
this  kind  which  is  only  part  of  the  truth 
and  not  altogether  true."  He  proceeded  no 
further  and  said  not  another  word  to  those 
weavers,  but  the  effect  of  that  statement 
of  the  other  side  of  the  case  was  that  they 
refused  to  go  on  any  longer  or  to  assist  the 
employer  in  his  effort  to  force  on  the  old 
employees  bad  material,  and  they  broke 
the  contract.  They  were  under  a  contract 
to  give  seven  or  fourteen  days  notice. 
Was  he,  for  simply  stating  the  fiacts  of  the 
case  in  that  way,  to  be  held  responsible  as 
an  individual  ?    It  had  been  held  to  be 

illegal  to  induce  those  people  to  break 
their  contracts,  and  therefore  he  thought 
the  Committee  would  fully  realise  that  it 
was  unreasonable  to  put  them  in  such  a 
position  that  they  would  be  landed  in 
serious  consequences  for  simply  stating 
the  facts  of  the  case.  In  that  case,  how- 
ever, he  left  these  people  to  decide  for 
themselves  whether  they  would  break  the 
contract.  He  knew  how  risky  it  was 
under  the  law  as  it  then  stood  and  he 
refused  to  go  any  further  than  simply 
Mr,  ShatkUton. 


state  the  true  facts.  He  thought  they 
were  entitled  to  exemption  in  regard  to 
an  action  such  as  that. 

♦Sib  JOHN  WALTON  said  he  had 
not  spoken  after  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
moved  the  Amendment  because  that 
very  question  arose  in  the  discussion  on 
an  earlier  clause.  It  was  then  stated  that 
the  doctrine  of  Bowen  t^.  Hall  was  in- 
applicable in  the  course  of  such  disputes 
as  were  contemplated  by  this  Bill,  and  he 
gave  the  Committee  some  reasons  for  sup- 
porting that  view.  In  the  first  place  that 
doctrine,  novel  as  it  was,  depended 
entirely  upon  the  consideration  whether 
the  persuasion  used  was  malicious.  The 
ordinary  cases  of  persuasion  of  which  they 
had  had  illustrations  in  the  speech  just 
made  could  scarcely  be  held  to  be 
malicious  in  any  fair  sense  of  the  term, 
although  so  regarded  by  the  law ;  that 
was  to  say,  if  the  men  conducting  the 
strike  were  fairly  stating  the  case  of 
labourers  who  had  struck  to  labourers 
who  were  imported  they  could  scarcely 
call  that  proceeding  malicious.  There 
were  many  cases  in  which  workmen  wero 
engaged  in  ignorance  of  or  under  some 
misrepresentation  of  the  true  nature  of 
the  dispute.  If  the  law  were  to  put  a  stop 
to  every  effort  at  persuasion  in  regard  to 
men,  however  numerous,  who  had  entered 
into  contract  under  misapprehension, 
however  grave,  it  would  be  impossible 
that  these  disputes  should  be  conducted 
on  equal  terms. 

*Mr.  HILLS  did  not  think  the 
Amendment  went  far  enough.  Even 
if  a  person  induced  a  man  to  break 
his  contract  for  a  malicious  motive  and 
for  the  exclusive  benefit  of  the  person 
who  induced  the  breach,  he  held  that 
justice  would  be  satisfied  by  giving  the 
pcfrson  whose  contract  was  broken  a 
right  of  action  against  the  person  break- 
ing it,  and  not  against  the  third  person 
who  had  induced  the  breach.  In  all 
these  disputes  a  great  many  wrongs  were 
done  loT  which  there  was  no  legal  remedy. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  moved 
as  an  Amendment  to  the  Amendment  to 
insert  after  ''induces"  the  words  ''other- 
wise than  maliciously."  The  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Reading  had  told  them  that  the 
Amendment  was  of  no  practical  efivcty 
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as  it  was  covered  by  the  law  as  it  stood 
at  piesent.  Great  harm  was  done  by  not 
making  the  clauses  perfectly  clear,  and 
all  he  desired  to  do  was  to  make  distinct 
what  w^  the  opinion  of  the  House  of 
Commons  on  this  point.  This  was  not  a 
question  of  a  father  seeking  to  prevent 
a  daughter  carrying  out  a  fooHsh  marriage 
contract.  They  wcxc  now  dealing  with 
grown-up  men  who  were  supposed  to 
know  what  they  were  doing.  Take  the 
case  of  a  colliery  dispute.  The  men 
might  go  on  strike  because  of  a  dispute 
about  wages  or  something  else.  As  a 
result  the  colliery  might  be  flooded  and 
hundieds  of  thousands  of  pounds  worth  of 
damage  done.  Surely  it  would  be  ab- 
solutely wrong  to  sanction  such  a  thing 
as  that.  He  wished  by  his  Amendment 
to  introduce  a  safeguard  against  such 
damage  as  that  being  done  to  the  industry 
of  the  country. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed, 

Amendment — 

"  After  the  word  '  induces '  to  insert  the 
words  *9therwise  than  maliciously*." — {Sir 
Frederick  Banbury, ) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOXIR  (City  of  London) 
said  that  this  was  one  of  those  cases  in 
which  there  was  a  general  agreement  as  to 
what  ought  to  be  done,  but  a  difEerence 
as  to  how  it  should  be  done.  He  agreed 
that  such  action  as  that  described  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Clitheroe  ought  not  to 
involve  a  legal  liability.  On  the  other 
hand,  he  did  not  like  to  see  introduced 
into  an  Act  of  Parliament  words  which, 
on  the  face  of  them,  seemed  to  justify  a 
wrongful  act.  A  trade  union  official 
ought  to  be  protected  in  making  a  true 
statement  of  facts  ;  but  to  suggest  that 
there  were  interests  in  the  country  which 
must  be  relieved  from  the  ordinary 
incidence  of  the  ordinary  law  was  a 
thing  repellent  to  every  law-making 
assembly.  All  that  it  was  desired  to 
save  would  be  saved  by  the  Amendment 
to  the  Amendment,  and  he  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  favourable  consideration  would 
be  given  to  the  suggestion  of  his  hon. 
friend. 

♦Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  the  cases 
which  ^ad  been  described  by  the    hon. 
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Member  for  Clitheroe  would,  he  feared^ 
be  held  by  a  court  of  law  to  be  oases  of 
malicious  persuasion.  Qye  t;.  Lumley  was 
the  case  of  an  opera  manager  inducing 
a  singer  imder  contract  with  a  riviJ 
to  break  her  contract  and  enter  his 
employ.  In  that  case  it  was  held 
that  there  had  been  a  seducing  of  the 
servant  of  one  employer  to  join  the  service 
of  another.  Bowen  v.  Hall  was  a  very 
similar  case.  Supposing  they  had  the  case 
of  a  trade  union  secretary  or  representa- 
tive trying  to  induce  a  number  of  work- 
men brought  in  from  an  outside  district 
to  leave  their  work  from  a  feeling  of 
camaraderiey  and  they  had  entered  into 
contracts  for  some  months  in  advance-^ 
suppose  he  tried  to  induce  them  to  leave 
their  employment  notwithstanding  their 
contracts.  What  would  be  the  argument  ? 
It  would  be  said  that  the  persuasion  used 
had  a  self -regarding  motive  and  was  not 
done  upon  any  ethical  ground  or  under 
the  obUgation  of  any  family  or  social 
tie,  but  that  it  was  malicious  with- 
in the  meaning  of  the  law.  What 
the  (Government  had  felt  was  that  this 
word  *'  maliciously  "  under  the  ooustruc- 
tion  it  received  at  present  would  pre- 
vent operations  which  were  almost 
essential  to  a  strike  and  which  Parlia- 
ment meant  to  sanction.  Take  the 
illustration  given  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derby,  who  went  down  into  the 
country  to  explain  the  merits  of  his 
strike  to  a  large  number  of  men  imported 
by  the  railway  company  whom  he 
wished  to  join  the  men  who  had  struck. 
He  was  enjoined  by  injunction  by  the 
High  Court  on  the  ground  that  he  was 
maliciously  inducing  them  to  break  their 
contracts.  Under  these  circumstao ces  the 
conduct  of  a  strike  was  exceedingly 
difficult. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said  he  could  not 
argue  as  to  the  meaning  which  the 
courts  of  law  would  attribute  to  the  word 
*'  maliciously,",  but  the  contention  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  entirely 
destroyed  the  meaning  of  the  English 
language  and  made  the  business  of  the 
House  exceedingly  difficult,  if  not  ridicu- 
lous. 

Mr.  ATHERLEY  -  JONES  thought 
that  this  was  an  important  and  debatable 
Amendment,  and  agreed  with  much  that 
had  been  said  by  the   Opposition.    To 
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advise  a  person  to  break  a  contract 
was  an  illegal  act  and  an  action  would 
lie  for  it  to  recover  damages.  The  only 
defence  was  a  justification.  That  was 
if  a  person  could  show  that  from  family 
relation  or  that  from  a  fiduciary  position 
he  gave  the  advice,  then  it  was  justified, 
and  then  only  could  he  escape  the 
consequences.  The  word  "malicious" 
was  entirely  made  meaningless.  It  had 
no  meaning  in  law  in  regard  to  a  civil 
action  except  in  regard  to  a  malicious 
prosecution  case  or  an  action  for  slander 
or  libel.  Malice  in  an  ordinary  action  at 
civil  law  meant  nothing  except  that  the 
acts  should  be  done  intentionally,  because 
if  it  was  done  inadvertently  no  action 
would  lie.  Supposing  A  advised  B  to 
break  a  contract,  the  Court  would  find 
quite  apart  from  the  fact  whether  his 
act  was  malicious  or  not  that  an  action 
would  lie,  and  the  only  answer  was  that 
it  was  done  in  consequence  of  the 
relation  between  the  parties  such  as  that 
of  father  and  son,  who  were  entitled 
to  give  advice  one  to  the  other.  What 
the  Committee  had  to  do  was  to  make 
an  exception  in  the  case  of  trade  unions, 
and  to  say  that  whereas  all  other  persons 
might  not  advise  breaches  of  contract 
with  impunity  trade  unions  might 
80  advise.  [Cries  of  **0h !  **]  He  adhered 
to  his  statement,  and  he  should  like  to 
hear  any  lawyer  get  up  and  point  out 
ih  what  respect  it  was  not  correct.  It 
was  sought  to  be  laid  down  that  in  the 
case  of  a  trade  union  it  was  not  to  be 
illegal  to  induce  a  person  to  break  a 
contract,  and  he  said  that  whereas  in 
respect  of  other  persons  who  induced 
a  person  to  break  a  contract  it  was  action- 
able, if  this  clause  passed,  in  the  case 
of  trade  unions  it  would  not  be  action- 
able. Now  was  it  desirable  to  allow 
this  Amendment  to  pass  ?  Taking  it 
away  from  the  narrow  point  of  law  he 
thought  it  desirable.  Undoubtedly  the 
action  of  trade  unions  in  the  case 
of  strikes  was  to  induce 'persons  not  to 
enter  into  the  employment  of  an  employer 
in  whose  works  a  strike  existed,  and 
the  effect  might  be  an  inducement  to 
break  a  contract  although  it  was  not 
intended  to  indicate  breaking  of  contracts 
as  a  general  line  of  policy,  A  very 
learned  Judge,  Lord  Cairns,  drew  that 
distinction  between  advice  for  a  general 
policy  of  breaking  contracts  and  advice 
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for  the  breach  of  an  individual  contract. 
The  trade  unions  naturally  trod  the 
narrow  dividing  line  between  legality 
and  illegality,  and  therefore  it  was 
necessary  that  the  law  should  exercise 
great  indulgence  in  respect  to  their 
liabilities  and  actions  under  the  law. 
Therefore  he  thought  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  should 
be  accepted.  The  question  of  "  mali- 
ciously "  did  not  enter  into  the  matter 
at  all,  the  point  being  whether  there 
was  advice  to  beak  a  contract  and 
whether  that  advice  could  or  could 
not  be  justified  upon  the  narrow  lines 
which  the  Courts  had  laid  down. 

Lord  B.  CECIL  wished  to  call  attention 
to  the  rather  strange  position  in  which 
they  were  placed  owing  to  the  speeches 
of  the  Atto^ney-G^eneral  and  of  the  hon 
and  learned  Member  for  Beading.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  Government  a  plain 
question  :  Did  they  think  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Centleman  the 
Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  un- 
amended made  any  change  in  the  present 
law  ?  If  it  was  going  to  make  any 
change  then  it  ought  not  to  be  put 
into  this  clause,  because  this  clause 
had  been  recommended  to  the  House 
as  making  no  change  in  the  law,  and 
as  being  simply  declaratory  of  the 
existing  law.  If  the  Government  were 
going  to  make  any  change  in  the  law 
in  this  respect  it  ought  not  to  be 
done  in  this  portion  of  the  Bill,  but 
in  a  subsequent  clause.  If  they  were 
going  to  put  in  any  change  of  the 
law  here  they  were  soing  to  do  some- 
thing which  they  were  not  entitled 
to  do.  The  present  position  appeared 
to  be  characteristic  of  the  Grovemment's 
attitude  right  through  the  Bill.  They 
said  to  the  Opposition,  "  You  need  not 
mind  this :  we  assure  you  it  makes 
no  change  or  very  little  change  in  the 
existing  law."  Then  they  turned  to 
the  Labour  Members  and  said,  '*  Now. 
we  are  giving  you  all  that  you  ask.*' 
That  was  exactly  what  the  Govern- 
ment had  done  in  respect  to  this  Amend- 
ment. The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney- 
General  made  a  speech  which  might  be 
taken  either  way ;  either  that  it  made  a 
change  in  the  law  or  that  it  did  not 
make  any  change  in  the  law.    But  the 
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Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 

Wallace,  Robert 

Walters,  John  Tudor 

Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leeds,  S.) 

Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 

Ward,  John  (Stoke  upon  Trent) 
Ward,  W.Dudley(Southampton 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
White,  Patrick  (Meath,  North) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (HaUfax) 
Wiles,  Thomas 
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Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R.) 
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Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
Wilson,  W.  T .  ( Westhoughton) 
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Tbllbbs    fob 
Mr.  Whiteiey  aTid  Mr.  J.  A. 

Pease. 


Baloarres,  Lord 
Balfour,Rt  Hn. A. J.(CityLond  ) 
Banbury,  Sir.Frederick  George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Beaoh,Hn. Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Gastlereagh,  Viscount 
Cave,  George 

Cavendish,Rt.Hon.  Victor  C.W. 
Cecil,  EYel}^!  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 


NOES. 

Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone, 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Du  Cros,  Harvey 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gibb3,G.  A.  (Bristol,  West)    . 
Gordon,  J.(Londonderry,South 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Harrison-Bromley,  CoL  H.  B. 
Hills,  J.  W. 

Ljrttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 
Nield,  Herbert 


O'NeiU,  Hon.  Rob3rt  Torrais 
Parkes,  Ebeneeer 
Pease,Herbert  Pike(D^rliBgtoa 
Rawlinson,  John  Frederick  Peel 
Salter,  Arthor  C^vell 
Smith,  F.  E.(Liverpool,  Walton 
Thomson,  W.Mitchel]-(LiiiArk) 

Tellbbs  fob  ths  Nobs — 
Sir  Alexander  Acland-Hood 
and  Viscount  Valentia. 


Question  put  accordingly. 


The  Committee  divided: — Ayes,  238; 
Noes,  31.    (Division  List  No.  312.) 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,N.E.) 

Agnew,  George  William 

Alden,  Percy 

Allen,  A.  Acland  (Christohurch) 

Astbury,  John  Meir 

Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 

Baker,  Joseph  A.  (Finsbury,  E. 

Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  E.  B. 

Barnes,  G.  N. 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Beaumont,  W.  C.  B.(Hexham) 

Bell,  Richard 

Bellairs,  Carlyon 

Benn,SirJ.  Williams  (Devonp'rt 

Benn,  W.(TV*rHamlets,S.Geo. 

Bertram,  Julius 

Billson  Alfred 

Black,  Arthur  W.  (Bedfordshire 

Brace,  William 

Brigg,  John 

Brocklehurst,  W.  B. 

Brooke,  Stopford 

Brimner,  J.  F.  L.  (Lancs.Leiffh) 

Bryce,  J.  A.  (Inverness  Burghs) 

Burke,  E.  Haviland- 

Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Bumyeat,  W.  J.  D. 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Buxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney  Charles 

Byles,  William  Pollard 

Cameron,  Robert 

Gampbell-Bannerman,  Sir  H. 

Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 

Channing,  Francis  Allston 

Cheeiham,  John  Frederick 

Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 

Clancy,  John  Joee^ 

aarke,  C.  Goddard 

Qeland,  J.  W. 

Clough,  W. 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 

Collin8,SirWm.  J.(S.Pancras,  W 

Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 


AYES. 

Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,aH(Sussex,E.Grin8t'd 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cowan,  W.  H. 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 

Crooks,  William 

Crossley,  William  J. 

Cullinan,  J. 

Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 

Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 

Dickinson,  W.H.  (St.Pancras,N. 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Duckworth,  James 

Dunoan,C.(  Barrow-in-Furness 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 

Elibank,  Master  of 

Esmonde,  Sir  Thomas 

Evierett,  R.  Lacey 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ferens,  T.  R. 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Flynn,  James  Christopher 

Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 

Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 

Gill,  A.  H. 

Glad8tone,Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 

Glover,  Thomas 

Gooch,  George  Peabody 

Grant,  Corrie 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 

Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Churchill 

Hall,  Frederick 

Halpin,  J. 

Harcourt,  Right  Hon.  Lewis 

Hardio,  J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 

Hardy,  George  A.  (Suffolk) 

Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 

Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 

Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 

Hafeel,  Dr.  A.  F. 

Hazleton,  Richard 


Hendersony  Arthur  (DotIimd) 

HenderaoBf  J.ll(  Aberdf)ai,W.) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hills,  J.  W. 

Hobhonse,  Charles  £.  H. 

Homiman,  Emslie  John 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hyde,  Clarendon 

niingworth,  Ftooy  H. 

Issaos,  Rufus  Daniel 

Jacoby,  James  Alfred 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jones,  William  (Oamanronsfaire 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Micheal 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Kekewioh,  Sir  George 

Kelley,  George  D. 

Kettle,  Thomas  Micheal 

King,  Alfred  John  (Knutaford) 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lambert,  George 

Lament,  Norman 

Leese,SirJo8ephF.(Acoruigton) 

Lohmann,  R.  C. 

Lever,  W.  H.  (Gheshiie,  Winml) 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,    Thomas 

Lupton,  Arnold 

Lyell,  CSiarles  Heniy 

I^ch,H.B. 

Maodonald,  J.  R.  (Leieeater) 

Macdonald^.M.(Falkirk  B^ghs 

Mflu^kamoss,  FredericiC 

Maclean,  Donald 

Macphersoo,  J,  T. 

MacVe^ghf  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 

MacVeigh,Charles(I>oqnega],  E.) 

M'Callum,  John  M. 

M*Kenna,  ReginaM 

M'Kiflop,  W. 
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Mallet,  Caiarles  E. 

Manfield,  Harry  (NortJutnts) 

Markham,  Arthur  BmU 

Mambam,  F.  J. 

Massie,  J. 

M'mzies,  Walter 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

Montagu,  E.  8. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

MorreU,  Philip 

Motbo,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Gleophas 

Murphy,  John 

Napier,  T.  B. 

NioholU,  George 

Nichol8on,Gharle8N.(Donoa8t*r 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norton,  Capt.  Oeoil  William 

O*  Brien,Kendal(Tipperary  Mid 

O'Grady,  J. 

0*Malley,  William 

Parker,  James  (Halifax) 

Paul,  Herbert 

Paulton,  Jamee  Mellor 

Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs.  Leek) 

Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 

Power,  Patrick  Joseph 

Price,  C.  £.  (Edinburgh,Gentral 

Radford,  G.H. 

Rainy,  A.  Rolland 

Raphael,  Herbert  H. 

Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Richards,Thoma8  (W.MonmHh 

Richards,  T.  F.(Wolverh*mpt*n 
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Richardson,  A.  ' 
Rickett,  J.  Gompton 
Robots,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 
Robertson,  Rt.  Hn.  E.(Dundee) 
Robertson,  SirG.Scott(Bradrrd 
Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 
Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
R3e,  Sir  Thomas 
Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 
Rose,  Charles  Day 
Rowlands,  J. 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hvde) 
Schwann,  Sir  C.E.(Manchester) 
Scott,  A.H.  ( Ashton-under*  Lyne 
Sears,  J.  E. 
Seaverns,  J.  H. 
Seely,  Major  J.  B. 
Shackleton,  Dayid  James 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick,  B.) 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Sm3rth,  Thomas  F.  (Lei trim,  S.) 
Snowden,  P. 

Stanley,  Hn.  A.  Lyulph  (Chesh. 
Steadman,  W.  C. 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Summerbell,  T. 


Disputes  BilL 


1674 


Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Tennant,  Sir  Edward  (Salisbury 
Thomasson,  Franklin 
Thomp3on,J.W.H.(Somerset,E. 
Thome,  William 
Toulmin,  Greorge 
Ure,  Alexander 
Verney,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walters,  John  Tudor 
Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leeds,  S.) 
Walton,  Joseph  (Barnsley) 
Ward,  John  (Stoke  upon  Trent 
Ward,W.Dudley(Southampton 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
White,  Partick  (Meath,  North) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Wiles,  lliomas 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R.) 
Wilson,  John    (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 


TSLLKBS       rOB     THE     AyBS — 

Mr.  Whiteley  and  Mr.  J.  A. 
Pbase. 


AclandHood,Rt.Hn.SirAlexF. 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hn.A.J.(CityLond.) 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
B  inner,  JohnS.  Harmood- 
Beach,  Hn. Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Castlereagh,  Viscount 

Cavendish,  Rt.Hon.VictorC.W. 

CI  iuse  3  :— 


NOES. 

Cecil,  Eveljrn  (Aston  Bianor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
Cecil,  Lord  R.(Marylebone,E.) 
Dougla8,Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Du  Cros,  Harvey 
Fletcher,  J.  S. 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  We«t) 
Gordon,  J.(Londonderry,South 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Harrison-Broadley,  CoL  H.  B. 


Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Nield,  Herbert 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pte<»e,HerbertPike  (Darlington 
Smith,  F.E.(Liverpool,  Walton), 
Valentia,  Viscount 

TSLLBBS  FOB  THE  N0E8— Mt 

Rawlinson  and  Mr.  Salter. 


♦BiR.  BOWLES  moved  an  Amend- 
ment on  page  1,  line  24,  to  leave  out 
the  wordB  'contemplation  or.'  He 
could  not  understand  why  those  words 
were  placed  in  this  clause  at  alL  In  an 
ordinary  trade  dispute  any  act  done  which 
interfered  with  the  trade  or  employment 
of  some  person,  or,  what  was  far  more 
important,  the  right  of  some  person  to 
dispose  of  his  labour  as  he  willed, 
now  gave  rise  to  action  as  a  tort. 
It  was  proposed  by  this  clause  to  difier- 
entiate  and  withdraw  that  kind  of  remedy 
from  the  person  who  was  so  interfered 
with.     Was  it  necessary  to  extend  that 


immunity  altogether  outside  the  four 
comers  of  an  existing  trade  dispute,  to 
the  illimitable  horizon  of  a  contemplated 
trade  dispute  ?  In  a  former  debate  he 
said  that  hon.  Oentlemen  below  the 
gangway,  and  the  trade  union  leaden 
generally,  were  always  contemplating 
trade  disputes.  [Cries  of  *'  No."]  Since 
then  he  had  had  the  advantage  of 
referring  to  an  interesting  article  written 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester, 
published  in  the  National  Review^  upon 
this  very  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  said 
in  that  article— 

**  A  trade  onion  is  organised  primarily  for 
industrial  purposes.  Its  essential  character- 
istic   is    that    of    a    fighting    machine.     No 
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other  feature  it  may  have  aoqaired  in  the 
course  of  time  can  oe  allowed  to  obliterate 

that No  one  has  any  right  to  expect 

that  intelligent  and  clear-sighted  workers  will 
bo^  cajoled  into  any  other  view  of  trade 
unionbm  than  that  it  is  an  engine  of  war 
performing  humane  and  beneficent  functions 
during  peace.'' 

He  supposed  that  whilst  a  trade  union 
was  contemplating  a  trade  dispute  would 
be  a  time  of  industrial  peace.  He  could 
imderstand  giving  power  of  an  altogether 
extraordinary  character  to  trade  unions 
of  masters  and  men  during  an  industrial 
war,  but  he  could  not  understand  upon 
this  clause  any  more  than  upon  the 
other  why  they  should  extend  those 
immunities,  the  only  defence  of  which 
was  that  they  were  necessary  because 
of  the  extraordinary  conditions  of 
industrial  war,  to  a  time  which  was 
admittedly  one  of  industrial  peace  during 
which  these  disputes  were  merely 
in  contemplation.  The  words  were  ex- 
tremely wide.  The  view  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  was  that  trade 
unions  were  engines  of  war. 

The  chairman  :  May  I  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  what  this  clause 
deals  with  is  "  an  act  done  by  a  person  in 
contemplation  or  furtherance  of  a  trade 
dispute."  The  hon.  Member  is  talking 
about  trade  unions,  and  a  trade  union  is 
not  a  person. 

*Mr.  BOWLES  contended  that  a 
member  of  a  trade  union  was  a 
person.  The  avowed  policy  of  thi 
clause  was  to  apply  only  to  a  time  of 
industrial  war,  and  he  did  not  imderstand 
why  it  should  be  extended  to  the  mere 
contemplation  of  a  trade  dispute.  He 
hoped  the  learned  Attorney-General 
would  be  able  to  explain  why  this  very 
wide  extension  of  this  principle  was 
considered  necessary. 

Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  this  clause 
was  inserted  to  meet  the  suggestion 
that  it  would  be  well  to  give  legislative 
effect  to  the  decision  of  the  House 
of  Lords  in  the  case  of  Allen  v.  Flood. 
The  Commissioners  had  themselves 
framed  a  provision  even  wider  than 
that  contained  in  the  present  Bill,  and 

the  words  "  in  contemplation  or  further- 
ance of  a  trade  dispute  "  were  a  restriction 

Mr,  Bowles. 


which  the  Commissioners  suggested  as 
an  improvement  of  the  law.  The 
majority  Report  stated — 

"  That  an  Act  should  be  passed  to  declare  thit 
an  individual  shall  not  be  liable  for  doing  any 
act  not  in  itself  an  actionable  tort  only  on  tw 
ground  that  it  is  an  interference  iritb  anotktr 
person's  trade,  business,  or  employnieot." 

He  took  that  view  himself.  He  thought 
the  hon.  Member  for  Norwood  woald 
acknowledge  that  he  had  diacmsed 
at  considerable  length  the  effect  of  the 
words  "  contemplation  or "  in  con- 
nection with  Clause  1,  and  in  regard  to 
this  Amendment  he  had  used  much 
the  same  arguments.  Consequently  he 
had  repeated  the  answer  which  he 
gave  upon  an  earlier  Amendment. 

Sir  EDWARD  CARSON  said  he  did 
not  want  to  prolong  this  discossioa 
in  regard  to  the  words  *' contemplation 
or."  He  understood  that  it  was  not 
proposed  to  alter  the  law  at  all  by  this 
section,  but  the  Attorney-Greneral  merely 
wished  to  make  the  law  clear  as  it  had 
been  laid  down  in  the  Courts. 

*Mr.  BOWLES  said  he  remained  of 
the  same  opinion,  but  as  he  did  not 
desire  to  detain  the  Committee,  he  asked 
leave  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  next  Amendment  stood  in  the 
name  of  Mr.  Clavell  Salter  as  follows  :— 

'*  In  page  1,  line  15,  after  the  word '  diapate/ 
to  insert  the  words  *  between  employers  and 
%*  orkroen.' " 

*Mr.  clavell  SALTER  said  he 
moved  an  Amendment  in  regard  to  this 
matter  on  the  first  clause.  It  was  defeated 
by  a  substantial  majority  and  he  did  not 
desire  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
Committee  in  moving  this  Amendment. 
The  Committee  would  remember  that  on 
the  occasion  of  the  discussion  of  the 
other  Amendment  the  Attorney-General 
admitted  the  necessity  of  defining  '^  trade 
dispute,"  and  said  he  would  consider  the 
matter.  He  did  not  know  whether  it 
would  be  convenient  for  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  now  to  give  the 
definition.  He  thought  it  would  be  of 
great  assistance  to  know  what  were 
the^terms  of  the  definition  of  *' trade 
dispute"  which  he  proposed  to  in- 
corporate in  the  BilL 
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The  chairman  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  had  better  move,  as  there  is 
nothing  before  the  Committee. 

♦Mr.  CLAVELL  SALTER :  Then  I  beg 
to  move. 

Amendment    proposed — 

"  In  page  1,  line  15,  after  the  word  *  dispate/ 
to  insert  the  words  '  between  employers  and 
workcnen/  '*— (^r.  Clavtll  SalUr,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  he  could 
not  formally  at  this  stage  give  a  defini- 
tion in  reply  to  a  question  of  this  kind. 
He  said  he  would  do  so  on  the  Report 
stage,  and  he  certainly  would. 

♦Mr.  CLAVELL  SALTER  asked  leave 
to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  moved  to  leave  out 
the  words  *'as  a  tort.''  He  did  not 
know  the  meaning  of  the  words  as  used 
here,  and  he  did  not  like  to  assent 
to  the  inclusion  of  words  in  a  Bill 
of  this  kind  unless  he  knew  what  they 
meant.  He  could  not  understand  how 
an  act  could  be  actionable  otherwise 
than  as  a  tort.  He  would  be  glad  to  be 
instructed  on  the  matter. 

Amendment    proposed — 

**  In  page  1,  line  25,  to  leave  out  the  words 
•  as  a  tort.*  **— (Z^rd  R,  Cecil.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  he  could 
not  see  how  it  could  be  actionable  as  a 
tort  under  this  clause.  He  could  not 
accept   the    Amendment. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  he  did  not  desire 
to  press  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  said  he  did  not 
know  whether  the  Attorney-General  was 
inclined  to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  notice,  to  insert  alter 


"  only "  the  words  "  that  it  induces 
some  other  person  to  break  a  contract 
of  employment  or.'*  If  he  was  not  pre 
pared  to  accept  it  he  must  proceed  to 
argue  it. 

Sir  JOHN  WALTON :  I  am  wiUing 
to  accept  it. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  said  he  under- 
stood that  from  his  previous  speech. 

Amendment    proposed — 

*'  In  page  1,  line  26,  after  the  word  '  only  *  to 
insert  the  words  '  that  it  induces  some  other 
person  to  break  a  contract  of  employment, 
or.*  ''—{Sir  Charles  Dilke.) 


Question     proposed, 
words  be  there  inserted." 


c« 


That     those 


Lord  R.  CECIL  said  he  strongly  held 
that  these  words  did  make  this  a 
different  clause  indeed,  and  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Forest  of  Dean  considered  it 
better  not  to  explain,  being  an 
old  Parliamentary  hand,  how  far  the 
words  went.  Here  they  were  proposing 
to  say  that  provided  an  act,  which 
unquestionably  would  be  actionable  under 
other  circumstances,  was  done  in  further- 
ance of  a  trade  dispute,  it  was  not  to  bo 
actionable  whether  it  was  done  by  a  trade 
union  or  anybody  else.  Any  act  done 
with  the  view  of  inducing  another  to 
break  his  contract  was  to  be  free  from 
any  action.  That  was  a  very  serious 
proposition  indeed.  It  would  make  a 
considerable  difference  in  the  circum- 
stances which  he  thought  should  t>e 
actionable.  It  would  make  an  enormous 
difference  in  a  large  number  of  commercial 
transactions. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  :  It  is  quite 
recent  law. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  it  had  been  law 
for  more  than  half  a  century  now.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  said  it  was  quite 
recent  law.  That  only  meant  that  it  was 
so  declared,  and  that  the  point  had  never 
arisen  before.  It  was  always  the  law, 
and  that  was  the  assumption  they  had  to 
make.  It  was  only  the  first  time  that  ihe 
Courts  had  had  it  brought  before  them. 
It  was  an  important  and  a  far-xe<»ching 
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The  additional  words  at  the  end  had  been 
suggested  since.  It  was  not  absolutely 
clear  to  the  Committee  \\hat  would  be  the 
effect  of  the  words  they  were  voting 
on,  and  he  ventured  to  say  that  the 
interpretation  given  to  the  words  might 
be  a  great  deal  wider  than  was  now 
known. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  he  did  not  mean 
to  ask  the  Committee  to  divide  on  this 
point,  but  he  wished  to  say  that  he  was 
left  completely  in  the  dark  as  to  what 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  meant. 
He  really  thought  that  they  ought  to 
know  what  these  Words  meant.  They 
appeared  to  be  very  wide.  He  could 
conceive  of  their  interfering  with  the 
rights  of  a  person  to  dispose  of  his  capital. 
It  was  not  easy,  on  the  spur  of  the 
moment,  to  give  instances,  but  he  must 
say  that  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  words 
went  very  far  indeed,  and  unless  the 
Attorney-General  could  point  to  the 
kind  of  thing  he  had  in  his  mind  he  really 
asked  him  not  to  insist  on  the  retention 
of  these  words. 

Sib  JOHN  WALTON  said  the  object 
of  these  words  was  simply  to  make  it 
clear  what  the  nature  of  the  interference 
was. 

LoBD  B.  CECIL  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  clause,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  FBEDEBICK  BANBUB  Y  proposed 
the  omission  of  the  clause  on  the  ground 
that  it  legalised  boycotting.  The  clause 
had  been  varied  from  the  form  in  which  it 
originally  stood  when  introduced  into  the 
House.  It  legalised  boycotting  and  all 
sorts  of  steps  which  would  cause  hardship 
to  honest  people.  Since  the  clause  was  in- 
troduced it  had  been  made  ten  times  worse 
b>  the  addition  of  the  words  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Forest  of  Dean.  There  was  a 
long  discussion  on  that  Amendment, 
which  not  only  added  to  the  evils  of  the 
clause  as  introduced,  but  went  very  much 
farther,  and  allowed  people  to  induce 
others  to  break  their  contracts.  They 
had  had  a  very  interesting  speech  from  an 

Mr.  Hawlinson, 


hon.  Gentleman  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  who  represented  one  of  the 
divisions  of  Lancashire.  He  gave  an 
instance  of  what  might  happen  in  the 
case  of  a  dispute  at  a  colliery,  and  that 
was  ruled  out  of  order,  because  it  was  not 
the  question  before  the  Committee.  But 
it  was  the  question  before  the  Committee 
at  the  present  moment,  and  as  the 
clause  stood  now,  the  following  might 
happen.  Suppose  there  was  a  dispute  at  a 
colliery — quite  a  trivial  dispute,  some- 
thing like  the  case  of  a  foreman  being 
dismissed  and  his  reinstatement  de- 
manded by  the  trade  union  and  refused 
by  the  owners — and  a  strike  was  ordered, 
and  the  business  of  that  colliery  was 
taken  by  another  colliery.  Possibly 
an  arrangement  might  be  entered 
into  by  these  two  collieries  whereby  the 
colliery  where  the  strike  had  taken  place 
should  receive  a  certain  portion  of  the 
profits  on  the  coal  which  would  have 
been  supplied  by  it  had  there  been  no 
strike.  He  could  conceive  of  that  being 
done  by  arrangement  between  the 
masters.  He  could  conceive  that  as  an 
easy  way,  or  a  very  good  way,  of  en- 
deavouring to  fight,  as  the  masters  were 
entitled  to  do.  Let  the  Committee 
consider  what  the  position  would  be  if 
this  clause  became  law.  There  had  been 
a  strike  at  Colliery  A  and  Colliery  B  had 
supplied  coal  to  the  customers  of  Colliery 
A.  The  strikers  found  that  the  strike 
was  not  inflicting  the  injury  on 
Colliery  A  which  they  wished  to  be  done, 
and  they  went  to  the  colliers  employed 
at  Colliery  B  and  induced  the  men 
who  were  employed  there  to  break 
their  contracts  and  come  out.  They 
would  not  be  liable  for  that  act  under 
this  clause,  and  not  only  so,  but  owing 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Forest 
of  Dean,  it  would  not  be  possible  for  the 
owners  of  Colliery  B  to  bring  an  action 
against  the  colliers  in  Colliery  A.  It 
might  be  said  that  the  owners  of  Colliery 
B  could  bring  an  action  against  the 
colliers  in  their  employment  for  breach 
of  contract.  But  supposing  there  were 
5,000  or  6,000  men,  the  owners  of 
the  colliery  would  have  to  bring 
an  action  against  each  of  these  men, 
and  it  might  be  that  the  men  would 

not     have      a     sufficient     amount     of 

money  to  pay  the  fine.    What  would 
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why  ?    Because   it   was   only   inducing 
a  person  to  break  a  contract  of  employ- 
ment, but  if  it  was  maliciously  inducing 
a  person  to  break  a  contract  of  employ- 
ment then  it  was  actionable.     It  had 
been  laid  down  by  the  Courts  of  law  that 
it    was    actionable    to    induce   a   man 
to  break  a  contract  if  the  inducement 
was  malicious ;  and  the  Courts  had  said 
that    maliciously    to    induce    a    person 
to  break   a   contract   meant  to  induce 
him  to  do  it  without  just  cause  or  excuse. 
Where,  he  thought,  there  was  a  difficulty 
— and  he  was  afraid  always  must  be  a 
difficulty   in   the  present  state  of  our 
law — was  to  determine   on  which   side 
of  the  law  the  inducement  was  to  fall, 
whether  it  was   with    or  without  just 
cause    or    excuse.      The    trade    union 
representatives  would  remember  a  case, 
in     which      this      point    was     raised, 
which   went   to   the   House   of   Lords, 
when    the    matter    was    discussed    at 
great  length.    The  point  then  was  in 
respect  of  the  action  taken  by  the  South 
Wales    Miners'    Federation   in  inducing 
men     to     break     their    contracts     of 
employment    in    order   to   restrict    the 
output  of  coal,  so  that  they  might  keep 
up  the  rate  of  wage,  which  it  Was  their 
duty   to   maintain.    The   question   was 
whether  that  w'as  a  malicious  induce- 
ment to  break  a  contract.    There  ^as 
considerable   divergence   of   opinion   on 
the   point,    which   he    might   illustrate 
by  8a3dng  that  in  the  first  Court  it  was 
held  that  these  men  having  acted  honestly 
and  done  what  they  conceived  was  right 
in  pursuance  of  their  duty  as  members 
of  the  trade  union,  their  action  could 
not   be  held   to   be  malicious,  and  the 
case  t^as  decided  in  favour  of  the  trade 
union.    On  appeal,  however,  it  was  held 
by  the  majority  of  the  Court  of  Appeal 
and    by    the    House    of     Lords    that 
these     circumstances    did     not    afford 
just  cause  or  excuse.    In  that  case  the 
tribunal  Was  pressed   very  hard,   both 
in  the  Court  of  Appeal  and  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  to  explain  what  they  thought 
would  be  ]\isi  cause  or  excuse  in  the  case 
of  a  trade  union ;  but  the  Courts  con- 
tented themselves    with  saying  that  in 
their  view  this  particular  case  did  not 
fall  within  the  lines  of  being  an  induce- 
ment with  just  cause  and  excuse.    He 
had  only  referred  to  these  cases  for  the 

poipoae  of  pdnting  out  to  the  Committee 
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that  what  they  were  asked  to  do  by  the 
insertion  of  these  Words  was  not  to 
change  the  law  unless  they  inserted  also 
in  that  same  clause  the  word  maliciously, 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not 
propose  to  insert,  and  which  had  not 
been  accepted  by  the  Attomey-GeneraL 
The  clause  would,  if  it  was  intended  to 
change  the  law,  have  to  be  so  amended 
as  to  read  after  "only,"  "that  it 
maliciously  induces  some  other  per- 
son to  break  a  contract  of  employment." 
In  his  view  the  words  proposed  to  be  in- 
serted would  not  be  construed  by  the 
Courts  as  changing  the  law,  but  would 
be  held  as  the  remaining  parts  of  the 
clause  admittedly  were,  merely  declara- 
tory of  the  law. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  said  that  what  he 
understood  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
that  the  words  made  no  change  at  all. 
But  it  had  been  held  that  if  they  inten- 
tionally procured  a  man,  he  did  not  use 
the  word  "  maliciously  "  at  all,  but  if 
they  did  it  intentionally  and  without 
some  just  cause  or  excuse  they  did  then 
give  rise  to  something  that  was  action* 
able.  What  he  Wanted  to  know  Was, 
was  the  Amendment  before  them  not 
intended  to  cover  or  relieve  a  case 
where  a  trade  union,  or  any  person,  in 
the  course  of  a  trade  dispute  in- 
tentionally brought  about  a  breach 
of  contract.  If  it  Was  only  going  to 
cover  a  case  where  it  Was  a  breach  of 
contract  lawfully  brought  about,  and 
if  all  these  words  meant  was  that  it 
should  be  lawful  hereafter  to  do  what 
had  hitherto  been  lawful,  then  he 
would  not  oppose  the  insertion  of  the 
words ;  but  his  own  opinion  was  that 
there  would  be  a  very  strong  argument 
upon  the  words  hereafter,  and  how  it 
would  be  decided  he  did  not  think  any 
lawyer  could  say. 

*Mr.  SHACKLETON  said  that  so  far  as 
the  legal  gentlemen  were  concerned  they 
might  argue  the  point  for  an  hour,  but  he 
and  his  friends  knew  this  matter  from 
experience.  Ke  would  give  an  instance 
wluch  occurred  to  himself,  and  he  thought 
the  Committee  would  realise  that  this 
was  a  case  which  ought  to  be  covered.  In 
this  case,  after  considerable  delay  and 
after  every  effort  to  bring  about  a  settle- 
ment, they  had  a  strike  in  a  Lancashire 
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I  own.  The  dispute  was  not  aboat 
wages ;  it  was  aboat  the  quality  of  the 
material  supplied  to  the  operators. 
They  endeavoured  to  get  compensation 
for  the  bad  material  and  they  failed. 
Eventually  the  weavers  themselves 
demanded  that  they  should  cease  work 
rather  than  go  on  as  they  were,  and 
the  union  had  to  consent  to  this 
and  to  serve  notice  in  a  proper 
manner.  The  employers  immediately 
sent  out  a  circular,  advertised  in  the 
newspapers,  and  placarded  the  town  all 
round  to  this  effect — 

"  Wanted,  weaverefor milL  Standard  list 

of  wages  paid/' 

No  Operative  who  had  been  out  of  work 
for  two  years  would  refuse  to  rush  to  the 
firm  for  work  where  the  employer  had 
declared  that  the  trade  union  rate  of 
wages  was  paid.  As  the  result  of  that 
advertisement  they  got  the  workmen. 
As  secretary  he  claimed  the  right  to  call 
a  meeting  of  those  weavers  and  explained 
to  them,  **  You  have  been  brought  here 
under  a  wrong  impression.  The  dispute 
is  not  about  wages  at  all,  but  about  bad 
material,  which  has  in  effect  reduced 
wages.  We  ask  ^ou  to  consider  whether 
it  is  a  fair  thing  for  you  to  come  down 
here  to  take  positions  on  information  of 
this  kind  which  is  only  part  of  the  truth 
and  not  altogethertrue."  He  proceeded  no 
further  and  said  not  another  word  to  those 
weavers,  but  the  effect  of  that  statement 
of  the  other  side  of  the  case  was  that  they 
refused  to  go  on  any  longer  or  to  assist  the 
employer  in  his  effort  to  force  on  the  old 
employees  bad  material,  and  they  broke 
the  contract.  Thej  were  under  a  contract 
to  give  seven  or  fourteen  days  notice. 
Was  he,  for  simply  stating  the  facts  of  the 
case  in  that  way,  to  be  held  responsible  as 
an  individual  ?     It  had  been  held  to  be 

illegal  to  induce  those  people  to  break 
their  contracts,  and  therefore  he  thought 
the  Committee  would  fully  realise  that  it 
was  unreasonable  to  put  them  in  such  a 
position  that  they  would  be  landed  in 
serious  consequences  for  simply  stating 
the  facts  of  the  case.  In  that  case,  how- 
ever, he  left  these  people  to  decide  for 
themselves  whether  they  would  break  the 
contract.  He  knew  how  risky  it  was 
under  the  law  as  it  then  stood  and  he 
refused  to  go  any  further  than  simply 

Mr.  Shaekhftofi* 


state  the  true  iMcts.  He  thought  thej 
were  entitled  to  exemption  in  regard  to 
an  action  such  as  that. 

«SiB  JOHN  WALTON  said  he  hid 
not  spoken  after  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
moved  the  Amendment  because  thit 
very  question  arose  in  the  discussion  <m 
an  earlier  clause.  It  was  then  stated  thit 
the  doctrine  of  Bowen  v.  Hall  was  in- 
applicable in  the  course  of  suck  disputes 
as  were  contemplated  by  this  Bill,  and  he 
gave  the  Committee  some  reasons  for  sup- 
porting that  view.  In  the  first  place  tktt 
doctrine,  novel  as  it  was,  depended 
entirely  upon  the  consideration  whether 
the  persuasion  used  was  malicious.  The 
ordinary  cases  of  persuasion  of  which  they 
had  had  illustrations  in  the  speech  just 
made  could  scarcely  be  held  to  he 
malicious  in  any  fair  sense  of  the  term, 
although  so  regarded  by  the  law;  that 
was  to  say,  if  the  men  conducting  the 
strike  were  fairly  stating  the  case  of 
labourers  who  had  struck  to  labonren 
who  were  imported  they  could  scaroelj 
call  that  proceeding  malicioua.  Then 
were  many  cases  in  which  workmen  were 
engaged  in  ignorance  of  or  under  some 
misrepresentation  of  the  true  nature  of 
the  dispute.  If  the  law  were  to  put  a  stop 
to  every  effort  at  persuasion  in  regard  to 
men,  however  numerous,  who  had  enteied 
into  contract  under  misapprehensi<m, 
however  grave,  it  would  be  impossihk 
that  these  disputes  should  be  conducted 
on  equal  terms. 

*Mr.  hills  did  not  think  the 
Amendment  went  far  enough.  Even 
if  a  person  induced  a  man  to  break 
his  contract  for  a  malicious  motive  and 
for  the  exclusive  benefit  of  the  person 
who  induced  the  breach,  he  held  that 
justice  would  be  satisfied  by  giving  the 
pcrrson  whose  contract  was  broken  a 
right  of  action  against  the  person  break- 
ing it,  and  not  against  the  third  person 
who  had  induced  the  breach.  In  all 
these  disputes  a  great  many  wrongs  were 
done  for  which  there  was  no  legal  remedy. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  moved 
as  an  Amendment  to  the  Amendment  to 
insert  after  **  induces  "  the  words  **  other- 
wise than  maliciously."  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Reading  had  told  them  that  the 
Amendment  was  of  no  practical  efikct, 
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as  it  was  ooveied  by  the  law  as  it  stood 
at  present.  Great  harm  was  done  by  not 
making  the  clauses  perfectly  clear,  and 
all  he  desired  to  do  was  to  make  distinct 
what  w^  the  opinion  of  the  House  of 
Commons  on  this  point.  This  was  not  a 
question  of  a  father  seeking  to  prevent 
a  daughter  carr3ring  out  a  fooUsh  marriage 
contract.  They  wexc  now  dealing  with 
grown-up  men  who  were  supposed  to 
know  what  they  were  doing.  Take  the 
case  of  a  coUiery  dispute.  The  men 
might  go  on  strike  because  of  a  dispute 
about  wages  or  something  else.  As  a 
result  the  colliery  might  be  flooded  and 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  pounds  worth  of 
damage  done.  Surely  it  would  be  ab- 
solutely wrong  to  sanction  such  a  thing 
as  that.  He  wished  by  his  Amendment 
to  introduce  a  safeguard  against  such 
damage  as  that  being  done  to  the  industry 
of  the  country. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed, 

Amendment — 

*'  After  the  word  '  induces  *  to  insert  the 
words  *  otherwise  than  maliciously'," — {Sir 
Frederick  Banbury. ) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (City  of  London) 
said  that  this  was  one  of  those  oases  in 
which  there  was  a  general  agreement  as  to 
what  ought  to  be  done,  but  a  difference 
as  to  how  it  should  be  done.  He  agreed 
that  such  action  as  that  described  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Clitheroe  ought  not  to 
involve  a  legal  liability.  On  the  other 
hand,  he  did  not  like  to  see  introduced 
into  an  Act  of  Parliament  words  which, 
on  the  face  of  them,  seemed  to  justify  a 
wrongful  act.  A  trade  imion  official 
ought  to  be  protected  in  making  a  true 
statement  of  facts  ;  but  to  suggest  that 
there  were  interests  in  the  country  which 
must  be  relieved  from  the  ordinary 
incidence  of  the  ordinary  law  was  a 
thing  repellent  to  every  law-making 
assembly.  All  that  it  was  desired  to 
save  would  be  saved  by  the  Amendment 
to  the  Amendment,  and  he  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  favourable  consideration  would 
be  given  to  the  suggestion  of  his  hon. 
friend. 

♦Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  the  cases 
which  ^ad  been  described  by  the    hon. 
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Member  for  Chtheroe  would,  he  feared, 
be  held  by  a  court  of  law  to  be  oases  of 
malicious  persuasion.  Qye  v.  Lumley  was 
the  case  of  an  opera  manager  inducing 
a  singer  imder  contract  with  a  riviu 
to  break  her  contract  and  enter  his 
employ.  In  that  case  it  was  held 
that  there  had  been  a  seducing  of  the 
servant  of  one  employer  to  join  the  service 
of  another.  Bowen  t;.  Hall  was  a  very 
similar  case.  Supposing  they  had  the  case 
of  a  trade  union  secretary  or  representa- 
tive trying  to  induce  a  number  of  work- 
men brought  in  from  an  outside  district 
to  leave  their  work  from  a  feeling  of 
camaraderie^  and  they  had  entered  into 
contracts  for  some  months  in  advance-^ 
suppose  he  tried  to  induce  them  to  leave 
their  employment  notwithstanding  their 
contracts.  What  would  be  the  argument  ? 
It  would  be  said  that  the  persuasion  used 
had  a  self -regarding  motive  and  was  not 
done  upon  any  ethical  ground  or  under 
the  obligation  of  any  family  or  social 
tie,  but  that  it  was  malicious  with- 
in the  meaning  of  the  law.  What 
the  Government  had  felt  was  that  this 
word  **  maliciously  "  under  the  oonstruc- 
tion  it  received  at  present  would  pre- 
vent operations  which  were  almost 
essential  to  a  strike  and  which  Parlia- 
ment meant  to  sanction.  Take  the 
illustration  given  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derby,  who  went  down  into  the 
country  to  explain  the  merits  of  lus 
strike  to  a  large  number  of  men  imported 
by  the  railway  company  whom  he 
wished  to  join  the  men  who  had  struck. 
He  was  enjoined  by  injunction  by  the 
High  Court  on  the  ground  that  he  was 
maliciously  inducing  them  to  break  their 
contracts.  Under  these  circumstan  ces  the 
conduct  of  a  strike  was  exceedingly 
difficult. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said  he  could  not 
argue  as  to  the  meaning  which  the 
courts  of  law  would  attribute  to  the  word 
"  maliciously,'*  but  the  contention  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  entirely 
destroyed  the  meaning  of  the  English 
language  and  made  the  business  of  the 
House  exceedingly  difficult,  if  not  ridicu- 
lous. 

Mr.  ATHERLEY  -  JONES  thought 
that  this  was  an  important  and  debatable 
Amendment,  and  agreed  with  much  that 
had  been  said  by  the   Opposition.    To 
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advise  a  person  to  break  a  contract 
was  an  illegal  act  and  an  action  would 
lie  for  it  to  recover  damages.  The  only 
defence  was  a  justification.  That  was 
if  a  person  could  show  that  from  family 
relation  or  that  from  a  fiduciary  position 
he  gave  the  advice,  then  it  was  justified, 
and  then  only  could  he  escape  the 
consequences.  The  word  "malicious" 
was  entirely  made  meaningless.  It  had 
no  meaning  in  law  in  regard  to  a  civil 
action  except  in  regard  to  a  malicious 
prosecution  case  or  an  action  for  slander 
or  libel.  Malice  in  an  ordinary  action  at 
civil  law  meant  nothing  except  that  the 
acts  should  be  done  intentionally,  because 
if  it  was  done  inadvertently  no  action 
would  lie.  Supposing  A  advised  B  to 
break  a  contract,  the  Court  would  find 
quite  apart  from  the  fact  whether  his 
act  was  malicious  or  not  that  an  action 
would  lie,  and  the  only  answer  was  that 
it  was  done  in  consequence  of  the 
relation  between  the  parties  such  as  that 
of  father  and  son,  who  were  entitled 
to  give  advice  one  to  the  other.  What 
the  Committee  had  to  do  was  to  make 
an  exception  in  the  case  of  trade  unions, 
and  to  say  that  whereas  all  other  persons 
might  not  advise  breaches  of  contract 
with  impunity  trade  unions  might 
80  advise.  [Cries  of  **  Oh !  **]  He  adhered 
to  his  statement,  and  he  should  like  to 
hear  any  lawyer  get  up  and  point  out 
iti  what  respect  it  was  not  correct.  It 
was  sought  to  be  laid  down  that  in  the 
case  of  a  trade  union  it  was  not  to  be 
illegal  to  induce  a  person  to  break  a 
contract,  and  he  said  that  whereas  in 
respect  of  other  persons  who  induced 
a  person  to  break  a  contract  it  was  action- 
able, if  this  clause  passed,  in  the  case 
of  trade  unions  it  would  not  be  action- 
able. Now  was  it  desirable  to  allow 
this  Amendment  to  pass  ?  Taking  it 
away  from  the  narrow  point  of  law  he 
thought  it  desirable.  Undoubtedly  the 
action  of  trade  unions  in  the  case 
of  strikes  was  to  induce 'persons  not  to 
enter  into  the  employment  of  an  employer 
in  whose  works  a  strike  existed,  and 
the  effect  might  be  an  inducement  to 
break  a  contract  although  it  was  not 
intended  to  indicate  brealang  of  contracts 
as  a  general  line  of  policy.  A  very 
learned  Judge,  Lord  Cairns,  drew  that 
distinction  between  advice  for  a  general 
policy  of  breaking  contracts  and  advice 
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for  the  breach  of  an  individual  contract 
The  trade  unions  naturally  trod  the 
narrow  dividing  line  between  legality 
and  illegality,  and  therefore  it  was 
necessary  that  the  law  should  exercise 
great  indulgence  in  respect  to  their 
liabilities  and  actions  under  the  law. 
Therefore  he  thought  that  the  Amrad* 
ment  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  should 
be  accepted.  The  question  of  "mali- 
ciously "  did  not  enter  into  the  matter 
at  all,  the  point  being  whether  there 
was  advice  to  beak  a  contract  and 
whether  that  advice  could  or  could 
not  be  justified  upon  the  narrow  lines 
which  the  Courts  had  laid  down. 

Lord  B.  CECIL  wished  to  call  attention 
to  the  rather  strange  position  in  which 
they  were  placed  owing  to  the  speeches 
of  the  Attorney-G^eneral  and  of  the  hon 
and  learned  Member  for  Beading.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  Government  a  plain 
question :  Did  they  think  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  un- 
amended made  any  change  in  the  present 
law  ?  If  it  was  going  to  make  any 
change  then  it  ought  not  to  be  pot 
into  this  clause,  because  this  clause 
had  been  recommended  to  the  House 
as  making  no  change  in  the  law,  and 
as  being  simply  declaratory  of  the 
existing  law.  If  the  Government  were 
going  to  make  any  change  in  the  law 
in  this  respect  it  ought  not  to  be 
done  in  this  portion  of  the  Bill,  but 
in  a  subsequent  clause.  If  they  were 
going  to  put  in  any  change  of  the 
law  here  they  were  Roing  to  do  some- 
thing which  they  were  not  entitled 
to  do.  The  present  position  appeared 
to  be  characteristic  of  the  Government's 
attitude  right  through  the  Bill.  Thev 
said  to  the  Opposition,  "  You  need  not 
mind  this :  we  assure  you  it  makes 
no  change  or  very  little  change  in  the 
existing  law."  Then  they  turned  to 
the  Labour  Members  and  said,  "'Now. 
we  are  giving  you  all  that  you  ask." 
That  was  exactly  what  the  Govern- 
ment had  done  in  respect  to  this  Amend- 
ment. The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney- 
General  made  a  speech  which  might  be 
taken  either  way ;  either  that  it  made  a 
change  in  the  law  or  that  it  did  not 
make  any  change  in  the  law.    But  the 
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hon.  and  learned  (xentleman  must  make  up 
his  mind  which  horse  he  was  going  to  ride. 
He  must  make  up  his  mind  as  to  whether 
this  did  or  did  not  make  any  change  in 
the  law.  The  hon.  and  learned  (xentle- 
man had  grounds  for  his  statements,  but 
he  thought  he  could  explain  the  meaning 
of  the  word  "malicious"  in  this  connection. 
Ualicious  meant  with  an  indirect  motive. 
It  was  a  little  complicated.  The  meaning 
was  settled  many  years  ago,  and  at  the  time 
that  it  was  settled  that  was  its  ordinary 
meaning.  It  was  not  the  lawyers  who 
changed  the  meaning  of  the  word 
**  malicious,"  but  the  ordinary  public. 
There  was  a  very  interesting  decision  with 
regard  to  this,  under  which  it  was  laid 
down  that  "  malicious  "  originally  meant 
what  the  lawyers  attributed  to  it  but  that 
the  ordinary  people  had  changed  its 
meaning.  In  the  process  of  time  many 
words  had  changed  their  meaning,  but  the 
law  being  conservative  by  tradition  had 
stuck  to  the  original  meaning  of  the 
word.  He  did  not  think  it  was  fair  to 
put  it  in  the  way  in  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  |Oentleman  put  it.  There  must 
be  something  more  than  an  induce- 
ment to  break  a  contract.  It  must  be 
done  with  some  indirect  motive.  That 
was  the  nearest  they  could  get  to  the  true 
sense  of  the  word  '*  malicious." 

Sir  JOHN  WALTON  :  That  is  not  the 
-view  of  Lord  Herschell. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  he  had  not  read 
his  judgment,  but  if  Lord  Herschell 
took  the  other  view  he  (Lord  R.  Cecil)  was 
wrong.  But  his  impression  had  always 
l>een  that  malicious  meant  some  indirect 
motive.  .His  objection  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  \he  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  was  that 
it  appeared  to  make  a  change  in  the  law 
and  it  was  put  in  with  a  view  to  inducing 
hon.  Members  to  believe  that  a  change 
in  the  law  was  made,  but  he  believed  no 
<3hange  was  made;  and  that  they  would  not 
j?et  any  improved  position  from  it.  The 
orly  effect  of  the  Amendment  would 
be  that  it  would  result  in  a  great  namber 
of  conflicting  decisions  which  could  not 
be  settled  fexcept  by  the  House  of  Lords 
at  great  expense.  He  hoped  the  Com- 
nxittee  would  reject  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  MARKHAM  (Nottmghamshire, 
Mansfield)  said  he  would  like  to  ask 
the  hon.  and  learned    Attorney-Greneral 


one  question  on  this  Bill.  He  attached 
more  importance  to  this  clause  than  to 
any  other  clause  of  the  Bill.  What  he 
could  not  understand  about  the  clause 
was  this :  when  this  Bill  was  before  the 
lasfc  Parliament  the  Solicitor  -  General 
of  that  day  differed  from  the  present 
learned  Attorney-General  on  the  construc- 
tion of  the  language  of  the  clause.  Here 
in  this  case  learned  counsel  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  did  the  same  thing.  He 
wanted  to  put  this  simple  question  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney-General : 
supposing  that  he  was  connected  in  his 
business  withr  a  colliery  and  that  a 
strike  had  taken  place  at  a  colliery  which 
did  not  affect  his  mine.  The  trade  union 
thought  from  the  nature  of  the  case  it  was 
necessary  to  have  a  strike  at  the  adjacent 
colliery  which  had  no  interest  in  the  dis- 
pute, but  was  thereby  drawn  into  it. 
If  in  any  one  of  his  collieries  the  union 
drew  out  his  men,  had  they  a  right  under 
this  clause  to  call  his  men  out  without 
giving  him  the  usual  fourteen  days  notice? 
Because  if  they  did,  what  happened  ?  He 
did  not  say  that  they  would  do  it.  The 
trade  union  leaders  with  whom  he  had 
had  to  deal  had  always  dealt  with  him 
with  the  greatest  moderation,  and  owing 
to  their  moderation  had  saved  strikes. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  who  had  no 
knowledge  of  these  matters  could  not 
understand  the  assistance  they  obtained 
from  trade  imion  leaders  in  preventing 
strikes.  But  if  trade  unions  were  allowed 
to  draw  out  men  without  any  notice 
what  would  be  the  result  ?  Was  it  reason- 
able that  colliery  men  should  throw  down 
their  tools  without  notice  ?  If  in  the 
course  of  a  dispute  he  imported  blacklegs 
he  admitted  at  once  that  he  would  have 
no  objection  to  their  proceeding  to  break 
their  contracts.  But  where  there  was  no 
dispute  between  him  and  his  men,  with 
whom  he  was  on  the  happiest  of  terms,  then 
he  said  it  was  wrong.  He  hoped  under 
the  circumstances  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  give  an  assur- 
ance that  he  did  not  intend  to  adopt  the 
language  suggested  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House. 

♦Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  he  under- 
stood the  illustration  of  the  hon. 
Member  to  be  this :  A  strike  was  going 
on,  not  owing  to  a  dispute  between  the 
hon.  Member  and  his  own  workmen,  but 
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strikes  were  used  in  many  countries  not 
in  the  furtherance  of  trade  disputes  at  all, 
but  for  objects  wholly  alien  to  the  minds 
of  the  trade  union  leaders  in  our  country. 
They    knew    what   they    wanted,    and 
respected  it.    They  knew  that  the  trade 
union  leaders  did  their  very  best  to  pre- 
vent strikes.  But  they  were  not  legislating 
for  them  alone,  but  for  all  organisations, 
whether  of   capital  or  of  labour,  which 
might  use  the  power  of  combination  for 
any  purpose.    In  the  clause  there  was  no 
limitation  ;  it  was  not  confined  to  trade 
disputes,  but  was  universal.    He  con- 
fessed he  thought  the  first  thoughts  of  the 
€k)vemment    were    the    best    thoughts. 
The   Gk)vemment   did   attempt   in   the 
drafting  of  the  Bill  to  deal  with  this  pro- 
blem in  a  moderate  and  statesmanlike 
spirit,  and  they  had  been  unduly  alarmed 
and    improperly    misdirected    by    the 
pressure   put    upon    them   by  some  of 
their  friends.    He  was  very  sorry  they 
had  taken  this  course.    He  believ^  that 
the    country    generally    and    the    trade 
unions  themselves  would  really  not  have 
objected  to  the  way  in  which  the  Bill 
was   originally  proposed.    It  still    had 
the   support,    he    understood,    of    some 
members  of  the  Gk)vemment,  it  was  the 
opinion  of  a  very  large  number  of  Gentle- 
men opposite,  and  perhaps  even  of  some 
Members    representing     trade     unions. 
["  No."]    Well,  at  all  events,  he  thought 
some  of  his  arguments  would  appear  to 
them  to  be  of  substance.    Were  they  de- 
liberately to  throw  aside  the  results  of  the 
labours  of  the  Government,  the  Cabinet, 
the  Attorney-General,  the  draftsman,  and 
the  Commission,  which  had  resulted  in 
Clause  4  as  it  stood  in  the  Bill  ?     Should 
they   not   abstain   from  hastily   taking 
up  the  new  clause  on  the  inspiration, 
which  appeared  to  have  come  suddenly 
to  the  Prime  Minister  at  about  three 
o'clock  on  a  Friday  afternoon,  to  accept 
wholesale  the  rather  crude  suggestions 
of  the  trade  unions  ?     Ought  they  to 
sacrifice    interests    which    might    prove 
of  national  importance  simply  because 
they    thought,    and    rightly,    that    the 
present  leaders  of  labour  in  this  country 
would  not  abuse  the  powers  given  them  ? 
That  was  not  true  wisdom ;    that  was 
not  the  path  they  ought  to  pursue,  and 
he  confessed  that,  as  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned,   he   could   not,    with   the    best 
will  in  the  world,  bring  himself  to  believe 
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either  that  the  trade  unions  were  in 
their  own  interests  well  advised  to 
ask  for  this  exceptional  treatment,  or 
that,  if  in  spite  of  that  view  they  still 
asked  for  it,  the  House  would  be  well 
advised  to  give  it  to  them.  He  asked 
that  all  corporations,  be  they  what 
they  might,  should  be  imder  one  common 
law  and  subject  to  one  recognised  set 
of  obligations.  There  was  nothing  he 
knew  of,  either  in  regard  to  employed 
or  employers,  in  the  one  as  little  as  in 
the  other,  which  made  him  think  that 
there  ought  to  be  special  relaxation 
on  their  behalf,  and  for  that  reason 
he  must  vote  against  the  Motion  made 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  Clause  4  of  the  Bill  should  be 
postponed  for  the  purpose  of  discussing 
that  other  and  far  inferior  alternative 
which  has  been  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  deference  to  the  wishes  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  gangway. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  made  a  very  temperate  and 
moderate  speech,  and  he  thought  he  might 
fairly  grant  to  him  that  he  had  not  taken 
imdue  advantage  of  the  Parliamentary 
situation,  tempting  as  it  undoubtedly 
was  in  some  respects.  But  since  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to 
him,  and  because  he  had  for  many  years 
past  taken  a  very  great  interest  in  the 
affairs  of  trade  unions,  he  would  say  a 
few  words.  How  did  the  problem  become 
a  pressing  one  ?  Everybody  believed 
that  some  legislation  was  required  to 
^ive  trade  unions  certain  advantages. 
During  something  like  thirty  years  they 
would  not  find  a  case  in  which  any  Court 
of  law  had  enforced,  as  against  the 
funds  of  a  trade  imion,  liabiUty  for  acts 
done  in  contemplation  or  furtherance  of, 
or  incident  to,  a  trade  dispute,  and  that 
state  of  the  law  was  not  only  universally 
understood,  but,  so  far  as  he  knew,  was 
universally  acquiesced  in  by  both  masters 
and  men,  and  nobody  had  succeeded  in 
showing  that  there  was  any  detriment  to 
the  community  at  large.  Then  came  the 
Tafi  Vale  decision,  and  that  decision 
was  preceded  and  accompanied  by 
another  series  of  decisions  in  the  House 
of  Lords  and  the  Court  of  Appeal.  The 
application  of  the  common  law  of  agency 
to  minor  and  subordinate  agents  of  the 
trade  unions,  coupled  with  the  entirely 
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Roe,  Sir  Thomas 

Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 
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Rowlands,  J. 

Samuel,  Herb.  L.  (Cleveland) 
Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 
Schwann,  Sir  C.  E.  (Manchester 
Soott,A.H.(Ashton  imderLyne) 
Seavems,  J.  H. 
Seely,  Major  J.  B. 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hn.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Simon,  John  Allsebrook 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hn.  John 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smyth,Thomas  F. (Lei trim,  S.) 
Snowden,  P. 

Stanley,Hn.  A.Lyulph  (Chesb. ) 
Steadman,  W.  C. 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Stuart,  James  (Simderland) 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Summerbell,  T. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Tennant,  Sir  Edwd.  (Salisbury) 
Thomasson,  Franklin 
Thompson,J.W.H.  (Somerset  E. 
Thome,  William 
Toulmin,  George 
Ure,  Alexander 
Vemey,F.W. 
Vivian,  Henry 
Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leeds,  S.) 
Walton,  Joseph  (Barnsley) 
Ward,  John  (Stoke  upon  Trent) 
Ward,W.Dudley(Southamp*t'n 
Weir,  James  Galloway ; 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
White,  Patrick  (Meath,  North) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (HaUfax) 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R.) 
Wilson,  John(Durham,  3iid.) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 
Wood,  T.  M'Kinnon 
Toxall,  James  Henry 

TeLLBBS  l^B  THB  NoBS — Mr. 
Whiteley  and  Mr.  J.  A. 
Pease. 


Question  put,  "That  the  words  *that    contract  of  employment    or'    be    there 
it  induces  some  other  person  to  break  a    inserted.'' 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes,   255';     Noes,  30.     (Division  List  No.  314.) 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,  N.E.) 

Agnew,  George  William 

Alden,  Percy 

Allen  ,A.Acland  (Chri8tcbnrch( 

A8quith,Rt.Hon.HerbertHenry 

Astbuiy,  John  Meir 

Atherley-Jones,  L. 

Baker,  Sir  Jolm  (Portsmouth) 


AYES. 
Baker, Joseph  A.  (Finsbury,  E.) 
Baring,Gocl£rey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 
Barnard,  E.  B. 
Barnes,  G.  N. 
Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 
Beale,  W.  P. 
Beaamont,Hubert  (Eastbourne 


Beaumont,  W.  C.  B.  (Hexham) 

Bell,  Richard 

Bellairs,  Carlyon 

Benn,Sir  J.  Williams(Devonp'rt 

Benn,W.(T'w*r  H'mlet8,S.Geo. 

Bertram,  Julius 

Billson,  Alfred 

Black*  Arthur  W.(Bedfordshire 
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Braoe,  William 
Brigg,  John 
Brooklehurst,  W.  B. 
Brooke,  Stopford 
'Brunner  J.  F.  L.  (Lanos.,  Leigh) 
Biyce,  J.  A.  (Inverness  Barghs) 
Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bumyeat,  W.  J.  D. 
Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.  SydneyCharles 
Byles,  William  Pollard 
Cameron,  Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman,  Sir  H. 
Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn.RiohardKnight 
Channing,  Francis  Allston 
Gheetham,  John  Frederick 
Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 
Churchill,  Winston  Spencer 
Clancy,  John  Joseph 
Clarke,  C.  Goddard 
aeland,  J.  W. 
aough,  W. 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 
Collins,  Sir  Wm.  J.(S.Pancras,W 
Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 
Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,C.H.(Sussex,E.Grinst'd 
Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 
Cowan,  W.  H. 
Cox,  Harold 

Criig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 
Crooks,  William 
Crossley,  William  J. 
CuUinan,  J. 
Dalziel,  James  Henry 
Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 
Dickinson,  W.H.(St.Pancras,N. 
Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Duckworth,  James 
Duncan,  C.  (Barrow-in-Fuiness 
Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 
Edwards,    Clement   (Denbigh) 
Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 
Elibank,  Master  of 
Esmonde,  Sir  Thomas 
Essex,  R.  W.  ^^ , 

Everett,  R.  Lacey  '**'^ 
Fenwick,  Charles  ^ 
Ferens,  T.  R. 
Ffrench,  Peter 
Flynn,  James  Christopher 
Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 
Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 
Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
Gill,  A.  H. 

Gladstone,Rt.HnHerbert  John 
Glover,  Thomas 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Gooch,  George  Peabody 
Grant,  Corrie 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 
Grey,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward 
Griffith,  Ellis  J. 
Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Churchill 
Hall,  Frederick 
Halpin,  J. 

Harcourt,  Rt.  Hon.  Lewis 
Hardie,J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 
Hardy,  George  A.  (Suffolk) 
Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 
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Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

'Ha worth,  Arthur  A. 

Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 

Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 

Hazleton,  Richard 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Henderson,  J.M.(  Aberdeen,  W.) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hills,  J.  W. 

Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 

Hodge,  John 

Holden,  E.  Hopkinson 

Homiman,  Emslie  John 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hyde,  C^rendon 

niingworth,  Percy  H. 

Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 

Jackson,  R.  S. 

Jacoby,  James  Alfred 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 

Johnson,  W.  (Nimeaton) 

Jones,  William  (Ornarvonshire 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Kekewich,  Sir  (jleorge 

Kelley,  C^orge  D. 

Kettle,  Thomas  Michael 

King,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lambert,  C^orge       j^  ^j 

Lamont,  Norman       - '   '^-' 

Leese,Sir  Joseph  F.  (Accrington 

Lehmann,  R.  C. 

Lever,  W.  H.  (Cheshire,  Wirral 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-Greorge,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

Lynch,  H.  B. 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk  B'ghs 

Mackamess,  Frederic  C. 

Haclean,  Donald 

Macpherson,  J.  T. 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,S. 

MacVeigh,Charles(Donegal  E.) 

M*Callum,  John  M. 

M'Kenna,  Reginald 

M*Killop,  W. 

M'Laren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 

Maddison,  Frederick 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 

Manfield,  Harry  (Northants) 

Marks,G.  Croydon(Launce8ton 

Marnham,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (CJoventry) 

Massie,  J. 

Masterman,  C.  F.  G. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

Montagu,  E.  S. 

Morgan^  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

Morrell,  PhiUp 

Morton,  Alpheus  (^eophas 

Murphy,  John 

Xapier,  T.  B. 

Nicholls,  George 

Nicholson,  CharlesN.CDoncast'r 

Nolan,  Joseph 
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Norman,  Henry       

Norton,  Capt.  OecU  Wmiam 
0*Brien,Kendal(Tipperar7Mid> 
O'Connor,  John  (Kiklare,K.) 
O'Grady,  J. 
O'MaUey,  ^^lliam 
Parker,  James  (Halifax) 
Paul,  Herbert 
Paulton,  Jamee  Mdlor 
Pearoe,  Robert  (Staffs.  Leek) 
Power,  Patrick  Joaei^ 
Price,  C.  E.(Edinbur^Centnl) 
Radford,  G.  H. 
Rainy,  A.  Rolland 
Raphael,  Herbert  H. 
Rea,  Russell  (Glonceater) 
Rees,  J.  D. 

Richard8,Thoma8  (W.Monm'tb 
Richards,  T.  F.  ( WoWerh'mpi'n 
Richardson,  A. 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  Charles  H.  (linooln) 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Robertson,  Rt.  Hn.  £.  (Dondee 
Robert8on,Sir  G.Soott(Bndf id 
Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tynedde) 
Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William   SnowdoB 
Roe,  Sir  Thomas 
Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 
Rose,  Charles  Day 
Rowlands,  J. 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.(C]evelMid) 
Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 
Schwann,  Sir  C.  E.  (Manchester) 
Soott,A.H.(Ashton  under  Lya* 
Seavems,  J.  H. 
Seely,  Major  J.  B. 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  R 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Simon,  John  Allesbrook 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smyth,  Thomas  F.(Leitrim,  S.) 
Snowden,  P. 

Stanley,Hon.  A.Lyulph  (Cbtsh.) 
Steadman,  W.  C. 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Summerbell,  T. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Tennant,Sir  Edward  (Salisborf 
Thomasson,  Franklin 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somer8et3- 
Thome,  William 
Toulmin,  George 
Ure,  Alexander 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 
Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walton,Sir  John  L.  (Leeds,  S.) 
Walton,  Joaedii  (Banisley) 
Ward,  John  (Stoke  upon  Trent 
Ward, W.Dudley  (Southampt'n 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire 
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White,  Patrick  (Heath,  North) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley.  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Wilkie,  Alexander 


{3  August  1906} 

Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R.) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 

NOES. 


Di9puiei  BiU,  1698 

I  Wood,  T.  M*Kinnon 
YoxaU,  James  Henry 
Tbllbrs  vob  thb  Atbs — Mr. 

Whiteley    and    Mr.    J.    A. 

Pease. 


AoUnd-Hood,Rt.  Hn.SirAlex.F 

Baloarres,  Lord 

Balfour,  Rt  Hn.  A.  J.(C!ity  Lond. 

Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 

Beach,Hn.Miohael  Hugh  Hioks 

Bowles,  G.  Stewart 

Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 

Castlereagh,yi90oant 

Cec.l,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 

Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 

Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  B.) 

Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 

Lord  R.  CECIL  moved  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "  interference  "  in  line  26, 
and  insert  the  words  *'  in  restraint  of 
trade."  What  those  words  at  the  end  of 
the  clause  meant  he  did  not  know,  but 
he  knew  what  the  legal  doctrine  of 
restraint  of  trade  meant,  and  the  sooner 
it  was  abolished  the  better.  It  was  a 
doctrine  which  was  adopted  when  it 
was  part  of  the  duty  of  the  Courts  to 
regulate  trade  relations,  and  it  was  then 
laid  down  that  any  agreement  or  act 
that  was  done  in  restraint  of  trade  must 
be  on  grounds  of  public  policy  wrong. 
He  did  not  think  it  would  be  unreason- 
able for  the  Committee  to  lay  down 
generally  that  in  respect  of  trade  dis- 
putes no  action  should  be  brought  upon 
the  ground  only  that  the  act  complained 
of  was  in  restraint  of  trade.  That  would 
be  a  beneficial  alteration,  and  it  would 
have  considerable  effect  in  dealing  with 
trade  unions.  It  would  be  much  more 
intelligent  than  the  words  proposed  by 
the  Government  in  the  latter  part  of 
this  clause.  He  did  not  know  what  was 
in  the  mind  of  the  Government  in 
regard  to  that  point.  He  should 
like  the  Attorney  -  General  to  explain 
in  detail  what  those  words  meant,  and 
mainly  with  the  view  of  obtaining  that 
information  he  begged  to  move. 

Amendment    proposed — 

"  In  page  1,  line  26,  to  leave  out  from  the 
>rd   *  interference'  to  the  end  of  t 


Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharx) 
Rawlinson,  JohnFrederick  F^ 
Salter,  Arthur  Glayell  ^ 

Sniith,F.E.(Liverpool,  Walton) 
Thomson, W.Mitchell  (Lanark) 
Valentia,   Visconnt 


Tbllbrs  vob  thb  Nobs — Sir 
Frederick  Banbury  and 
Mr.  Gave. 


word 

and    to    insert    the    words 

trade.'  "—{Lord  B.  Cecil, ) 


in 


Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

♦Sib  JOHN  WALTON  did  not 
think  the  words  which  the  noble  Lord 


Du  Cros,  Harvey 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gordon,  J.  (Londonderry,  S.) 
Hamilton,  l^rquess  of 
Harrison- Broadley,  Col.  H.  B. 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Nicholson,  Wm.  G.  (Pbtersfield 
Nield,  Herbert 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pease,Herbert  Pike(Darlington 

proposed  to  substitute  for  the  words  at 
the  end  of  the  clause  were  quite  appropri- 
ate. This  was  not  a  question  of  restraint 
of  trade.  The  object  of  this  clause  was  to 
prevent  its  being  neld  that  conduct  was 
unlawful  merely  because  it  tended  to 
interfere  with  some  other  person  in  the 
conduct  of  his  trade  or  business  or  em- 
ployment, or  with  the  right  of  some  other 
person  to  dispose  of  his  capital  or  his 
labour  as  he  liked.  The  whole  of  the 
clause,  with  the  exception  of  the  last 
phrase,  had  been  based  upon  the  Report  of 
the  Commission.  For  these  reasons  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment. 

*8m  CHARLES  DILKE  said  that  an 
answer  on  this  point  to  the  argument  of 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  found  on 
page  30  of  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission, where  there  was  a  memorandum 
on  Allen  v.  Flood  by  four  of  the  Com- 
missioners. 

Mr.  RAWLINSON  said  the  words  he 

would  like  to  call  the  Attorney-General's 

attention  to  were — 

**  Or  with  the  right  of  some  other  person  to 
dispone  of  his  capital  or  his  labour  as  lie 
wills." 

Those  words  were  entirely  new,  as  far 
as  he  was  aware,  in  any  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  submitted,  without  going  into 
the  question  of  policy,  that  those  words 
were  too  wide,  and  ought  to  be  carefully 
considered  between  now  and  the  Report 
stage,  because  they  might  be  taken  to 
have  a  very  much  wider  meaning.  The 
words  recommended  by  the  Commission 
were — 

"  An  individaal  shall  not  be  liable  for  doing 
any  act  not  in  itself  an  actionable  tort  only  on 
the  ground  that  it  is  an  interference  with 
another  person's  trade,  business,  or  employ- 
ment." 


the  clause, 
restraint    of 
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The  additional  words  at  the  end  had  been 
suggested  since.  It  was  not  absolutely 
clear  to  the  Committee  what  would  be  the 
effect  of  the  words  they  were  voting 
on,  and  he  ventured  to  say  that  the 
interpretation  given  to  the  words  might 
be  a  great  deal  wider  than  was  now 
known. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  he  did  not  mean 
to  ask  the  Committee  to  divide  on  this 
point,  but  he  wished  to  say  that  he  was 
left  completely  in  the  dark  as  to  what 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  meant. 
He  really  thought  that  they  ought  to 
know  what  these  w'ords  meant.  They 
appeared  to  be  very  wide.  He  could 
conceive  of  their  interfering  with  the 
rights  of  a  person  to  dispose  of  his  capital. 
It  was  not  easy,  on  the  spur  of  the 
moment,  to  give  instances,  but  he  must 
say  that  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  words 
went  very  far  indeed,  and  unless  the 
Attorney-General  could  point  to  the 
kind  of  thing  he  had  in  his  mind  he  really 
asked  him  not  to  insist  on  the  retention 
of  these  words. 

Sm  JOHN  WALTON  said  the  object 
of  these  words  was  simply  to  make  it 
clear  What  the  nature  of  the  interference 
was. 

LoBD  R.  CECIL  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  clause,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  proposed 
the  omission  of  the  clause  on  the  ground 
that  it  legalised  boycotting.  The  clause 
had  been  varied  from  the  form  in  which  it 
originally  stood  when  introduced  into  the 
House.  It  legalised  boycotting  and  all 
sorts  of  steps  which  woidd  cause  hardship 
to  honest  people.  Since  the  clause  was  in- 
troduced it  had  been  made  ten  times  worse 
by  the  addition  of  the  words  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Forest  of  Dean.  There  was  a 
long  discussion  on  that  Amendment, 
which  not  only  added  to  the  evils  of  the 
clause  as  introduced,  but  went  very  much 
farther,  and  allowed  people  to  induce 
others  to  break  their  contracts.  They 
had  had  a  very  interesting  speech  from  an 

M7\  Bawlinson, 


hon.  Gentleman  on  the  other  side  of  ^e 
House  who  represented  one  of  the 
divisions  of  Lancashire.  He  gave  an 
instance  of  what  might  happen  in  the 
case  of  a  dispute  at  a  colliery,  and  that 
was  ruled  out  of  order,  because  it  was  not 
the  question  before  the  Committee.  But 
it  was  the  question  before  the  Committee 
at  the  present  moment,  and  as  the 
clause  stood  now,  the  following  might 
happen.  Suppose  there  was  a  dispute  at  a 
colliery — quite  a  trivial  dispute,  some- 
thing like  the  case  of  a  foreman  being 
dismissed  and  his  reinstatement  de- 
manded by  the  trade  union  and  refused 
by  the  owners — ^and  a  strike  was  ordered, 
and  the  business  of  that  colliery  was 
taken  by  another  colUery.  Possibly 
an  arrangement  might  be  entered 
into  by  these  two  collieries  whereby  the 
colliery  where  the  strike  had  taken  place 
should  receive  a  certain  portion  of  the 
profits  on  the  coal  which  would  have 
been  supplied  by  it  had  there  been  no 
strike.  He  could  conceive  of  that  being 
done  by  arrangement  between  the 
masters.  He  could  conceive  that  as  an 
easy  way,  or  a  very  good  way,  of  en- 
deavouring to  fight,  as  the  masters  were 
entitled  to  do.  Let  the  Committee 
consider  what  the  position  would  be  if 
this  clause  became  law.  There  had  been 
a  strike  at  Colliery  A  and  Colliery  B  had 
supplied  coal  to  the  customers  of  Colliery 
A.  The  strikers  found  that  the  strike 
was  not  inflicting  the  injury  on 
Colliery  A  which  they  wished  to  be  done, 
and  they  went  to  the  colliers  employed 
at  Colliery  B  and  induced  the  men 
who  were  employed  there  to  break 
their  contracts  and  come  out.  They 
would  not  be  liable  for  that  act  under 
this  clause,  and  not  only  so,  but  owing 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Forest 
of  Dean,  it  would  not  be  possible  for  the 
owners  of  Colliery  B  to  bring  an  action 
against  the  colliers  in  Colliery  A.  It 
might  be  said  that  the  owners  of  Colliery 
B  could  bring  an  action  against  tiie 
colliers  in  their  employment  for  breach 
of  contract.  But  supposing  there  were 
5,000  or  6,000  men,  the  owners  of 
the  colliery  would  have  to  bring 
an  action  against  each  of  these  men, 
and  it  might  be  that  the  men  woukl 
not  have  a  sufficient  amount  of 
money  to  pay  the  fine.    What  would 
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be  the  good  of  ta  king  action  ?  The 
colli^y  proprietors  would  have  lost 
their  money,  and  gained  nothing.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  that  would  be  a  most 
disgraceful  case,  because  the  union  in- 
terfered avowedly  and  admittedly  from 
a  desire  to  deal  with  certain  people  whose 
only  fault  was  that  they  were  not  members 
of  the  union.  Under  this  clause  that 
would  be  permissible.  It  had  been 
argued  that  the  majority  Report  of  the 
CTpmmission  said  that  it  was  advisable 
to  alter  the  law  on  account  of  the  decision 
which  was  given  in  the  case  of  Allen 
t;.  Flood.  Though  he  admitted  that 
the  members  who  composed  the 
majority  of  the  Commission  were  gentle- 
men to  whose  opinions  and  recommenda- 
tions great  importance  and  weight  should 
be  attached,  there  was  another  gentleman 
on  the  Gonunission  who  gave  a  very 
different  opinion.  His  opinion  was  that 
in  the  case  of  workmen  who  did  not  wish 
to  join  in  a  strike  persuasion  might 
involve  interference  with  their  liberty  of 
action.  [Cheers  ]  He  was  glad  to  hear 
that  statement  cheered  because  it  was  ex- 
pressed in  weighty  words.  Whatreally  this 
clause  did  was  to  put  into  the  hands  of  a 
trade  union  power  to  say  what  people 
might  do  and  what  they  might  not  do. 
An  employer,  henceforth,  might  not  con- 
duct hiB  business  as  he  liked.  He  might 
not  employ  whom  he  liked,  he  might  be 
boycotted  by  a  trade  union  if  he  did  not 
do  what  they  told  him.  [An  Hon. 
Member  :  What  about  employers  who 
boycott  working  men  l|  He  was  not 
in  favour  of  any  legislation  to  exempt 
employers.  If  they  did  what  was  wrong 
they  should  be  prosecuted.  At  the 
same  time  a  trade  union,  if  they  did  what 
was  wrong,  should  be  punished.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle-on-Tyne, 
on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  actually 
claimed  immunity  from  the  law  for  trade 
unions.  That  was  really  what  they  were 
wanting  at  the  present  moment.  He 
said  that  was  absolutely  wrong.  He 
believed  that  when  they  understood 
what  was  being  done  the  people  would 
not  approve  of  the  claim  that  was  made 
to  allow  a  trade  union  power  to  say  that 
a  man  might  not  earn  his  living. 

Mr.  SHACKLETON:  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  is  unfair  in  that  statement. 
It  was  a  mere  slip  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 


Member,  and  he  corrected  himself  im- 
mediately on  attention  being  drawn 
to  it. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  said  he 
did  not  understand  the  hon.  Grentleman  to 
dispute  the  statement  he  made  with  regard 
to  the  opinion  attributed  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle-on-Tyne.  He  under- 
stood him  to  say  that  the  hon.  Member 
made  the  statement,  and  that  he  after- 
wards withdrew  it.  He  was  not  in  the 
House  at  the  time,  but  he  saw  it 
reported  in  The  Times  newspaper, 
and  he  did  not  know  that  he  with- 
drew it.  If  he  had  known  he  would 
not  have  made  the  remark.  While  he 
desired  that  trade  unions  should  be 
allowed  to  do  what  was  lawful  in  this 
country,  and  that  there  should  be  no 
liability  put  upon  them  which  was  not 
put  upon  anybody  else,  he  objected  to 
their  being  allowed  to  use  their  power 
to  prevent  people  earning  their  liveli- 
hood in  any  way  they  chose.  He  ob- 
jected to  their  being  allowed  to  put 
coercion  on  people  who  were  not  really 
connected  with  any  strike  or  dispute, 
and  whose  only  offence  was  that  they 
had  business  relations  with  one  of  the 
parties  to  a  strike.  This  clause  would 
permit  of  those  people  who  were 
perfectly  innocent  being  ruined  and 
wrecked  in  their  businesses  by  trade 
unions,  and  they  would  have  no  civil 
remedy  at  law.  That  was  an  un- 
reasonable proposition,  and  if  it  were 
passed  he  was  certain  aU  the  small 
employers  of  labour  would  regret  the  day 
that  the  Bill  became  law. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  said  the  Attomey- 
Greneral  had  now  stated  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Forest 
of  Dean  introduced  a  new  principle 
of  law,  namely,  that  a  person  was 
allowed  in  a  trade  dispute  to  induce 
others  to  break  their  contracts  in  cases 
where  they  could  not  have  done  so 
before.  If  that  was  the  law  it  was  a 
very  important  matter  in  itself.  He 
wanted  the  Attomey-Greneral  to  re- 
consider that  matter  before  the  Report 
stage  in  reference  to  the  first  clause. 
The  result  of  legalising  any  person  to 
induce  others  to  break  contracts  was 
also  by  virtue  of  the  first  clause  to  cllo  .v 
a  conspiracy  of  persons  to  induce  others 
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to  break  contracts.  That  appeared  to 
liim  to  be  a  wide  and  serious  matter. 
It  might  be  a  matter  of  little  importance 
for  an  individual  to  induce  another  to 
break  a  contract,  but  if  they  were  to 
allow  a  large  number  of  persons  to 
conspire  together  to  get  people  to  break 
contracts  he  thought  they  were  passing 
a  law  the  extent  of  which  it  was  very 
hard  to  realise  and  the  extent  of  which 
had  not  been  fully  considered. 

Mr.  NIELD  (Middlesex,  Ealing)  said 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
notice    was    intended    to    prevent     the 
infliction  of  great  hardship  which  it  was 
conceivable  might  result  by  reason  of  the 
large  powers  which  trade  unions  would 
possess    under    the     provisions    of    the 
Bill,   but   since    his    Amendment   could 
not    be   moved   he    ventured   to   direct 
the    attention    of    the     House    to    the 
point    which     he     desired     to     make. 
He  was  one  of  those  who  looked  upon 
industrial  wars  as  a  necessity  ;  and  it  was 
perfectly   right   that    when   overbearing 
employers    sought    to    impose     unfairly 
onerous     or     oppressive     terms     upon 
their  workmen  there  should  be  methods 
by  which  the  workmen  could  resist.     He 
was  not  prepared  to  assert  that  in  some 
respects  the  provisions  of  the  clause  were 
not  justified  by  what  had  taken  place  in 
the  past ;  but  while  in  the  case  of  a  trade 
dispute  on  a  matter  of  wages  or  something 
which  concerned  the  management  of  labour 
where  a  real  grievance  existed,  or  as  to 
the  merits  of  which  there  was  a  bona  fide 
dispute— there     might     be     conceivable 
circumstances  under  which  it  claimed  to 
be  perfectly  legitimate  to  induce  men  to 
break  their  contracts  to  correct  what  was 
regarded  as  a  grave  and  industrial  evil, 
and   independently   there  might  also  be 
justification    for    the    bringing    in    aid 
what     was     described     by     the     Com- 
missioners     in      their    Keport     as      a 
sympathetic  strike  of  workmen  engaged 
in  kindred  businesses  with  a^view  to  bring- 
ing the  original  dispute  to  a  successful 


termination,  yet  he  was  bound  to  protest 
against  the  application  of  this  clause  to  a 
case  ^hich  was  illustrated  by  Quinn  v. 
Leathern,   where  there  was  no  dispute 
between   the    employer   and   his  work- 
men, or  any  secondary  or  sympathetic 
strike,    but    where     men     were    called 
out     simply      because     the     employer 
had    in    his   employ   men    who    were 
not    and     who     did     not     desire     to 
become     members   of    a    trade    union. 
To  use  the  powers  proposed  to  be  given 
by  the    Bill    in    such  a    case    as    that 
would  be  tyranny  of  the  worst  kind,  and 
he  ventured  to  hope  that  in  the  interests 
of  fair  dealing  between  masters  and  men 
some  qualification  would  be  introduced 
into  the  clause,  so  that  a  weapon  should 
not  be  placed  in  the  hands    of    trade 
unions  which  might  be  wielded  to  the 
detriment  of  trade  and  the  unsettling  of 
all    questions    between    employers    and 
workmen    merely    for    the    purpose    of 
aggrandising  the  unions  and  making  them, 
compulsory     instead    of    optional     and 
voluntary  associations  such  as  they  were 
at  present.     The  very  object  with  which 
this  measure  was  introduced,  so  far  as 
could  be  gathered,  or  the  Hoiise  could 
rely  upon  the  declarations  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  of  those  hbn.  Members  who 
claimed  to  represent  Labour  in  that  House, 
was  that  protection  was   only   required 
when  a  horui  fide  dispute  existed  or  was 
imminent,    by    that    he    meant    a    real 
question  affecting  hours  or  conditions  of 
labour  or  the  scale  of  pay.     For  these 
reasons    there  s^uld   be  a  proviso  or 
qualification   of  the   clause  inserted  to 
meet  the  very  real  danger  to  which  he 
had  directed  attention,  and  he  hoped  that 
the     Attorney-General     would     on    the 
I  Report  stage  see  the  desirability  of  such 
'  a  course. 

Question  7put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  25^j ; 
Noes,  29.     (Division  List  No.  315.) 


Abraham. WiUiam  (Cork,N.E.) 

Agnew,  George  William 

Alden,  Percy 

Asquith,  Rt  .Hon .  HerbertHenry 

Astbury,  John  Meir 

Atherley-Jones,  L. 

Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 

Baker,Jo8eph  A.(Fin8bury,  E.) 

Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Sir  E,  Carson, 
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Barlow,*Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  E.  B. 

Barnes,  G.  N. 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Beaumont,  Hubert(  Eastbourne 

Beaumont,  W.  C.  B.  (Hexham) 

BeU,  Richard 

Bellairs,  Carlyon 


Belloo,  Hilare  Joseph  Peter  R. 

Benn,Sir  J.  Willian^Devonp'rt 

Benn,W.(TVr  Hamlet8.S.Geo. 

Berridge.  T.  H.  D. 

Bertram,  Julius 

BethellJ.  H  (Essex,  Romford> 

Bethel!,  T.  R.  (Essex,  Maldoa) 

Billson,  Alfred 

Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 
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Black.  Arthur  W.(Bedford8hire 

Brace,  William 

Brigff.  Joka 

Bn^ehurst,  W.  B. 

Brooke.  Stopford 

Bnianer .  J.  F.  L.(  Lanes.  .Leigh) 

Bryce.  J.  A.  (LiTerness  Burghs) 

Buras.  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Burnyeat,  W.  J.  D. 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Buxton.Rt.Hn.Sydney  Charles 

Byles.  William  Pollard 

Cameron.  Robert 

Campbell- Bannennaa,  Sir  H. 

Causton.  Rt.  Ha.  RichardKnigfat 

Channing.  Francis  Allston 

Cheetham.  John  Frederick 

Cherry.  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 

Clancy.  John  Joseph 

Clarke.  C.  Goddard 

Cleland,  J.  W. 

Clough.  W. 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thornley 

CoUin8,SirWm.J.(S.Pancras.  W 

Condon.  Thomas  Joseph 

Cooper.  G.  J. 

Corbett  ,CH(Su88ex,E.G  *in8t*d 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cowan.  W.  H. 

Cox.  Harold 

Craig.  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth 

Crooks,  William 

Crossley,  William  J. 

Dalziel.  James  Henry 

Da  vies.  Timothy  (Fu  ham) 

Bavies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol.  S) 

Dickinson.  W.H.(S.Panoras.  N.) 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Duckworth.  James 

Duncan  .C.  ( Barrow-in-Furness 

Dunn.  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 

Elibank,  Master  of 

Esmonde,  Sir  Thomas 

Essex,  R.  W. 

Eve,  Harry  Trelawney 

Everett,  R.  Lacey 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ferens,  T.  R. 

Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 

Foster,  Rt.  Hon.Sir  Walter 

Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 

GiU,  A.  H. 

Glad8tone,Rt.Hn.  HerbertJohn 

Glover,  Thomas 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Gooch,  Cieorge  Peabody 

Gkant,  Corrie 

Greenwood.  G.  (Peterborough) 

Grey.  Rt.  Hon  Sir  Edward 

Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Churchill 

Hall,  Frederick 

Harcourt,  Rt.  Hon.  Lewis 

Hardie.J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Hardy.  George  A.  (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (Worc'r 
Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 
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Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 

Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 

Hazelton,  Richard 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Henderson,  J. M. (Aberdeen,  W. 

Henry,  Charles  S. 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hifis,  J.  W. 

Hodge,  John 

Holden,  E.  Hopkinson. 

Homiman,  Emslie  John 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hyde,  Clarendon 

HUngworth.  Percy  H. 

Isaacs,  RufuB  Daniel  • 

Jackson,  R.  S. 

Jacoby,  James  Alfred 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jones,  William  (Carnarvonshire 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 

Kelley,  George  D 

King,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 

Laifuaw,  Robert 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lambert,  George 

Lamont,  Norman 

Leese,Sir  JosephF.(Accrington 

Lehmann,  R.  C. 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Uoyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Loueh,  Thomas 

Lyefl,  Charles  Henry 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macdonald.  J.M.(FalkirkB'ghs) 

Mackarness,  Frederic  C. 

Maclean.  Donald 

Macpherson,  J.  T. 

Mac Veagh, Jeremiah  (Down.S. 

MacVeigh,  Charles( Donegal,  E. 

M'Callum,  John  M. 

M'Hugh,  Patrick  A. 

M'Kenna.  Reginald 

M*Killop.  W. 

M'Laren.  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 

Maddison,  Frederick 

Mallet.  Charles  E. 

Manfield.  Harry  (Northants) 

Markham,  Arthur  Basil 

Marks.G.Croydon  (Laimceston) 

Mariiham,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 

Massie,  J. 

Masterman,  C.  F.  G. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

Montagu,  E.  S. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (C!omwall) 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Murphy,  John 

Napier,  T.  B. 

Nicholls,  George 

Nichol8on,Charle8N.(Donca8t'r 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norman,  Henry 
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Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

0'Brien,Kendal(Tipperary  Mid 

O'Connor, John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 

O'Grady,  J. 

O'MaUey,  WilUam 

Parker,  James  (Halifax) 

Paul,  Herbert 

Paulton,  James  Mellor 

Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs.  Leek) 

Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 

Power,  Patrick  Joseph 

Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh,  Central 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Rainy,  A.  Rolland 

Raphael,  Herbert  H. 

Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 

Rea,  WaherBussell  (Soarboro 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Riohards,Thomas  (W.Monm'th 

Richard8,T.  F.  (Wolverh'mp'n) 

Richardson,  A. 

Riokett,  J.  Compton 

Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 

Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 

Robertson,Rt.Hn.E.(Dundee) 

Robert8on,SirG.Scott(Bradford 

Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 

Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 

Roe,  Sir  Thomas 

Rose,  Charles  Day 

Rowlands,  J. 

Samuel,Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 

Schwann,.C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 

Schwann,  Sir  C.  E.  (Manchester 

Scott,A.H.(Ashton-under-Lyne 

Sears,  J.  E. 

Seaverns,  J.  H.  ^  j 

Seely,  Major  J.  B. 

Shackleton,  David  James 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 

Sbipman,  Dr.  John  G. 

Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 

Simon,  John  Allsebrook 

Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 

Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 

Smyth,  Thomas  F.  (Leitrira,  S. 

Snowden,  P. 

Stanley,Hn.  A.  Lyulph  (Chesh.) 

Steadman,  W.  C. 

Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 

Stewart-Smith.  D.  (Kendal) 

Strachey,  Sir  Edward 

Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 

Stuart,  James  (Sunderland)      ] 

Sullivan,  Donal 

Summerbell,  T. 

Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 

Tennant,SirEdward(Sali8bury 

Thomasson,  Franklin 

Thomp8on,JWH.(Soraerset,Er) 

Thome,  William 

Toulmin,  (3eorge 

Ure,  Alexander 

Vemey,  F.  W. 

Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 

Wallace,  Robert 

Walters,  John  Tudor 
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Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leeds,  8.) 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Ward,  John(Stoke- upon-Trent 
Ward,W.I>u  iley(Southan)pt'n 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
White,  J.  D.  (Diimbaitonshire 
White*  Patrick  (Meath,  North) 
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Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Hahfax) 
Wiles,  Thom)M 
Willkie,  Alexander 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R.) 
Wilflon,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
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Wilson.  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
Wilfion,  W.T.  (Weathoughton) 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellers  for  the  Ayvs — lb. 
Whiteley  and  Mr.  J.  A.  Pease 


Acland-Hood,BtHn.Sir  Alex^F. 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Balfour,RtHn.AJ.(City  Lond.) 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Beach,  Hn.  MiohaelHughHicks 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  SirEdw.  H. 
Castlereagb,  Viscount 
Cavendish,Rt.Hn. Victor  C.  W. 
Cecil.  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  J.  Joicey- 


XOES. 

Cecil,Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  £.) 
Oaik,  Sir  Henry       , 
Douglas,  Rt.Hou.  A.  Ak^rs- 
Fletcher,  J.  S. 
Forster,  Henry  William. 
Gordon,  J.  (Londonderry,  S.) 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Harrison-Broadley,  Col.  H.    B. 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 
Morpeth,  Viscount 


Nicholson,  Wm.G.(Peter9field) 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pea8e,HerbertPike(DarlingtoD 
Rawliii8on,JohnFiederick  Peel 
Salter^  ArUiur  Clavell 
Smitii«F  .E.  (Liverpool,  Walton 
Valentia,  Viscount 

Tellers  for  the  Noes — Sir 
Frederick  Banbury  and  Mr. 
Nield. 


Sib  JOHN  WALTON  moved  to  post- 
pone Clause  4  until  after  new  clauses.  He 
stated  that  when  the  new  clause  standing 
in    his  name  had  been    discussed,    and 

f)roviding  it  was  carried,  he  would  ask 
eave   to  substitute  it    for  the  present 
Clause  4. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
Clause  4  be  postponed  until  after  new 
clauses." — (Sir  John  Walton) 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said  the  course 
proposed  by  the  Attorney-General  was, 
he  thought,  a  very  unusual  one.  He 
never  remembered  anything  like  it 
being  done  before,  merely  as  a  question 
of  procedure.  He  did  not  complain  of 
that,  because  according  to  his  view  one 
of  the  defects  in  the  present  rules  of 
the  House  of  Commons  was  that  the 
person  in  charge  of  the  B*ll,  be  he  a 
member  of  the  Government  or  an  un- 
official Member,  had  no  power  to  suggest 
the  dropping  of  any  portion  of  his  measure 
until  the  clause  had  been  discussed  from 
beginning  to  end.  He  should  have 
thought  there  was  some  doubt  whether 
it  was  in  order  for  the  Attorney- 
General  to  propose  a  new  clause,  which 
had  not  yet  been  read  a  second  time, 
while  there  was  another  clause  on  the 
Paper  covering  the  same  ground.  Of 
course,  if  the  Chairman  ruled  that  was  in 
order  he  had  nothing  more  to  say  on 
that  point  except  to  protest  against  this 
clumsy  method  of  procedure.  He  pre- 
sumed, however,  that  this  would  be  the 
proper  time  to  discuss  the  general  action 


of  the  Government  in  substituting  a  new 
policy  for  the  old.  He  did  not  intend  to 
make  a  long  speech,  but  it  was  necessary 
he  should  say  something  upon  a  Parlia- 
mentary transaction  wWch  had  very 
few  parallels,  and  he  anticipated  many 
other  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
would  be  anxious  to  express  their  views 
on  the  same  point.  The  clause  they  were 
now  asked  to  postpone  embodied  the 
recommendations  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission, which,  whether  they  approved 
them  or  not,  were  the  recommendations  of 
men  deeply  versed  in  one  of  the  most 
difficult  questions,  men  to  whom  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  and  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  owed  a  great 
debt  of  obligation  for  the  time  and 
labour  they  had  devoted  to  the  subject. 
The  Report  had  behind  it  the  declared 
opinion  of  more  than  one  member  of  the 
Government,  and  he  was  not  sure  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not 
expressed  in  very  clear  language  his 
preference  for  the  policy  of  the  Bill 
rather  than  that  of  the  Amendment. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  ASQUUH,  Fife,  K) : 
Quite  true. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  continuing,  said 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  whose 
authority  upon  these  legal  questions 
must  carry  great  weight  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  had  also  expressed  himself 
with  equal  emphasis  in  favour  of  the 
original  provision  of  the  Bill  and  against 
the  new  clause,  which  was  so  suddenly 
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and  unexpectedly  accepted  by  tlie  (Jovem- 
ment,  not  on  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill,  But  of  another  Bill  which  came  on  in 
the    interval    between    the    First     and 
Second  Readings  of  this  Bill.    The  At- 
torney-General   himself    had    made    an 
impassioned  defence  of  the  very  proposal 
he  was  now  going  to  desert,  and  against 
the  proposal  which  he  was  now  going  to 
ask  the  Committee  to  accept.    The  policy 
of  the  Government  had  gone  through  an 
absolute  reversal  between  the  First  and 
Second    Readings,    and    the    Attomey- 
(Jeneral  would  now  curse  what  he  formerly 
blessed    and    bless    what    he    formerly 
cursed.      He    refrained     from    further 
developing  the  obvious  advantages  which 
such  a  change  of  front  on  the  part  of  the 
Grovemment  gave  him.     He  wished  to 
make  no    personal  attack.      He   would 
only  point  out  that  such   a  change  of 
policy  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
laid  them  open  to   ridicule,  because   it 
indicated  the  pliability  of  some  members 
of    the    Gk)vemment    to   the    pressure 
exerted   by     the    Labour    Party.      He 
looked   with  the  greatest  mistrust,  not 
upon  the  purity  of  the  motives  of  the 
Giovemment,  but  upon  the  policy  which, 
under  political  pressure,  they  had  been 
induced  to  adopt.    While  it  was  natural 
that  trade  unions  should  press  upon  the 
Grovemment  this  policy  of  giving  protec- 
tion  to   their  fighting  funds,  he  could 
not  believe  that  it  was  a  wise  policy  for 
the  House  of  Commons  to  adopt.    It 
vvas  proposed  to  give  a  protection  to 
the  funds  of  the  unions  used  for  fighting 
purposes  which  no  other  funds  in  this 
country  would  possess.     That  was  the 
root  of  the  whole  trouble.     Was  it  right 
thus  to  abandon  a  principle  of  \&vt  of 
universal  application  ?    If  all  that  was 
asked  for  by  the  imions  was  that  their 
funds  should  not  be  liable  imless  there 
was     some     moral     responsibility — not 
technical,  but  real  responsibility — brought 
home  to  the  unions,  then  he  would  be 
heart  and  soul  with  them.    But  the  new 
clause   went   much   further   than   that, 
and  was  deliberately  designed  to  prevent 
trade  union  funds  being  responsible  for 
injuries  which  the  trade  unions  through 
their  officials  had  deliberately  intended 
to    inflict.    From    their    o«vn    point    of 
view,  «vere  trade  unionists  wise  in  not 
trying  to  find  some  other  way  out  of  their 
difficulty  than  this  new  clause  which  the 


Attomey-Greneral  vvas  about  to  propose  ? 
He  did  not  believe  any  defence  had  been 
attempted  of  the  new  clause,  except  the 
argument  that  these  disputes  between 
employers  and  employed  resembled  in  the 
main  a  state  of  war  and  must  in  some 
aspects  be  even  cruel  or  brutal  like  war, 
and  that  they  did  not  make  things  better 
by  hampering  either  of   the  parties  hj 
these  unnecessary  restraints.    But  were 
they  to  admit  that  in  a  civiUsed  country 
disputes  of  this  kind  must  be  regarded  as 
subject  to  a  whoUy  different  law  ?    Were 
they  to  say  that  civilisation  was  really 
bankrupt  when  dealing  with  trade  dis- 
putes ?    He  could  not  accept  so  tragic  a 
view.    He  could  not  believe  that  it  was 
not  within  the  wit  of  man  to  find  some 
more   satisfactory   issue   of   a    problem 
which  necessarily  weighed  on  all  of  them. 
He  was  not  moved  by  the  argument  used 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  gangway 
that  what  the  law  was  now  going  to  be 
made  was  thought  to  be  the  law  for  many 
years,   and  that  during   that   time   no 
serious  evil  came  of  it.    He  was  quite 
ready,  for  the  sake  of  argument  at  any 
rate,  to  accept  both  propositions.    But 
they  were  legislating  for  a  future  in  which 
the   organisation   both   of   capital   and 
labour  was  likely  to  reach  a  more  and 
more  perfected  form.    Was  it  wise  in 
face  of  these  growing  forces  to  abohsh 
legislation  which  from  time  immemorial 
they  had  admitted  in  every  other  relation 
of  life  ?    He  did  not  say  the  dangers  were 
chiefly  to  be  anticipated  on  the  side  of 
labour.    Everyone   who    watched   what 
was  going  on  in  other  countries,   and 
especially  in  the  United  States,   knew 
perfectly  well  the  anxious  preoccupation 
which  the  vast  combinations  and  accumu- 
lations of  capital  were  causing  legislators 
and  publicists.    He  did  not  deny  that 
there   might   be   difficulties    in    dealing 
with  great  combinations  of  labour,  but 
he  was  certain  the  difficulties  might  be 
just  as  great  in  dealing  with  great  com- 
binations of  capital.    This  new  clause 
was  rightly  bilateral,  and  could  only  be 
so  framed.    But  it  was  not  a  prospect 
that  could  be  looked  forward  to  with  un- 
mixed satisfaction.  He  was  convinced  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  representing  trade  unions 
were  anxious  for  no  more  than  that  the 
interests  of  combinations  and  the  pro- 
tection of  labour  should  be  safeguarded 
and  not   unduly  interfered  with.     But 
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strikes  were  used  in  many  countries  not 
in  the  furtherance  of  trade  disputes  at  all, 
but  for  objects  wholly  alien  to  the  minds 
of  the  trade  union  leaders  in  our  country. 
They    knew    what   they    wanted,    and 
respected  it.    They  knew  that  the  trade 
union  leaders  did  their  very  best  to  pre- 
vent strikes.  But  they  were  not  legislating 
for  them  alone,  but  for  all  organisations, 
whether  of   capital  or  of  labour,  which 
might  use  the  power  of  combination  for 
any  purpose.    In  the  clause  there  was  no 
limitation  ;  it  was  not  confined  to  trade 
disputes,   but  was  universal.    He   con- 
fessed he  thought  the  first  thoughts  of  the 
€k)vemment    were    the    best    thoughts. 
The    Grovernment   did    attempt   in   the 
drafting  of  the  Bill  to  deal  with  this  pro- 
blem in  a  moderate  and  statesmanlike 
spirit,  and  they  had  been  imduly  alarmed 
and    improperly    misdirected    by    the 
pressure    put    upon    them   by  some  of 
their  friends.    He  was  very  sorry  they 
had  taken  this  course.    He  beheved  that 
the    country    generally    and    the    trade 
unions  themselves  would  really  not  have 
objected  to  the  way  in  which  the  Bill 
was   originally  proposed.    It  still    had 
the    support,    he   understood,    of    some 
members  of  the  Government,  it  was  the 
opinion  of  a  very  large  number  of  (Jentle- 
men  opposite,  and  perhaps  even  of  some 
Members    representing     trade     unions. 
["  No."]    Well,  at  all  events,  he  thought 
some  of  his  arguments  would  appear  to 
them  to  be  of  substance.    Were  they  de- 
liberately to  throw  aside  the  results  of  the 
labours  of  the  Grovemment,  the  Cabinet, 
the  Attorney-General,  the  draftsman,  and 
the  Commission,  which  had  resulted  in 
Clause  4  as  it  stood  in  the  Bill  ?     Should 
they   not   abstain   from   hastily   taking 
up  the  new  clause  on  the  inspiration, 
which  appeared  to  have  come  suddenly 
to  the  Prime  Minister  at  about  three 
o'clock  on  a  Friday  afternoon,  to  accept 
wholesale  the  rather  crude  suggestions 
of  the  trade  imions  ?     Ought  they  to 
sacrifice    interests    which    might    prove 
of  national  importance  simply  because 
they    thought,    and    rightly,    that    the 
present  leaders  of  labour  in  this  country 
would  not  abuse  the  powers  given  them  ? 
That  was  not  true  wisdom ;    that  was 
not  the  path  they  ought  to  pursue,  and 
he  confessed  that,  as  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned,   he   could   not,    with   the    best 
will  in  the  world,  bring  himself  to  beUeve 
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either  that  the  trade  unions  were  in 
their  own  interests  well  advised  to 
ask  for  this  exceptional  treatment,  or 
that,  if  in  spite  of  that  view  they  stiQ 
asked  for  it,  the  House  would  be  well 
advised  to  give  it  to  them.  He  asked 
that  all  corporations,  be  they  what 
they  might,  should  be  under  one  commcm 
law  and  subject  to  one  recognised  set 
of  obUgations.  There  was  nothing  he 
knew  of,  either  in  regard  to  employed 
or  employers,  in  the  one  as  little  as  in 
the  other,  which  made  him  think  that 
there  ought  to  be  special  relaxation 
on  their  behalf,  and  for  that  reason 
he  must  vote  against  the  Motion  made 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  Clause  4  of  the  Bill  should  be 
postponed  for  the  purpose  of  discussiog 
that  other  and  far  inferior  alternative 
which  has  been  proposed  by  the  Grovem- 
ment in  deference  to  the  wishes  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  gangway. 

Mb.  ASQXTITH  said  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  made  a  very  temperate  and 
moderate  speech,  and  he  thought  he  might 
fairly  grant  to  him  that  he  had  not  taken 
undue  advantage  of  the  Parliamentary 
situation,  tempting  as  it  undoubtedly 
was  in  some  respects.  But  since  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to 
him,  and  because  he  had  for  many  years 
past  taken  a  very  great  interest  in  the 
afEairs  of  trade  imions,  he  would  say  a 
few  words.  How  did  the  problem  become 
a  pressing  one  ?  Everybody  believed 
that  some  legislation  was  required  to 
Kive  trade  imions  certain  advantages. 
During  something  like  thirty  years  they 
would  not  find  a  case  in  which  any  Court 
of  law  had  enforced,  as  against  the 
funds  of  a  trade  union,  liabihty  for  acts 
done  in  contemplation  or  furtherance  of, 
or  incident  to,  a  trade  dispute,  and  that 
state  of  the  law  was  not  only  universally 
understood,  but,  so  far  as  he  knew,  was 
universally  acquiesced  in  by  both  masters 
and  men,  and  nobody  had  succeeded  in 
showing  that  there  was  any  detriment  to 
the  community  at  large.  Then  came  the 
Tafi  Yale  decision,  and  that  decision 
was  preceded  and  accompanied  by 
another  series  of  decisions  in  the  House 
of  Lords  and  the  Court  of  Appeal.  The 
application  of  the  common  law  of  agency 
to  minor  and  subordinate  agents  of  the 
trade  unions,  coupled  with  the  entirely 
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novel  principle  that  the  funds  of  the 
anions  were  liable  to  be  taken  into 
execution  for  their  acts,  produced  a  situa- 
tion which  it  was  necessary  for  statesmen 
to  face.  Then  the  question  arose,  What 
was  the  best  way  of  bringing  the  law  back 
into  harmony  with  what  everyone 
tmderstood  it  to  have  been  so  long  with- 
out injury  to  any  party  ?  He  thought 
that  the  simplest  and  most  practical 
way  way  of  dealing  with  the  matter 
was  to  alter  the  law  of  agency  in  its 
appUcation  to  trade  unions.  He  was 
not  sure  that  he  did  not  still  think 
that  that  would  have  been  the  preferable 
course.  There  was  another  plan  sug- 
gested— the  plan  embodied  in  the  alter- 
native clause  of  the  Attorney-Greneral — 
which  was  to  exempt  the  trade  imions 
from  liabilit}  even  in  cases  where  agency 
was  established.  He  would  never  assent 
himself  to  a  proposition  of  that  kind, 
unless  the  same  law  was  applied  to 
the  masters  as  to  the  men.  He  never 
had  been  and  never  would  be  in 
favour  of  legislation  which  would 
give  one  set  of  persons  in-  an  in- 
dustrial dispute  an  advantage  over  the 
other,  which  would  tie  the  hands  of  one 
side  and  leave  the  hands  of  the  other  side 
free.  Therefore,  he  could  only  assent  to 
an  arrangement  which  established  perfect 
equality  as  between  the  combinations  of 
masters  and  the  combinations  of  men, 
and  his  objection  in  principle  on  this  point 
was  met  by  the  alternative  clause  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  friend  the  Attomey- 
Creneral.  As  he  had  said,  he  thought  the 
balance  of  practical  convenience  would 
have  been  met  by  the  adoption  of  the 
course  which  he  had  originally  suggested. 
But  he  had  to  bear  in  mind  two  very 
important  facts.  The  first  was  that  the 
solution  in  the  alternative  clause  com- 
mended itself  to  the  vast  majority  of  those 
concerned.  That  was  not  a  decisive 
consideration ;  but  it  was  one  that  was 
not  without  weight.  But  a  more  impor- 
tant point  was  that  upon  the  whole  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion — gradually  he 
admitted — ^that  there  was  less  risk  of 
actual  legislation  on  disputed  queistions 
going  to  the  Courts  of  law,  passing  from 
one  stage  of  appeal  to  another,  and 
involving  loss  of  temper,  money,  and 
time,  by  adopting  the  perfectly  simple 
and  common-sense  method  embodied  in 

the  alternative  clause,  than  if  they  were 


to  lay  down  in  regard  to  industrial  com- 
binations a  new  code  of  the  law  of  agency. 
The  Leader  of  the  Opposition  admitted 
that  if  they  looked  at  the  past  conduct  of 
the  trade  imions,  at  the  nature  of  their 
present  operations,  and  at  the  character, 
objects,  and  methods  of  their  leaders, 
there  was  no  real  and  practical  danger  of 
power  of  this  kind  being  abused.  For 
his  part,  he  said — not  for  the  first 
time  and  certainly  not  with  any  in- 
tention of  flattering  the  trade  unions, 
but  simply  for  the  sake  of  historical 
accuracy  and  justice — ^that  the  opera- 
tions of  those  great  combinations, 
since  they  had  been  freed  by  the  law 
which  previously  held  them  in  restraint, 
had  been  in  the  direction,  not  of  industrial 
warfare,  but  of  industrial  peace.  He 
said  the  same  of  the  combination  of 
employers.  There  was  no  doubt  that  the 
recognition  by  the  law  of  combination, 
and  the  operation  of  the  work  of  combina- 
tion, in  industrial  matters,  instead  of 
embittering,  would  reconcile  the  relations 
of  all  parties  concerned.  If,  as  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  admitted,  there  was 
nothing  in  the  present  conduct  of  the 
trade  imions  to  lead  to  an  anticipation 
that  they  were  likely  to  depart  from  the 
path  of  moderation  they  had  so  long 
pursued,  why  should  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  frighten  them  with  imaginary 
dangers  of  the  remote  future  ?  It  was 
because  he  believed  it  was  the  duty  of 
Parliament  to  do  everything  in  its  power 
to  place  in  a  position  of  perfect  freedom 
both  employers  and  employed — freedom 
of  combination  and  freedom  of  action 
within  those  well-understood  and  almost 
traditional  limits  of  moderation  which 
had  always  prevailed  in  industrial  con- 
flicts— ^that  he  should  support  the  new 
clause. 

Mr.  pike  pease  (DarUngton)  said 
he  had  listened  with  the  greatest  interest 
to  the  speech  just  made  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  but  he  would  like  to 
point  out  that  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
did  not  exactly  realise  the  attitude  he 
had  taken  up  in  past  years  in  respect  to 
this  matter.  It  was  perfectly  clear  to 
anybody  who  took  the  trouble  to  look 
through  the  speeches  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  the  attitude  he 
had    adopted   to-day  was    absolutely  in 

every  respect  contrary  to  the  attitude 


1715 


Trade 


{COMMONS} 


Disputes  Bill. 


1716 


be  Had  adopted  in  the  past.    The  right 
hon.  Grentleman  had  now  qualified  his 
action  by    stating    that  he  wished  em- 
ployers  to  have   the  same  opportunity 
as  the  working  men  of  the  country  in 
respect  to  trade  disputes.     But  as  this 
question    was    not    applicable    to    em- 
ployers in  any  case  it  did  not  affect  the 
question    in    any    degree.     He    would 
refer  the  Committee  again  to  the  speech 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Centleman  on 
February    5th,    1903.    It    appeared    to 
him  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  that  opinion  in  respect  of  this  ques- 
tion then,  he  could  not  alter  it  on  account 
of  the  fact  that  extra  powers  had  been 
given  to  employers  in  regard  to  it.    He 
had  had  a  considerable  amount  of  experi- 
ence in  respect  of  trade  unions.    He  had 
had   the  honour    and    the   opportunity 
single-handed  to  arrange  an  eight  hours 
day  for  a  firm  of  blast  furnacemen.     If 
they  had  to  deal  with  leaders  of  trade 
unions  in  the  North  of  England,  they  had 
to  deal  with  men  who  knew  their  business. 
But  he  could  not  believe  that  they  should 
give  them  a  power  which  they  ought  not 
to  have.    He  would  like  to  put  to  the 
Committee  a  case  in  reference  to  this 
question.     He  was  speaking  a  moment 
ago  of  the  question   of .  blast  furnaces. 
Supposing  a  master  who  owned  a  blast 
furnace  made  arrangements  with  his  men 
that  on  both  sides  a  fortnight's  notice 
should  be  given  before  the  stoppage  of 
work.     A  leader  of  the  trade  union  came 
down  and  persuaded  the  men  that  they 
should  go  out  before  that  fortnight  was 
up.     If  they  did,  damage  might  result  to 
the  extent  of  £1,000,  and  it  seemed  ab- 
solutely unfair  that  there  should  be  no 
opportunity  of  obtaining  compensation 
from  the  men  or  the  trade  union  respon- 
sible for  causing  that  loss.     Of  course,  it 
might  be  said  that  action  might  be  taken 
against  the  men  who  refused  to  work ; 
that  was  perfectly  true,  but  in  that  case 
nothing  could  be   obtained,   and  there 
could  be  no  object  in  taking  the  action. 
The  hon.  Member  for  one  of  the  divisions 
of  Durham,  in  a  letter  he  wrote  to  The 
Times  last  year,  said  that  a  Bill  before 
Parliament    granted   immunity   entirely 
to    trade    unions    for    conspiracy.      It 
must  be  plain    to  every  hon.   Member 
that    this  Bill    also  granted    immunity 
from      the      law      of      conspiracy     to 
every  trade  union  in  the  country,  and 
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under  these  circumBtances,  he  did  tiiink 
that  at  this  time  of  the  session  the  matter 
was  of  too  much  importance  to  be  deah 
with.  Might  he  appeal  to  the  Priioe 
Jiinister  to  consider  whether  it  would  no: 
be  possible  to  take  the  fourth  clause  at 
the  beginning  of  the  autumn  session  ? 

Mr.  SHACKLETON  :  May  I  appeal  to 
the  House  not  to  spend  much  time  on  thk 
point,  but  to  get  to  the  clause  itself  ? 


Mr.  F.  E.  smith  (Liverpool,  Walton) 
said  that    although   he   was    extremely 
anxious,    so    far   as    he    could    reason- 
ably be  expected,  to  respond   to   such 
an    appeal    as    that    which     the    hon. 
Member  below   the   gangway    had  ji^ 
addressed  to  the  Committee,  he  ventured 
to   think  on  the  present   occasion  the 
application  was  an  entirely  unreasonable 
one,  simply  because,  as  he  understood, 
the  question  they  were  now  rliflOTiigdn| 
was  a  matter  of  broad  principle,  whkh 
would  not  be    open    to    them    to   dis- 
cuss on  subsequent  Amendments.    Tliis 
was  one 'of  the  most  important  and  iu 
reaching  proposals  laid  before  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  it  was  almost  faickil 
to  suggest  that  they  should  abandon  tk 
discussion  on  the  first  opportunity  thej 
had  of  expressing  their  views  upon  tJie 
subject.    An  hon.  Grentleman  below  tht 
gangway  said  it   was  not   the    Second 
Reading.    He   would   remind   the   hon. 
Gentleman  that  they  did  have  a  Second 
Reading  of  some  proposals   but   not  of 
this  proposal,  and  if  they  did  not  ha^e 
a  discussion  similar  to  a  Second  Reading 
on    the    clause    which    the    Attomej- 
General  introduced,  it  was  very  necessarr 
indeed  that  at  some  period  or  another 
there    should    be    a    general    and    not 
a  detailed  consideration   of  these  pro- 
posals.   The   speech   of  the  Chancellof 
of  the  Exchequer  was  certainly  a  speeck 
which  showed  very  striking  courage,  and 
was   marked   with   very   great   luciditj 
throughout.    It  was  such  as  they  would 
expect  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer when  there  was  a  discrepancy 
to  be  explained  between  what  he  said 
previously  and  what  he  said  to-night. 
How  far  did  the  basis  of  that  change 
rest    upon    Parliamentary    convenience 
and  how  far  did  it  go  down  to  some 
great  ground  of  principle  ?    They  wwe 
entitled,  and  bound  to  ask,  what  that 
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principle  was.  When  the  clause  was 
originally  introduced  it  was  based  upon 
principle  and  only  upon  principle.  The 
Attorney-General  made  a  speech  to 
his  House,  not  on  the  spur  of  the 
moment,  but  a  speech  which  he  had 
deeply  considered,  and  the  arguments 
of  which  bore  throughout  the  marks  of 
careful  preparation.  He  came  down 
and  told  the  House  that  it  was  the 
deliberate  view  of  the  Government  that  the 
clause  supported  by  Gentlemen  >>elow 
the  gangway,  and  which  he  was  now 
adopting,  was  practically  immoral.  At 
least,  he  would  not  deny  that  he  told 
them  that  if  these  propsals  were  carried 
out  they  would  be  creating  a 
privilege  for  the  proletariat,  giving  a 
sort  of  benefit  of  clergy  to  trade  unions 
analogous  to  the  benefit  which  was  for- 
merly enjoyed  by  certain  sections  of 
the  population.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  asked  whether  they  were 
sure  it  was  wise  to  remove  from  these 
agents  a  sense  of  responsibility.  He 
said  they  were  often  swept  by  passion, 
excitement,  and  natural  feeling,  and 
was  it  right  that  their  agents  should 
move  about  with  the  knowledge  that 
whatever  they  did  was  lawful?  If  he 
Attorney-General  was  right  in  saying 
that  by  giving  these  powers,  for  which 
no  precedent  had  been  cited,  it  would 
destroy  or  lessen  the  sense  of  respon- 
sibility on  the  part  of  men  who  had 
great  power  over  others,  surely  they 
were  right  to-night,  before  adopting 
this  new  clause,  to  ask  for  some  reason, 
for  the  argument  which  had  induced 
the  Government  to  change  their  mind. 
There  was  no  single  suggestion  from  the 
i  hance'lor  of  the  Exchequer,  one  of  the 
most  accQpiplished  and  ingenious  lawyers 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  explaining  what 
it  was  that  had  induced  the  Government 
to  change  their  mind.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  said  he  changed  his 
mind  because  at  the  time  he  adversely 
criticised  the  proposals  of  the  trade  unions 
he  believed  that  those  proposals  were 
going  to  be  confined  to  trade  unions 
only.  The  answer  to  that  was  that  the 
language  in  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  explained  those  proposals 
bore  no  reference  at  all  to  any  question 
as  to  whether  or  not  the  privileges 
were  to  be  extended  to  associations  of 
employers.    The   right  hon.   Grentleman 
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said  it  was  a  mistake  to  extend  privileges 
of  this  kind  to  any  association,  but 
he  did  not  say  whether  it  was  an  associa- 
tion of  employers  or  working  men.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
common  sense  of  the  commimity  would 
not  be  easily  convinced  that  an  associa- 
tion of  persons,  whether  incorporated 
or  not,  made  not  the  slightest  difference, 
and  that  wielding  great  powers  and 
controlling  considerable  sums  they  should 
not  be  legally  answerable  for  the  acts  of 
agents.  They  were  told  to-day  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  although 
the  common  sense  of  the  commimity 
would  not  recognise  that  an  association 
of  persons  should  have  these  powers,  if 
they  had  two  associations  of  persons  the 
common  sense  of  the  community  would 
tolerate  it.  That  was  a  striking  proposi- 
tion from  one  who  reinforced  his  observa- 
tion and  original  criticism  by  pointing 
out  that  the  objections  were  that  these 
associations  wielded  great  power  and  con- 
trolled considerable  sums.  He  might 
mention  a  case  in  which  the  trustees  of  a 
trade  union  started  a  newspaper,  the  ob- 
ject of  which  was  to  safeguard  in  every 
possible  way  the  interest  of  the  trade 
union.  Those  who  were  responsible  for 
that  pax>er  inserted  a  gross,  and  very  dis- 
creditable libel  against  a  person  with 
whom  they  conceived  they  had  some 
quarrel.  That  person  instituted  pro- 
ceedings and  recovered  damages  for  libel 
to  the  amount  of  £1,000  from  the  Court 
below.  The  question  was  raised  as  to 
whether  the  trustees  of  the  trade  union 
were  or  were  not,  in  the  first  place,  liable 
to  pay  the  £1,000,  and,  in  the  second 
place,  whether  if  they  were  liable,  they 
ought,  or  ought  not  to  be,  indemnified 
from  the  funds  of  the  union.  Was  the 
proposition  going  to  be  contended  for  a 
moment  that  if  the  accredited  and  chosen 
representatives  of  a  trade  union  published 
a  libel  at  the  expense  of  a  citizen,  the 
aggrieved  person  was  to  be  deprived 
of  his  ordinary  remedy  at  law  against 
those  who  defamed  his  name  ?  Was 
it  to  be  suggested  that  he  was  not  entitled 
to  recover  damages  ?  If  so,  there  should 
be  more  than  the  mere  statement  from 
the  CU)veniment;  they  should  have 
some  reason  afforded  why  those  who 
set  in  motion  acts  which  were  bound 
to  injure  others  should  be  protected 
from  liability  to  compensate  for  those 
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acts.    Why    should    trade     unions     be 
protected    from    the    consequences    oi 
action   which   was   ex  hypothesi    illegal 
and     which     caused    injury   to     other 
members  of  the  commimity  ?    It  might 
be  that  some  member  of  the  (Jovern- 
ment  had    an    argument   which   would 
satisfy  the   Committee,   and   if  so,  he 
hoped  he  would  take  an  early  oppor- 
tunity of  explaining  what  it  was.    They 
had  been  told  that  in  foreign  countries 
there  was  some  sort  of  precedent  to  be 
found  for  this  immunity.     One  of  the 
hon.    Members   for  Durham,    who   had 
a  considerable  knowledge  of  the  history 
of  this  question,  had  pointed  out  in  a 
letter  to  The  Times  that,  in  the  case  of 
France,  they  had  most  curiously  safe- 
guarded   themselves    and    the    general 
community  from  the  absolute  immunity 
contained   in   the   present  proposals   of 
the   Government.     France   had   decided 
that  trade  unions  should  be  exempt  in 
all   cases   except   where   the   governing 
body    had    themselves    authorised    the 
illegal  act  in  respect  of  which  the  com- 
plaint was  made.     So  far  as  there  was 
any  precedent  in  the  case  of  France,  it 
was   a    precedent    directly    in    favour 
of     the      arguments      used      on      the 
Opposition    side    of    the    House.     The 
Attorney-Greneral      had      also     quoted 
the      case      of      New     South      Wales, 
which    he     agreed     was     very     useful 
indeed  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
present   discussion,    because   they   were 
dealing  there  with  an  extremely  demo- 
cratic community  in  which  the  rights  of 
labour  and  the  power  of  labour  to  en- 
force those  rights  was  certainly  not  less 
fully  admitted  than  it  was  in  this  country. 
The  Attorney-General  quoted  with  very 
great  approval  the  circumstance  that  in 
Ne^  South  Wales  they  could  not  claim 
any   exemption    for   the    funds    of   the 
union  unless  the  authorities  of  the  union 
were  able  to  show — the  onus  being  im- 
posed upon  them — that  the  governing 
body  of  the  union  were  not  cognisant  of 
the  illegal  act  and  that  the  moment  they 
became  cognisant  of  it  they  repudiated  it. 
If  that  were  quoted  as  being  right  for  New 
South  Wales  a  few  weeks  ago,  were  they 
to  be  told  that  it  was   wrong  in  this 
country  ?     One  was  driven  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  reason,  and  the  only 
reason  ^hy  the  Government  had  aban- 
doned a  determination  deliberately  and 
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carefully  formed,  and  stated  with  weighty 
arguments  to  this  House  on  the  Second 
Reading   of   the   Government   measure, 
was   that    they   yielded    not   to    argu- 
ment, but  to  clamour  from  below  the 
gangway.      The     hon.     Member      for 
Leicester  and  some  of  his  friends  were 
entitled  to  laugh,  but  he  did  not  think 
the  Government  were  entitled  to  laugL 
They  had  their  reward  in  a  three-cornered 
contest  at  Cockermouth.    Hon.  Gentfc- 
men  below  the  gangway  had  the  only 
claim  to  merriment  in  the  Parliamentary 
situation.    He  happened  to  be  speaking 
last  night  in  the  Cockermouth  Kvision, 
and  a  circular  was  distributed  outside 
the    hall    informing    those     ^ho     ^ere 
coming  to  the  meeting  that  he  was  the 
most  bitter  opponent  of  trade  unions  in 
the   House  of   Commons.     In  opposing 
the  immunity  of  trade  unions  one   was 
not  doing  a  very  easy  thing  in  a  con- 
stituency where  there  were  many  trade 
unionists,  because  he  knew  it  had  al- 
ready  been   made   the   subject   of   un- 
favourable comment  in  his  constituency. 
He  should  utilise  an  opportunity  in  the 
autumn,    however,    to    explain     to    his 
constituents  the  reason  for  the  speech  he 
had  made ;    and  he  would  at  least  have 
the  consolation  that  he  held  the  same 
views  as  the   Grovernment  really  held, 
having      reached      those      views      by 
identical    processes    of    reasoning.      He 
would     have    the     second     consolation 
that,   unlike   the    Gk)vemment    he   had 
the    courage    to    speak    and    vote    for 
that    view.      Did  the   hon.  Gentleman 
who    was    excited    to    such    merriment 
think  that  it  was  a  popular  course  to 
take  in  the  country  ?     Did  he  suggest 
that  it  was  more  popular  not  to  vote 
for  this   clause  ?     Because  it   was  the 
more  popular   course   the   Government 
to-night    were    going    publicly    to    re- 
pudiate the  conclusions  at  which  as  a 
Gk)vemment  they  arrived  a  few  short 
weeks  ago. 

*Mr.  hills  (Durham)  said  tha*  as  this 
was  the  last  opportunity  they  would  have 
of  speaking  on  the  merits  of  the  clause, 
he  wished  to  explain  shortly  the  reasons 
why  he  could  not  vote  for  Clause  4. 
The  only  two  possible  remedies  were  to 
amend  the  law  of  agency,  or  to  give 
trade  unions  immunity.  He  thouglt 
by  far  the  best  way  of  dealing  with  the 
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questton  waa  to  amend  the  law  of  agency. 
It  was  of  itself  an  exceptional  piece  of 
legislation ;  but  still  he  thought  it  was 
justified.  No  doubt  it  was  not  half 
so  far-reaching  as  the  present  proposal, 
nor  half  so  dangerous.  He  wanted 
to  explain  to  the  Committee  what 
the  clause  did  and  what  it  did 
not  do.  It  gave  complete  immimity 
to  a  union  for  any  wrongful  act 
that  imion  might  choose  to  do ;  as  had 
already  been  shown,  a  union  might  in 
a  most  intentional  and  deliberate  way 
utter  a  libel,  and  that  libel  might  cause 
damage. 

The  deputy-chairman  said  he 
must  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  question  before  the  Committee  was 
the  postponement  of  Clause  4,  and 
obviously  it  was  not  possible  to  go  into 
the  details  of  the  clause. 

''Mr.  hills  understood  that  on  this 
discussion  they  were  to  be  able  to  discuss 
the  whole  merits  of  the  new  clause,  and 
also  the  old  clause,  and  to  contrast 
them. 

The  deputy-chairman  said  in 
that  case,  when  the  new  clause  was  read 
a  second  time,  this  discussion  would 
have  to  be  taken  as  having  settled  the 
question. 


*Mr.  hills  said  he  was  only  folio  wing 
the  argument  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  As  he  understood,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  contrasted  the  two 
alternative  remedies,  and  he  showed 
the  House  his  reasons  for  the  course 
the  Government  were  going  to  take. 
He  wanted,  if  he  could,  to  show  better 
reasons  against  the  Government  remedy. 
This  clause  expressly  said  that  no 
action  for  damages  was  to  lie  against  the 
union,  even  for  the  union's  admitted  act. 
The  thing  that  was  ruled  out  was  an 
action  for  damages.  They  had  not  ruled 
out  all  legal  processes.  They  had  left  the 
remedy  of  injunction.  In  his  opinion, 
of  all  remedies  that  of  injunction  was  the 
most  dangerous. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  :  On  a  point  of' 
order,  this  question  of  injunction  is  not' 
one  of  the  differences  between  the  two. 
clauses,  i 


Thh  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN :  The  hon; 
(Gentleman  may  contrast  the  policy  of 
the  clause,  but  he  must  not  go  into 
detail. 

Mr.  JOHN  WARD  (Stoke-on-Trent) : 
Should  I  be  in  order  in  moving  that 
the  Question  be  now  put  ? 

♦Mr.  HILLS  said  the  principle  raised 
by  this  clause  could  only  be  dealt  with  by 
showing  the  machinery  of  the  clause. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  said  this  was 
not  a  difference  between  the  two  forms. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN  said  the 
question  of  injunction  was  not  a  matter 
raised  by  the  clause  as  amended. 

♦Mr.  hills  said  with  all  respect  it  was 
almost  impossible  to  discuss  thii  clause 
unless  they  discussed  what  it  did  not  do 
as  well  as  what  it  did.  His  great  objec- 
tion to  it  was  that  it  was  a  half-way 
house,  and  ought  to  go  much  further. 
One  reason,  and  the  main  reason,  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  gave  for  his 
change  of  view  was  that  now  the  master 
was  in  the  same  position  as  the  workman. 
That  was  the  great  reason  he  had  for 
objecting  to  it.  Placing  trade  unions 
outside  the  law  was  much  less  far-reach- 
ing than  the  plan  to  put  employers  out- 
side the  law.  If  this  new  clause  was 
passed  they  put  them  into  a  sort  of  de- 
batable land,  and  said  they  were  there  to 
fight  out  their  differences  there,  and  that 
they  could  not  complain,  because  each  had 
an  equal  chance.  Perhaps  they  could  not 
complain ;  but  he  did  think  that  the 
community  had  a  very  strong  right  to 
complain.  All  these  exceptional  posi- 
tions led  to  a  very  strained  and  dangerous 
state  of  feeling.  As  long  as  they  were 
confined  in  the  ordinary  processes  of  law 
it  was  all  right  so  far  as  the  public  were 
concerned. 

Sir  JOHN  WALTON:  Blay  I  ask  whether 
the  hon.  Member  is  in  order  in  discussing 
this  matter  now  ?  He  wiU  have  an 
opportunity  of  doing  so  when  I  have 
moved  the  new  clause. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN :  The 
hon.  Member  is  discussing  the  question 
of  the  policy  of  the  new  clause.    It  it 
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unnecessary  at  present  to  go  into  the 
detaib  of  the  new  clause.  The  new 
clause  will,  of  course,  be  examined  on 
its  merits  when  we  come  to  it. 

*Mr.  hills  said  that  if  they  were  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the  new 
clause  as  a  whole  he  would  sit  down 
gladly.  What  he  wished  to  know  was 
whether  they  would  have  an  opportunity 
of  talking  on  the  clause  as  a  whole. 

Mr.  MARKHAM  (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) :  I  beg  to  move  that  the 
Question  be  now  put. 

The  deputy-chairman  did  not 
accept  the  Motion 

'^Mr.  BOWLES  said  it  really  seemed 
to  him  that  they  were  in  an  extraordinary 
position  indeed  in  connection  with  this 
proposal. 

'    Sir  JOHN  WALTON  :  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  Question  be  now  put. 

The  DEfUTY-CHAIRMAN  did  not 
accept  the  Motion. 

*Mr.  BOWLES  said  he  understood  that 
the  oiiginal  policy  of  the  Oovernmeat  on 
this,  matter  which  they  now  proposed  to 
abandon  was  received  with  considerable 
approval,  or  at  all  events,  without 
any  considerable  disapproval,  by  lion. 
Gentlemen  behind  the  Attorney-General. 
But  the  moment  after  that  solemnly 
considered  policy  had  been  announced 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  gangway 
expressed  their  dislike  of  it,  upon  which, 
within  a  short  time  indeed,  the  Govern- 
ment  proposed  absolutely  to  go  back 
upon  their  original  policy,  and  substitute 
in  effect  the  proposal  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  gangway,  and  they  did  that 
without  having  been  good  enough  to 
give  to  the  Committee  a  shadow  or  a 
scintilla  of  reason  for  having  made  this 
extraordinary  voUe  face.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  told  them  the 
grounds  on  which  he  personally  had  been 
induced  to  change  his  opinion.  That  was 
an  interesting  confession,  whatever  one 
might  think  of  the  substance  of  it.  But 
it  was  not  made  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment* 


Mr.  MARKHAM :  On  a  point  oi 
order,  I  beg  to  call  your  attention  to  th.i 
fact  that  the  hon.  Member  has  used 
arguments  which  have  been  repeatedly 
addressed  to  the  House. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:  Thesj 
arguments  have  been  used  repeatedly  by 
previous  speakers. 

^Mr.  BOWLES  said  he  would  take  care 
not  to  repeat  them.  All  he  desired  to  say 
was  that  he  found  himself  in  considerable 
difficulty  if  this  tremendous  alteration 
was  to  be  made  on  the  part  of  the  Govern 
ment  without  the  slightest  reason  being 
given.  If  the  Attorney-General  desired 
to  offer  an  explanation  of  the  Amendment 
he  and  his  friends  would  give  way,  but 
the  Motion  ought  not  to  be  agreed 
to  without  some  information  as  to  the 
grounds  on  which  it  was  proposed. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN :  Order, 
order.  The  hon.  Gentleman  is  not 
speaking  to  the  clause  at  all.  There  is 
nothing  in  his  remarks  to  show  that  be 
understands  the  clause.  The  Attorney- 
General  did  explain  his  reason  for  post- 
poning the  clause. 

Mr.  CLOUGH  (Yorkshire,  W.R.,  Skip- 
ton)  :  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Question  be 
now  put. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN  did  n.it 
accept  the  Motion. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  (who  was  received 
with  cries  of  "'  Divide  ")  said  he  did  not 
intend  to  be  put  down  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  So  far  as  he  was  concerned  he 
desired  to  have  some  reason  for  the 
Motion  which  the  Attorney-General  ha*  I 
made.  He  should  be  very  sorry  if  the 
action  of  hon.  Members  opposite  were  to 
compel  him  to  move  that  the  Chairman 
report  Progress  and  ask  leave  to 
sit  again,  which,  he  believed,  was  the 
constitutional  method  of  protesting 
against  unauthorised  interruption.  It 
was  not  a  course  he  should  care  to 
pursue  unless  it  was  absolutely  necessary. 
The  Attorney-General  moved  that  the 
clause  be  postponed,  and  the  only  reason 
he  gave  for  the  Motion  was  that  he  de- 
sired to  move  a  different  cla^uM  alto- 
gether.   He   proposed   to   lubs.it^ute   a 
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clause  for  the  one  at  present  in  the  Bill. 
His  hon,  friend  the  Member  for  the 
Waltcm  Division  of  Liverpool  had  called 
attention  to  some  of  the  observations 
which  the  Attorney-General  made  in 
proposing  the  clause.  It  would  be  in 
the  recollection  of  the  Committee  that 
not  only  did  he  propose  the  clause,  but 
he  recommended  it  on  the  strongest 
possible  grounds,  sa3ring  that  it  was  re- 
quired by  every  consideration  of  justice 
and  policy.  But  he  went  further,  and 
said  that  it  .was  a  clause  which  was  re- 
commended by  the  responsible  leaders 
of  trade  unions  as  a  just  and  proper 
clause  which  ought  to  be  inserted  in  the 
Bill.  He  quoted  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby,  and  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
the  Member  for  Morpeth.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Morpeth  said — 

"  The  uuions  shoald,  in  mv  opinion,  frankly 
Accept  retponaibility  for  the  acts  of  their 
agants,  when  the  agents  are  acting  hy  the 
aathority  and  under  the  direction  of  the 
exeootive  committee." 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy  Burghs): 
I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  noble  Lord  is 
in  order  in  going  into  the  merits  of  the 
clause. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:  I  have 
already  said  that  the  only  question  that 
can  be  discussed  is  the  postponement  of 
the  clause.  If  the  clause  is  postponed, 
the  merits  of  the  new  clause  must  be 
considered  later  on. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  he  would  en- 
deavour to  make  his  observations  as 
general  as  possible.  It  was  on  the 
principle  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 


Member  for  Morpeth  that  the  Attorney- 
Qeneral     based    himself    when    recom- 
mending   the    clause    which    he     now 
proposed    to   postpone    without   giving 
a    single    reason    to    show    that    the 
condition  of  affairs  had  changed,  or  that 
his  opinions  had  altered,  with  the  view 
of  omitting  it  from  the  Bill  altogether, 
and  substituting  for  it  a  provision  which 
had  been  put  forward  as  substantially 
in  accordance  with  Bills  introduced  by 
hon.  Members  below  the  gangway.    The 
Committee  were  not  being  fairly  treated. 
He  thought  the  Attorney-General  should 
give  some  kind  of  reason  for  this  change 
of  front.    It  could  not  be  merely  that  he 
was  afraid  of  the  vote  and  the  influence 
of  hon.  Members  below  the   gangway. 
At  any  rate,  he  was  sure  he  would  be  the 
last     to    say     in     the     House      that 
that      was     his    reason.      They     were 
entitled    to    some     reason      for     this 
change   of  policy.    He   agreed   that  it 
was   very   tiresome    for  hon.  Members 
to  be  kept  waiting  for  their  Bill,  but 
whether    they   were    impatient  or   not 
the  Committee  were  entitled,  quite  apart 
from  hon.  Members  representing  labour 
or  any  fraction  of  the  community   to 
know  the  reasons  of  the  Attorney-General 
for  going  back  from  the  strong  views 
which  he  expressed  ao  lately  as  March 
28th.     He  asked  the  Attorney-General, 
before  the  Question  was  put,  to  give  some 
kind  of  reason  for  his  change  of  attitude 
in  the  matter. 

Question  put. 

The  Conmiittee  divided  : — Ayes,  246 ; 
Noes,  22.    (Division  List  No.  316.) 


Abraham,  Wm.  (Cork,  N.E.) 

Agnew,  George  William 

Aiden»  Percy 

Allen,  A.  Acland  (Christchnrch) 

Astbury,  John  Meir 

Baker,  Sir  John  (Portemouth) 

Baker,  Joseph  A.  •  (Finsbury,  E. 

Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Barlow,  Ptercy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  E.  B; 

Bames,  G.  N. 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Beaumont,  W.  C.  B.  (Hexham) 

Bell,  Richard 

3eUair8,  Carlyon 


AYES. 

Benn,Sir  J.  WiIliams(Devonp'rt 

Benn,W.(TVrHamlet8,S.  Geo. 

Berridge,  T.  H.  D. 

Bertram,  Julius 

Bethell,  J.  H.  (Essex,  Romford) 

Bethell,  T.  R.  (Essex,  Maldon) 

Billson,  Alfred 

Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 

Black, Arthur  W.  (Bedfordshire 

Bottomley,  Horatio 

Brace,  William 

Brigff,  John 

Brc^klehurst,  W.  B. 

Brodie,  H.  C 

Brooke,  Stopfoic 

Bnmner,  J.F.L(Lanc8.,  Leigh) 


Bryce,Rt.  Hn.  Jame8(  Aberdeen 
Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bumyeat,  W.  J.  D. 
Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Byles,  William  Pollard 
Cameron,  Ro4)ert 
Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 
Causton,  Rt.  Hn.  Richard  Knight 
Channing,  Francis  Allston 
Gheetham,  John  Frederick 
Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 
Clancy,  John  Joseph 
Clarke,  C.  Goddard 
Cleland,  J.  W. 
Clough,  W. 
CoUin8,SirWm.J.(8.Pancra8,W. 


1727 


Trade 


Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Cooper,  0.  J. 

Gorbett,  C.H.(Sus8exE.Qrmst*d 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cowan,  W.  H. 

Cox,  Harold 

Cremer,  William  Randal 

Crooks,  William 

Crosslej,  William  J. 

Dalziel,  James  Henry 

Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 

Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol.  S.) 

Dickinson,  W.H.(St.Pancra8,S. 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Duckworth,  James 

Duncan,  C.  (Barrow-in-Furness 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 

EUbank,  Biaster  of 

Essex,  R.  W. 

Eve,  Harry  Trelawney 

Everett,  VL  Laoey 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ferens,  T.  R. 

Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro 

Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 

Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 

Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 

Gill,  A.  H. 

Gladstone.Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 

Glover,  Thomas 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Goooh,  George  Peabody 

Grant,  Corrie 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 

Griffith,  ElUs  J. 

Hall,  Frederick 

Harcourt,  Rt  Hon.  Lewis 

Hardie,J.Keir  (MerthyrTydvil) 

Hardy,  George  A.  (Suffolk) 

Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  ( Worc*r) 

Harvey,  A.  G.  C  (Rochdale) 
Haslam,  James  (Derb3r8hire) 
Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 
Haworth,  Arthur  A. 
Hazel,  Dr.  E. 
Haxleton,  Richard 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Hendersor^J.  M(  Aberdeen,  W.) 
Henry,  Charles  S. 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hodge,  John 
Holden,  E.  Hopkinson 
Homiman,  Emslie  John 
Howard,  Hon.  Geofibvy 
Hudson,  Walter 
Hyde,  Clarendon 
Illingworth,  Percy  H. 
Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 
Jackson,  R.  8. 
Jacoby,  James  Alfred 
Jardine,  Sir  J. 
Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 
Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 
Jones,  William  (Camanronshire 
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Jowet,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 

Kelley,  George  D. 

King,  AUred  John  (Knutsford) 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lamont,  Norman 

Leese,  SirJo8ephF.(  Accrington) 

Lehmann,  R.  C. 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

L!oyd-Gieorge,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lyell,  Charles  Hanry 

Ljmch,  H.  B. 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macdonald,  J.M.(Falkirk  B'ghs 

Maclean,  Donald 

Macpherson,  J.  T. 

Mac Veagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 

MacVeigh,  Chas.  (Donegal,  E.) 

M*Callum,  John  M. 

M^Kenna,  Reginald 

M'Killop,  W. 

M*Laren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 

Maddison,  Frederick 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 

Manfield,  Harry  (Northants) 

Markham,  Arthur  Basil 

Marks,G.  Croydon(Launceston) 

Mamham,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 

Massie,  J. 

Menaies,  Walter 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

Montagu,  E.  S. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

Morrell,  Philip 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Murphy,  John 

Napier,  T.  B. 

Newnes,  F.  (Notts.,  Bassetlaw) 

Nicholson,Charles  N.(Doncast*r 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norman,  Henry 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

0*Brien  JCendal  (Tipperary  Mid 

O'Connor,  John  (Kiidare,  N.) 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 

O'Grady,  J. 

0*Kolly,James  (Roscommon,N. 

O'Malley,  William 

Parker,  James  (Halifax) 

Paul,  Herbert 

Paulton,  James  Mellor 

Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs.  Leek 

Pearson,  Sir  W.  D.  (Ckikhester 

Power,  Patrick  Joseph 

Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh,  Central) 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Raphael,  Herbert  H. 

Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 

Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro* 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Richards,Thoma8  (W.Monm*th 

Richards,  T.  F.  ( Wolverh'mpfn 

Richardson,  A. 

Rickett,  J.  Compton 
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Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincohi) 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Robertson,Rt.  Hn.  E.  (Dundee) 
Robertson,Sir0.8coU  (Bradfrd 
Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneeide) 
Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 
Rose,  Charles  Day 
Rowlands,  J. 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 
8chwann,Sir  C.  E.  (Manchester) 
Scott, A.H.  (Ashton  under  Lyne 
Sears,  J.  E. 
Seavems.  J.  H. 
Seddon,  J. 

Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B. ) 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Simon,  John  Allsebrook 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smyth,  Thomas  F.  (Leitrim,  S.) 
Snowden,  P. 

Stanley,Hon.  A.Lynlph  (C%eah.) 
Steadman,  W.  C. 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Stewart-SmiUi,  D.  (Kendal) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Stuart,  James  (Sundeiiaod) 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Summerbell,  T. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Thomasson,  Franklin 
Thomp8on,J.W.H.(8omer8et,B 
Thome,  William 
Toulmin,  George 
Ure,  Alexander 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 
Walters,  John  Tudor 
Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leeda^.) 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Ward,  John  (Stoke  upon  Trent) 
Ward, W.Dudley  (Southampton 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
White,  Patrick  (Meath,  North) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whiteley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R.) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilton,  W.  T.  (Westhovghton) 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 


Tbllbbs  vok  thb  a  TBS — Mr. 
Whiteley  an4  Mr.  J.  A. 
Pease. 


1729 


Trade 


Acland-Hood,RtHn.SirAlex.F. 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hn.A.J.(CityLond.) 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Beach, Hn.  Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
CaiUle,  E.  Hildred 
Carson,  RtHon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Castlereagh,  Viscount 
Cave,  George 

Clauses  agreed  to. 
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NOES. 

Cecil,  Eveljm  (Aston  Manor) 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Forater,  Henry  William 
HUls,  J.  W. 
Keswick,  William 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pe«8e,HerbertPike  (Darlington 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Rawluison,  John  Frederick  Peel 
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Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 
Smith,F.  E.  (Liverpool, Walton) 
Thomson, W.  Mitchell- (Lanark) 
Valentia,  Viscount 

Tellers  for  the  Noes— 
Lord  Robert  CJecil  and  Mr. 
Bowles. 


Sib  E.  CARSON  asked  the  Attorney- 
General  whetler  he  had  considered 
the  effect  of  the  language  of  the 
Trade  Unions  Acts,  1871  and  1876,  and 
whether  he  intended  to  have  any  different 
definition  from  that  contained  in 
those  Acts  of  the  term  "  trade  dispute." 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  inquiries  in  that 
question  had  gone  so  far  that  he  would 
be  able  to  give  him  an  ansi^er,  but  it 
seemed  to  him  a  very  important  matter. 

Sir  JOHN  WALTON  quite  agreed 
that  it  Would  be  necessary,  but 
there  would  be  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering that  definition,  and  he  thought 
he  need  not  delay  the  Committee  now. 

New  Clause : 

♦Sir  JOHN  WALTON  in  introducing 
a  new  clause  (Prohibitions  of  actions  of 
tort  against  trade  unions  except  in  special 
circumstances)  said  that  he  had  been 
appealed  to  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  hon.  Member  for  Marylebone 
to  make  some  explanation  of  the 
reason  why  he  put  down  this  nei^r  clause 
on  the  Paper,  having  regard  to  the  fact 
that  it  was  a  very  different  proposal  from 
that  which  appeared  in  the  Bill.  The 
noble  Lord  was  quite  entitled  to  an  ex- 
planaticm  of  that  kind,  and  he  thought  he 
could  very  briefly  indicate  what  he  un- 
derstood to  be  the  reasons  ^hich  brought 
about  that  change,  and  which  certainly 
influenced  him  in  regard  to  that  change. 
The  Bill  undoubtedly  proposed,  as  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  explained,  a 
different  method  of  dealing  With  the 
grievance  which  had  arisen,  and  of  which 
the  trade  unionists  oomplained»and  he  gave 
strong  reasons  for  supporting  it.  He  also 
pointed  out  the  alternative  method,  and 


'  showed,  as  he  thought  it  was  his  duty  to 
show  to  the  House,  the  arguments  which  in 
his  opinioa  could  be  fiirly  urged  against  it, 
and  ^hich,  when  they  were  considered, 
left  the  advantage  to  the  proposals  which 
appeared  in  the  (Jovemment  Bill.  But 
he  stated,  as  the  members  of  the  Com- 
mittee would  remember,  that  the  question 
Was  one  for  the  House,  and  one  for  the 
decision  of  the  House ;  and  that  state- 
ment was  subsequently  repeated  by  the 
Prime  Minister  in  the  discussion  on  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  New  castle-upon-Tyne.  That 
alternative  was  left  to  the  House  for 
this  very  obvious  reason,  that  the  two 
proposals  Were  different  methods  of 
accomplishing  one  result.  The  result  w  as 
the  remedy  of  a  grievance  of  which  trade 
unions  complained,  and  which  had  in  its 
operation  very  largely  diminished  their 
funds,  and  had  exposed  their  funds  to 
further  attack  in  the  form  of  litigation 
similar  to  that  which  had  been  success- 
fully brought  against  them.  Either 
method  would  have  relieved  the  trade 
unions  from  that  evil.  The  one  would 
have  been,  and  undoubtedly  was,  more 
complete  in  its  character  than  the  other. 
The    Qovemment    proposal    sought    to 

relieve  them  from  responsibility  for  any 
action  which  was  not  expressly  authorised, 
or  effectively  authorised  by  their  govern- 
ing body.  On  the  other  hand,  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne  was  substantially  the  present 
clause,  that  was  to  say,  a  proposal  that 
no  action  whatever  should  be  brought 
against  these  unions.  The  choice  be- 
tween those  two  methods  was  left 
to  the  House,  and  the  House  con- 
tained large  numbers  of  employers  of 
labour,  and  a  large  number  of  Members 
of  very  great  experience,  and  he  could 
not  imagine  a  tribunal  more  qualified 
to  decide  whether  or  not  the  existing 
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state  of  the  law,  as  it  was  believed  to  be, 
should    or    should    not    continue.    The 
leal  substantial  proposal  was  this.    The 
trade  union  legislation  of  1871  and  1875 
gave  a  charter  to  trade   unions.    That 
charter    was    universally    construed    as 
conferring   an   immunity  in  regard   to 
all    actions    against    trade    unions   as 
corporations,    by  means  of  which  their 
funds    would    be    made    available    for 
meeting  claims  for  damages,  and  in  that 
sense  the  charter  had  been  understood 
for  a  period  of  thirty  years.    It  had  been 
generally     accepted,     and     during     its 
currency  there  were  no  violations  of  the 
terms  on  which  it  was  granted.    There 
was    no    apprehension    with    regard   to 
abuses  on  the  part  of  those  bodies,  and 
therefore  there  were  thirty  years  of  ex- 
perience which  would  give  the  House  very 
good  ground  for  enabling  it  to  determine 
whether  or  not   that  lease  of  immunity 
should   be   renewed.    The  conflict   was 
whether    they    should    reformulate    the 
law  with  regajxl  to  the  future  on  a  correct 
and  legal  basis,  or  whether  the  existing 
state  of  things  supposed    to    be  estab- 
lished in  1871  should  remain  unaltered 
for  an  indefinite  period.    That  was  the 
question  which  the  House  had  to  decide, 
and     the    Government    came     to    the 
conclusion  that  the  decision  was    very 
clear    and    explicit    on    the     matter. 
There  was,  first  of  all,  the  debate  on  the 
Government  Bill,  in  which  many  hon. 
members   below   the    gangway   on    the 
other  side  expressed  their  views  in  very 
strong    terms,    and    large    nimibers    of 
Members  of  the  Liberal  Party,  sitting 
behind    and    below  the    gangway,    ex- 
pressed full  concurrence  with  the  views 
of    hon.   Members    below   the  gangway 
on  the  other  side ;  so  far  it  was  clearly 
the  general  feeling  that  the  status  quo 
should    be     left     undisturbed.      There 
were    also     hon.     Members     who     sat 
above  the  gangway  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  who  took  that  view,  and 
who   thought  that  the  state  of  the  law 
as    it    had    existed     for    thirty    years 
should    continue    undisturbed.      Under 
the   circimistances    it    seemed    to    him 
a  more  important  matter  to  settle  this 
question   than   to  decide   between   two 
elternative   proposals,    against   each    of 
which  there  were  objections  and  in  sup- 
port of  each  of  which  there  were  strong 

arguments.      No  less  a  person  than  the 
Sir  John  WaUon. 


Leader  of  the  Opposition  said  tiiat  he 
had  no  appr^ension  as  to  tiie  future 
operation  of  this  clause. 

Sib  E.  CARSON:    When  did  he  say 
anytiiing  of  the  sOTt  ! 

Sib  JOHN  WALTON  replied  that  on 
the  Second  Reading  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  said  he  had  full  confidence  b 
those  who  managed  trade  unions  and  in 
their  moderation,  although  on  genial 
principles  he  thought  it  unwise  to  confer 
on  any  class  such  powers  as  were  pro- 
posed. This  clause  was  of  a  similar  kind 
to  those  which  had  been  included  in  pre- 
vious Bills.  In  the  first  place,  the 
Government  wished  to  make  it  perfectly 
plain  on  t^e  face  of  t^e  clause  that  it  was 
to  be  bilateral — ^it  did  not  confer  upon 
workmen  a  privilege  that  was  not  'ex- 
tended to  unions  of  employers.  Then 
it  was  provided  that  nothing  in  this 
clause  should  afiect  the  liability  of  the 
trustees  of  unions  to  be  sued  in  the 
events  provided  in  Section  9  of  the  Trade 
Unions  Act  of  1871.  The  Gownment 
wished  to  protect  trade  union  funds  and 
make  them  as  secure  as  it  was  possible  to 
make  them.  If  any  hon.  Member  could 
show  that  any  Amendment  of  tjie  clause 
would  make  the  funds  more  secure  he 
would  accept  such  Amendment.  But 
while  the  funds  of  the  union  were  to  be 
protected,  the  trustees  by  the  proviso 
were  to  be  liable  to  sue  or  to  be  sued  in 
any  action,  suit,  or  prosecution  touching  or 
concerning  their  property.  They  might 
prevent  any  person  from  trespassing  on 
their  property,  pulling  down  their 
buildings,  blocking  up  their  ancient 
lights,  or  robbing  their  funds.  All  these 
rights  could  be  exercised  through  the 
trustees,  and  there  was  a  considerable 
obligation  upon  them  of  responsibility  to 
other  persons,  as,  for  instance,  if  they 
blocked  up  the  light  of  a  man  on  the  other 
side  of  the  road.  The  trustees  would 
remain  liable  under  Section  9  of  the  Act 
of  1871.  So  far  as  it  was  consistent  with 
the  main  object  in  view,  the  Government 
had  sought  to  leave  the  status  quo  as  little 
changed  as  possible. 

New  Clause : 

*'  An  aotion  against  a  trade  onion,  whether 
of  workmen  or  mastera,  or  against  any  memben 
thereof  on  behalf  of  themselves  and  all  otbcf 
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member!  of  the  trade  nnion  for  the  recovery  of 
damages  io  respect  of  any  tortioai  act  alleged 
io  have  been  eommitted  by  or  on  behalf  of  the 
trade  onion,  shall  not  be  entertained  by  any 
Coort,  provided  that  nothing  in  this  section 
shall  afreet  the  liability  of  the  trustees  of  such 
nnioos  to  be  sued  in  the  events  provided  for  by 
the  Trades  Union  Aet,  1871,  Section  9." 

Brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

♦Mr.  BOWLES,  on  a  point  of  order, 
asked  whether  the  proposed  new  clause 
was  not  outside  the  **  order  of  leave " 
of  the  Bill.  The  Bill  was  to  provide  for 
the  regulation  of  trade  unions  and  trade 
disputes,  but  he  submitted  that  this 
clause  was  a  provision  for  putting  them 
above  and  beycmd  all  regulation  what- 
ever. 

♦The  chairman  said  he  did  not  think 
the  clause  was  outside  the  order  of  leave. 
It  was,he  thought,  quite  in  order,  and  there 
was  a  similar  provision  in  Clause  4  of  the 
original  Bill. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  did  not  wonder  that 
^e  hon.  Member  for  Norwood  had  raised 
that  point,  because  a  wider  exemption 
than  was  now  being  proposed  had  never 
been  given,  and  he  defied  anyone  to  con- 
tradict him  when  he  said  that  no  pre- 
cedent could  be  found  in  the  whole 
course  of  the  laws  of  this  country  for  the 
clause  submitted  by  the  Attorney- 
General.  What  the  hon.  and  learned 
G^itleman  ought  to  have  said  so  as  to 
make  the  thing  quite  complete  was — 

**  An  regards  tortioos  or  wrongful  aets  com- 
mitted  by  trade  unions,  all  the  laws  of  the 
nalm,  whether  statute  or  oommoOy  are  hereby 
repealed.'* 

That  was  a  pretty  large  enactment 

to  suggest  at  the  end  of  a  prolonged 

sitting.    Or   he   might   have  put  it   in 

another    interesting    form.    He    might 

have  said — 

"  The  King  can  do  no  wrong  ;  neither  can  a 
trade  union/' 

The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
might  have  been  even  more  candid. 
He  did  not  see  why  he  should  not  have 
said  that  on  an  action  for  an  admitted 
wrong  committed  by  a  trade  union, 
with     admitted     damage     cone,     with 


admitted   milice,  with   admitted   crime 
causing   damage,   it   should   be   in   the 
power  of  the  secretary  of  a  trade  union 
to  entei  a  nolle  proseaut^  so  as  to  prevent 
the  law  of  the  lana  being  brought  to 
play  in  the  prevention  of  such  acts,  for 
that  was  the   effect  of  the   Attorney- 
General's    clause.    He   wanted    nothing 
more  to  condemn  this  clause  than  the 
words     the    Attomey-Greneral     himself 
used    on    the    First    Reading    of    the 
Bill,   and  which  he  had  now    ignomi- 
niously    eaten.     The   hon.    and   learned 
Gentleman  apparently  thought  it  con- 
sistent with  the  great  office  he  held,  and 
with  the  high  position  he  held  in  his  pro- 
fession and  in  this  House,  to  come  down 
now  and  say — *  I  told  you  on  a  previous 
occasion  that  black  was  black,  but  now  I 
tell  you  that  black  is  white.'    Anything 
more  preposteious   than   the    line  that 
had     been    taken    by    His      Majesty's 
Government    with     reference     to    this 
Amendment  he  could  hardly  conceive,  and 
it  was  all  the  more  preposterous  because 
they  knew  what  was  the  claim  of   hon. 
Members  below  the   gangway.     If  this 
was  a  matter  which  was  sprung  upon  them 
and  they  could  not  go  on,  he  could  well 
understand  the  position  of  His  Majesty's 
Government.    But  how  did  the  matter 
stand  ?    The  claim  was  made  when  the 
Party  opposite  was  in  power  for  immunity 
of  this  character  and  for  the  repeal  of  the 
common  law  and  statute  law  of  the  land 
with  regard  to  trade  unions.    The  Govern- 
ment had  that  clause  before  them  and 
also  the  report  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion.   They  had   those   matters  before 
them,  and  they  came  down  to  this  House 
and  through  the  mouth  of  the  Attorney- 
General  denounced   in  language    which 
he  would  not  dare  to  use — ^he  never  laid 
claim  to  the  eloquence  which  adorned 
the    benches  opposite   and   which  had 
put  them  on  those  benches  and  removed 
himself    and    his  friends    from    them 
although  they  were  very  glad  to  be  got 
rid  of — the  proposal  for  the  abolition 
of  the  rule  of  law  that  the  wrong  doer 
should  be  made  to  redress  his  wrong.     If 
trade    unions    were   exempt   from    this 
liability  the  Royal  Commission  pointed 
out  they  would  form  the  only  exception, 
and  it  would  then  be  held  to  be  right  that 
vast  and  powerful  institutions  should  be 
permanently  licensed  to  apply  the  power 
they  possessed  to  ruin  others  and  inflict 
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damage  to  the  extent  of  many  thousands 
of  pounds  and  not  be  liable  to  make  good 
that  damage  out  of  their  funds.  Such  a 
policy  they  declared  would  be  opposed 
to  the  very  idea  of  law,  order  and  justice. 
And  what  did  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney-General,  who 
was  accountable  to  this  House  for  law, 
order  and  justice,  do  ?  He  came  down 
and  proposed  a  clause  which  in  the  view  of 
the  Commission  was  opposed  to  the 
very  idea  of  law,  order  and  justice. 
He  did  not  envy  the  position  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  Even 
with  the  emoluments  of  office  he  should 
be  sorry  to  be  in  tlxe  place  of  the 
Attorney-General,  who  now  proposed 
what  he  had  before  denounced,  and 
which  a  Royal  Commission  declared 
to  be  opposed  to  the  very  idea  of  law 
and  order  and  justice.  [Labour  cries 
of  "  A  packed  Commission  ;  absolutely 
packed."]  He  was  not  picking  any 
quarrel  with  hon.  Members  below  the 
gangway,  who  had  taken  a  perfectly 
consistent  course.  When  they  took  up 
that  position  last  year  he  had  the  honour 
of  fighting  them  almost  single-handed 
in  the  Committee.  He  fought  them 
as  hard  as  ever  he  could,  and  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  they  beat  him  even 
with  his  own  Party  in  power,  and 
he  hoped  he  took  his  beating  good- 
humouredly.  He  never  pretended  that 
he  thought  their  proposals  were  other- 
wise than  harmful,  and  neither  for  their 
support  nor  any  other  political  support 
would  he  have  put  forward  a  proposal 
of  this  kind,  which  whether  he  was  right 
or  they  were  right  went  to  the  very 
root  of  the  industrial  prosperity  of 
this  country.  He  believed  that  nobody 
should  be  beyond  the  scope  of  the 
law;  but  although  he  disagreed  with 
hon.  Grentlemen  below  the  gangway  he 
respected  their  views,  and  he  hoped  they 
would  give  him  credit  for  supporting  the 
views  which  he  held :  he  had  no  quarrel 
with  them.  He  denied  that  for  mnny 
years  the  trade  unions  had  enjoyed 
this  immunity.  As  far  as  there  had 
been  an  absence  of  decisions  holding 
them  liable,  it  arose  simply  from  the 
fact  that  trade  unions  were  originally 
illegal  associations,  and  therefore  could 
neither  sue  nor  be  sued.  But  directly 
that  was  altered  they  took  their  place 
alongside  ordinary  corporations.  [Cries 
Sir  E,  Carson, 


of  "No."]  Was  there  any  decision 
of  the  House  of  Commons  in  favour 
of  trade  unions  being  held  immune  from 
liability  for  wrongful  acts  to  the  property 
of  others  ?  He  defied  anybody  to  bring 
forward  any  Resolution  in  any  such 
sense  whatever.  He  admitted  that  the 
law  of  agency  pressed  very  hardly  against 
trade  unions,  but  it  also  pressed  hardly 
against  every  company  and  every  indi- 
vidual. That  law  ought  to  be  mitigated, 
but  in  favour  of  all  classes  of  His  Majesty's 
subjects,  and  not  of  one  class  only. 
The  Attorney-General  said  that  he  gave 
the  same  right  to  masters ;  but  they 
had  never  asked  to  be  placed  above 
and  beyond  the  law.  If  they  did  he 
should  use  exactly  the  same  argument 
against  them  as  he  was  now  using 
against  trade  unions.  Why  should 
they  be  placed  above  the  kw  ?  He 
was  not  at  all  sure  from  his  own 
observation  of  the  trend  of  events  that 
the  time  might  not  be  coming,  if  it  was  not 
already  come,  when  they  would  have  to 
legislate  against  the  combination  and 
association  of  capital.  He  was  not  sure 
that  the  time  had  not  come  when  men 
acquired  wealth  not  alone  for  the  luxury 
wealth  might  bring  them  but  for  the  great 
power  it  might  bring  in  increasing  their 
weight  and  importance,  or  in  decreasing 
the  weight  and  importance  of  others. 
He  was  not  at  all  sure  that  the  time  might 
not  come  when  they  would  have  to  deal 
with  that  in  this  country  ;  when  they  had 
combinations  and  associations  of  cajHtal 
to  crush  out  small  men  and  to  prevoit 
that  individual  efEort  by  which  moi 
rose.  If  that  time  came  and  if  it 
was  approaching,  in  this  Bill  woe 
they  not  laying  down  a  principle  which 
might  be  injurious  not  merely  to  the 
question  which  they  had  under  discassioii 
to-day  but  in  those  matters  which  mi^t 
be  of  vast  imx)ortance  to  the  whole  c(Hn- 
mercial  interest  and  progress  of  the 
country  ?  If  they  laid  down  now  as  the 
Attorney-General  did  lay  down — he  said 
without  disrespect  to  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  foolishly  laid  dowft — this  prin- 
ciple they  were  going  to  put  these  men  of 
capital,  with  great  power  and  influence 
in  this  country  by  reason  of  their  wealth, 
beyond  and  above  the  law.  But  if  they 
were  going  to  be  immune  from  the  Uw 
outside  trade  disputes  he  could  not  tiunk 

the  time  would  be  long  in  coming  when 
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they  would  repent  of  what  they  had  done 
this  day,  so  easily  and  so  Ughtly,  because 
hke  many  other  things  it  seemed  to  be 
plausible  at  first  sight.  But  when  such 
matters  came  to  be  worked  out  as  between 
the  parties  they  sometimes  found  they  had 
really  done  the  greatest  disservice  to  the 
interests  they  desired  to  serve  by  placing 
these  powers  in  the  hands  of  others. 
The  clause  he  supposed  would  be  passed. 
He  had  not  the  least  hope  that  anything 
he  might  say  would  have  the  least  in- 
fluence on  anyone  present.  [Cheers.]  He 
was  quite  prepared  for  those  cheers,  al- 
thought  he  did  not  want  them  in  the 
least,  but  he  was  glad  to  have  made  his 
protest.  Both  to  himself  personally  and 
to  his  constituency  it  mattered  nothing. 
If  he  had  any  interest  in  it  at  all  it  was 
in  the  litigation  which  he  foresaw  would 
necessarily  arise  under  the  Bill.  But  he 
could  assure  the  House  in  the  observa- 
tions he  made  he  had  very  much  higher 
interests  at  heart  than  those  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  cheered  him  had.  There 
was  one  other  observation  he  wished 
to  make,  and  it  was  this.  He]  knew 
the  opponents  of  these  proposals  were 
represented  very  often  in  the  country  as 
desiring  to  subject  to  execution  under 
action  taken  into  Court  the  benevo- 
lent and  charitable  funds  which  trade 
unions  possessed.  For  his  part  he  should 
be  very  sorry  to  be  associated  with  any 
such  idea.  These  sick,  benevolent  and 
other  funds  which  trade  unions  possessed 
he  believed  ought  to  and  could  'be 
placed  beyond  all  risks  so  that  they  might 
be  applied  to  those  objects  for  which 
the  members  of  the  union  had  sub- 
scribed. He  believed  that  in  such  an 
amendment  of  the  law  they  would  be 
acting  in  strict  conformity  with  the 
principles  of  law,  because  any  person 
who  held  a  trust  fund  could  place  that 
trust  fund  out  of  the  reach  of  his  ordinary 
creditors  or  obligations  of  the  law.  He 
wished  to  state  most  emphatically,  and 
he  believed  it  was  the  opinion  of  every- 
body who  supported  the  view  that  he 
was  putting  forward,  that  to  the  fullest 
extent  these  funds,  benevolent  and 
charitable,  not  only  might  be,  but  ought 
to  be  set  apart,  so  that  whatever  obliga- 
tion or  liability  might  be  incurred  by  a 
trade  union  these  funds  should  not  be 
allowed  to  be  made  available  for  any 

purpose  except  that  for  which  they  had 


been  subscribed.  So  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  and  so  far  as  hon.  Members 
sitting  behind  him  were  concerned,  they 
had  always  desired  these  funds  to  be 
protected.  He  ended  where  he  com- 
menced ;  he  said  that  the  House  ought 
to  be  very  careful  before  they  put  above 
and  beyond  the  law  any  corporation 
or  any  number  of  individuals  or  any  other 
associations  of  persons  in  this  country. 
And  when  they  said  that  trade  unions 
might  not  be  cast  for  damages  in  regard 
to  an  illegal  or  criminal  act  or  an  act 
against  property  that  caused  damage, 
they  were  getting  rid  of  all  the  funda- 
mental principle  which  the  law  of  this 
country  possessed,  upon  which,  whether 
he  be  a  master  or  a  man,  whether 
he  be  the  head  of  a  shipping  company 
or  a  docker,  or  whether  he  be  a  man 
attempting  to  resist  the  tyranny  of  the 
mob,  the  liberty  of  every  man  in  this 
country   depended. 

Mr.  SIMON  (Essex,  Walthamstow) 
said  he  was  afraid  it  could  not  be  palatable 
to  all  the  Members  of  the  Committee 
that  so  large  a  share  of  the  discussion 
should  have  come  to  be  taken  up  by  the 
lawyers  in  the  House.  On  the  other 
hand  it  was  unquestionably  one  of  the 
matters  on  which  litigation  might  arise 
and  where  in  consequence  those  who 
earned  their  living  by  the  law  should 
ofEer  their  opinion  on  the  subject.  He 
had  risen  because  ^he  had  noticed 
throughout  the  debate  a  point  of  view 
of  what  was  supposed  to  be  done  by 
this  new  clause  wnich,  with  all  respect  to 
much  greater  lawyers  than  himself,  he 
deoUned  to  accept.  The  proposition 
put  forward  was  that  if  the  clause  was 
carried  they  were  going  to  put  the 
trade  unions  in  a  position  such  as  no 
other  association  had  ever  been  known 
to  occupy.  Was  there  any  reason  for 
such  a  suggestion,  could  no  one  suggest 
other  associations  possessed  of  great 
funds  highly  organised  and  capable  of 
considerable  mischief,  and  yet  whose 
funds  could  not  be  touched  ?  Let  them 
take  a  simple  and  popular  instance,  the 
TarifE  Reform  League,  a  body  with  great 
and  somewhat  mysterious  funds,  a  body 
highly  organised  and  capable  as  some 
thought  of  evil  as  well  as  good.  It  was 
possible  that  its  funds  might  be  used 
for    mischievous    purposes.     But  would 
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anybody  get  up  and  say  that  if  Mr.  Vinoe 
was  to  perpetrate  a  tort,  say  publish  a 
libel  on  the  members  of  the  Cobden  Club, 
would  he  be  jeopardising  the  funds  of 
the  Tariff  Beform  League,  and  that 
they  would  be  liable  t 

An  HON.  MEMBER :    Tes,  certainly. 

Mb.  SIMON  said  he  should  like  to  see 
that  action  tried.  The  whole  of  the  dis- 
ouBsion  had  oaused  a  deal  of  oonfusion ; 
there  were  man^  bodies  in  England  to-day 
with  large  funds  at  their  disposal,  whidi 
no  lawyer  would  reoommend  anybody 
to  sue.  If  hon.  Members  wanted  to  sue 
a  West  End  club  they  had  to  pick  out 
the  secretary  or  some  member  of  the 
committee,  and  the  damages,  if  they 
got  them,  would  come  out  of  the 
pockets  of  those  persons,  and  not 
out  of  the  funds  of  the  club  at  all. 
He  asked  whether  that  which  was  the 
plain  state  of  afiairs  at  the  time  trade 
unions  became  legal  was  to  be  continued 
in  truth  and  in  fact  and  be  their 
position  now.  It  was  no  answer  to 
that  observation  to  say  that  till  the 
year  1870  trade  unions  were  illegal 
associations.  Since  1870,  when  trade 
unions  became  legal  associations,  these 
actions  were  not  brought,  and  they  were 
entitled  on  all  sides  of  the  House  to 
point  to  the  fact  and  to  rely  on  it  that 
although  since  1870  it  had  been  possible 
to  bring  such  actiotis  nobody  had  thought 
of  doing  so.  And  lawyers  who  spoke  with 
such  certainty  now,  if  they  had  been  asked 
ten  years  ago  would  have  said  fcuch 
actions  could  not  be  brought.  What 
Parliament  was  believed  to  have  accom- 
plished was  acted  on  for  a  generation 
without  any  of  the  mischief  that  had 
been  suggested  would  arise.  There  was 
another  reason  why  special  consideration 
should  be  given  to  trade  unions  in 
that  matter.  One  need  not  be  a  lawyer 
to  tee  that  trade  unions  had  very  great 
difficulty  in  getting  level  justice  in  a  Court. 
One  of  the  matters  that  would  be 
thoroughly  approved  of  was  that  the 
clause  provided  that  an  action  for 
damage  should  not  be  brought  against  a 
trade  union,  because  damages  were 
assessed  by  juries,  and  in  the  case  of 
masters  special  juries.  The  Workmen's 
Compensation  Act  worked  in  that  way. 
The  man  who  was  going  to  claim  could 

Mr.  Sinion, 


not  choose  a  jury.  No  workman  under 
the  Workmen's  Compensation  Act  could 
choose  a  jury,  because  Parliament  took 
away  from  them  the  right  of  getting  a 
County  Court  j  ury .  They  therefore  never 
got  a  jury  of  their  own  class.  That  was 
perfectly  proper  in  order  that  level  justice 
might  be  done,  and  that  being  bo  they 
were  right  in  saying  that  if  an 
action  was  brought  against  a  trade 
union  it  ought  to  be  left  to  a 
judge  to  decide.  For  this  reason  he  sub- 
mitted that  the  proposed  new  clauae  was 
abundantly  justified.  Since  1870  trade 
unions  had  conducted  themselves  wiUi 
credit  and  ability,  without  violence,  and 
with  that  good  sense  which  was  in  itself 
the  best  of  all  reasons  why  they  should 
get  the  protection  they  now  adced.  It 
sometimes  appeared  as  if  lawyers  were 
horrified  that  no  action  could  be  brought. 
Was  there,  even  from  the  lawyer's  point 
of  view,  anything  so  wonderful  about  it ! 
Three  eminent  Lords  Justices  in  the 
Court  of  Appeal  once  declared,  in  ADen 
V.  Flood,  that  such  an  action  could  not 
be  brought.  In  determining  what  the 
law  should  be  for  the  future  they  should 
not  be  debarred  by  a  decision  which  had 
produced  such  unexpected  consequences. 
They  should  legislate  for  the  situation 
as  they  found  it,  and  support  the  clauae 
of  the  Attomey-GeneraL 

♦Mb.  CLAVELL  SALTER  (Hants, 
Basingstoke)  said  the  point  from  Allen 
V.  Flood,  on  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  rested  his  able  speech,  was  no  better 
than  a  technicality.  Whatever  might 
be  the  precise  teclmical  position  of  the 
trade  unions,  what  was  it  in  substance 
that  this  new  clause  intended  to  intro- 
duce into  the  daily  life  of  the  country! 
When  the  clause  had  become  law  a 
union,  by  direct  order  of  its  most  respon- 
sible leaders  and  by  direct  action  of  its 
recognised  and  accredited  agents,  might 
do  the  worst  of  injury  to  a  man  through 
the  power  of  its  funds,  and  yet  those  funds 
would  be  exempt  from  making  comx>en8a« 
tion.  Both  masters  and  men  would  only 
have  to  form  themselves  into  a  trade 
union  and  they  would  be  raised  above 
the  law ;  and  he  looked  forward  with 
dread  to  what  industrial  waifare  wouU 
be  like  when  both  parties  to  the  dispute 
had  been  thus  put  above  the  law.  What 
are  they  doing  here  1     They  were  raising 
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tbove  the  law  and  rendering  immune  every 
trade  union  in  the  country.  What 
dtniok  him  about  this  matt«i  was 
that  in  order  to  remedy  that  which 
they  were  told  by  the  leaders  of  organised 
labour  was  their  real  grievance  it  was  not 
necessary  to  do  the  extraordinary  thing 
which  the  House  was  asked  to  do.  It 
was  said  to  be  hard  that  their  funds 
should  be  made  liable  for  tbe  reckless 
acts  of  those  who  should  be  personally 
liable.  It  it  were  desired  to  remove 
that  grievance,  surely  it  could  have  been 
done  without  making  this  revolutionary 
change.  Surely  they  might  have  had 
npecial  provision  in  reference  to  trade 
unions,  that  the  ordinary  rules  of 
agency  should  be  relaxed,  and  that  it 
should  be  open  to  them  promptly  to 
disavow  the  acts  of  branch  secretaries 
and  persons  of  that  kind,  on  '^hich  con- 
dition the  union  should  be  free  from  the 
ordinary  con^queiiccs.  The  grievance 
put  forward  did  not  justify  anything  of 
the  kind  proposed.  He  spoke  \':ith  real 
feeling  when  ho  said  that  he  had  spent 
all  Im  life  in  helping  to  administfir 
llie  law  in  thia  country,  and  perhaps 
those  who  did  not  belong  to  the  great 

Etotession  of  the  law  hardly  realised  how 
Lwyers  felt  about  a  suggestion  of  this 
kind,  and  hoW  proud  they  hod  aUays 
been  of  British  law,  its  fearlessness  and 
purity,  and,  above  all,  its  equality 
between  man  and  man.  They  were 
for  the  first  time  in  modern  history 
openly  setting  up  a  privileged  class  of 
men  who,  when  proceedings  were 
taken  againat  them  as  against  any 
other  men,  would  be  allowed  to 
Bay,  "  I  can  do  what  I  have  done  be- 
oause  I  am  a  trade  unionist ;  I  belong  to 
\  trade  union,  and  I  am  immune."  He 
did  not  know  whether  to  laugh  or  to 
weep,  when  he  found  a  change  of 
this  kind  being  introduced  at  the  outset 
of  theit  career  by  the  so-called  Liberal 
Party. 

Mr.  PAUL  (Northampton)  said  it  was 
not  part  of  his  duty,  and  certainly  not 
his  inclination,  to  defend  the  change  of 
policy  of  His  Majesty's  Government  so 
admirably  illustrated  at  an  earlier  period 
of  the  evening  by  the  ingenious  epeeoh  of 
his  right  hon.  friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  But  he  had  observed 
that  •ometinui  a  body  of  very  clever  men 


would  do  what  the  least  clever  of  them 
would  not  do  if  left  to  himself,  isolated 
from  the  contagion  of  collected  wisdom. 
But  the  question  they  had  to  consider 
was  not  how  this  new  clause  came  to  be 
on  the  Paper,  but  whether  it  was  a  good 
clause  now  that  it  was  there.    He  had 
said,   for  reasons  which  he  would  not 
repeat,  that  he  did  not  believe  in  the 
general  doctrine  of  the  imperative  man- 
date, but  one  of  the  few  promises  which 
he  did  give  to  his  constituents  before  his 
election,  and  which  be  believed  was  given 
by  the  large  majority  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House,  was 
that  he  would  vote  for  the  Trade  Union 
fiiU  introduced  into  the  late  House  of  Com- 
mons by  the  hon.  Member  for  CUtheroe, 
of  which  this  clause  embodied  the  most 
substantial  part.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   the  Loade       '  "      " 
approaching  thie 
of  view  of  a  lawj 
power  which  o( 
United  States,  ai 
gave  to  woikmei 
some  special  pri 
after  abuse  it  a 
United  States  to 
that  the  greatest 
this  House  was  ' 
system.     He    th 
great   abundanoi 
tinguished    tawj 
Rouse,  not  one  < 
to  tell  the  rigti 
Leader  of  the  < 
union    was    no 
eminent  lawyers 
be  too  much  un 
knowledge  of  tj 
laboriouSy  acqi 
variously  interp 
like    any    legist, 
with  what  they 
that  nothing  in 
the  law.    There 
country  which  v 
ever,  and  that 
were  here  to  saj 
but  what  the  law 
it  coincided  wit 
already    been    ] 
was    in    tiie    g 
commurity    at 
question  come  I 
had  a  legal  ori| 
decision  given  in 
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v.bn»h8m,  William  (Cork,  N.E. 
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Walton,  Sir  John  L.  (Leeds,  S. ) 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Ward,  John  (Stoke  upon  Trent 
Ward,W.Dudley  («outhampt'n 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
White,  J.  D.  (Dumbartonshire) 
White,  Patrick  (Meath,  North) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Wiles,  Thomas 
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Wilson,  W.  J.  (Westhoughton) 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 
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Balcarres,  Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hn.A.J.  (City  Lond. 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Beach,Hn.Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Carlile.  E.  Hildred 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
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Cavendish,Rt.Hn. Victor  CW. 
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Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joioey- 
Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,E.) 
Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hn.  A.  Akers- 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol  West) 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Harrison- Broadley,  Col.  H.  B. 
HiUs,  J.  W. 
Keswick,  William 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 


Nield,  Herbert 
Parkc»,  Ebenezer 
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Rawlinson,John  Frederick  Peel 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 
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Thomson,  W.  Mitchell-(Lanark) 

Tellers  for  the  Nobs — 
Sir  Alexander  Acland-Hood 
and  Viscount  Valentia. 


Mr.  clement  EDWARDS  moved, 
in  line  1,  after  "  union,"  to  insert  "  or 
any  branch  thereof." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
new  clause. 

**  In  line  1,  after  the  word  *  union,'  to  insert 
the  words  *  or  any  branch  thereof.' " — (Mr. 
Clement  Edwart^s.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  E.  CARSON  asked  what  was  the 
effect  of  the  Amendment  ? 

♦Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  many 
branches  were  themselves  unions.  He 
thought  they  came  within  the  defini- 
tion of  a  union,  but  to  remove  all  doubt  it 
was  thought  desirable  to  insert  the  words 
proposed.  It  they  were  to  protect 
trades  unions  they  should  protect,  the 
branches. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  asked  whether 
this  would  include  any  branches  which 
were  not  unions. 
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Mr.  clement  EDWARDS  said  it 
was  intended  to  cover  the  case  of  a  branch 
which  was  a  constituent  part  of  a  union, 
but  which  under  Section  7  of  the  Act  of 
1871  was  not  a  separate  and  distinct 
union.  If  it  were  a  separate  and  distinct 
union  it  would  come  within  the  clause  as 
drafted. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  thought  they  were 
entitled  to  know  what  exactly  the 
Attorney- General  meant.  He  only  ac- 
cepted the  Amendment  because-  he 
thought  all  branches  were  unions.  The 
hon.  Member  had  told  them  that  some 
branches  were  not  unions. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  moved  in  line  2, 
after  "  members  "  to  insert  *'  or  ofl&cials." 
He  said  the  point  in  these  words  was  a 
very  simple  one.  Representative  actions 
brought  against  mere  members  were 
prohibited  by  the  words  of  the  section, 
but  he  doubted  whether  representative 
actions  brought  against    officers    of    a 
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that  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  advooated 
the  status  quo,  and  yet  he  wished  to 
strike  out  of  his  clause  words  which 
he  thought  were  essential  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  status  quo.  The 
clause  provided  that  no  action  should 
be  brought  against  a  trade  union.  It 
was  possible  that  some  ingenious  tribunal 
might  say  that  by  that  provision  they 
entirely  repealed  Section  9  of  the  Act 
of  1871.  No  one  wanted  to  repeal 
Section  9  of  the  Act  of  1871.  His  hon. 
and  learned  friend  did  not  wish  it. 


Disputes  Bill, 


1780 


Mr.  clement  EDWARDS :  No. 

♦Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  that 
hon.  Members  opposite  certainly  did 
not  wish  to  repeal  it.  The  Government 
wished  to  leave  that  Act  in  full  force. 
And  therefore  under  this  clause,  while 
no  action  of  tort  could  be  brought 
against  a  trade  union,  nothing  that 
exempted  that  trade  union  from  lia- 
bility of  that  sort  would  interfere  with 
the  operation  of  the  Act  of  1871,  Section  9. 
It  had  reference  to  a  very  limited  class 
of  cases  indeed  which  were  brought 
not    against    the     trades     union,    but 


be  subject  to  actions  which  touched  or 
concerned  their  property.  They  might 
plead  in  any  Court  of  law  or  equity  in 
their  proper  names  ;  that  was  to  say,  in 
the  names  of  the  trustees.  They  might 
be  sued  if  their  property  was  the  means 
of    inflicting    an    injury    upon    others. 

That  was  a  provision  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament  which  was  put  into  opera- 
tion, and  which  it  was  not  proposed  to 
repeal,  and  which  was  framed  with 
regard  to  the  status  quo  which  he  under- 
stood his  hon.  and  learned  friend  was 
anxious  to  preserve.  And  the  only 
conceivable  object  of  putting  it  in  was 
to  prevent  the  status  quo  being  disturbed 
by  a  side-wind,  and  by  an  operation  of 
the  clause  that  it  was  not  intended  to 
have  at  all.  As  to  the  case  of  Linacre  v. 
Pilcher,  there  a  newspaper  was  es- 
tablished by  a  trade  union  out  of  its 
own  funds,  and  was  a  part  of  its  own 
property.  It  was  just  as  much  a  part  of 
its  own  property  as  its  own  premises 
and  offices  might  be,  or  as  any  store 
which  it  might  establish  might  be. 
There  was  nothing  whatever  in  this 
section  which  said  that  the    decision  of 

Linaker  v,  Pilcher  should  be   law.     All 
that    the   section    said   was   that    the 


against  the  trustees  of  the  trade 
union.  If  hon  Members  would  aUow  i  A«*  «*  Parliament  should  be  law.  and 
him  to  refer  to  what  these  sections  '  ^''"«  **»«  A***  °*  Parliament  remained 
were,      he      thought       they        would '  ^"^  ^^""^  r**"    ^^^^^%    their    pledg** 


agree  that  there  was  no  trade 
union  which  sought  to  be  free  from 
that  sort  of  liability,  and  it  was  only 
that  sort  of  liability  which  was  preserved 


by  maintaining  the  status  quo. 

Mr.  J.  WARD  said  that  he  was 
only  a  layman,  but  he  imderstood  that 
by  the  last  clause  of  this  Bill.  Section  9  1  clauses  in  Acts  of  Parliament  were 
said  that  the  trustees  of  a  trade  union  I  generally  decided  by  what  followed, 
registered  under  this  Act,  who  might  be  '  The  last  words  of  this  clause  if  it  re- 
authorised  to  do  so  by  the  rules,  were    mained  as  suggested  would  be — 

empowered  to  bring  actions  or  to  defend  |     *'  Provided  that  nothing  in  this  seotion  shall 

«»4.:^»<i    ^«  «««oA  <>/«4-:^»a  4-^  iv«  k.^..^i.4.  I  aff«ct  the  liability  of  the  trustees  of    such 
actions,  or  cause  actions  to  be  brought    „„i^„^  j. ,  y^  ^^^^j^  ^^  ^^^^^  provided  for 

or  to  be  defended,  in  any  Court  of  law  i  by  the  Trades  Union  Act,  1871,  Section  Q.** 
or    equity,    touching   or   concerning  the  ^  He  gathered  from  the  Attorney-General 
property,  right,  or  claim  to  property  of ,  that  if  these  words  were  left  out  Section 


the  trade  union,  and  should,  in  all 
cases  concerning  the  property  of  such 
trade  unions,  sue  and  be  sued.  They 
might  bring  the  action,  and  they  might 

Sir  John  JVcdton, 


9  of  the  Act  of  1871  would  still  remain. 
In  these  circumstances  he  did  not  think 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  oat 
should  remain,  because  they  limited,  or 
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Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
new  claose — 

*'  In  line  3,  to  leave  out  the  words  from  the 
word  *  union  *  to  the  word  *  shall  *  in  line  5." — 
(Sir  Charles  DUke,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  oat,  down  to 
*  tortious '  in  line  4,  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

♦Sib  JOHN  WALTON  said  he  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  (Gentleman's  first 
point  to  be  whether  it  was  intended 
by  this  clause  to  leave  trade  unions 
open  to  be  sued  in  actions  of  contract. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE :  I  put  it 
generally. 

♦Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  ha  did  not 
know  any  action  which,  if  this  clause 
became  law,  coidd  be  brought  against 
trade  unions  as  such.  He  could  not 
understand  how  an  action  for  breach 
of  contract  could  be  brought  against 
a  trade  union  as  such  under  Clause 
9  of  the  Act  of  1871.  It  would  have 
to  be  against  the  trustees  of  the 
union  in  whom  the  funds  were  vested. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  a  tortious 
act,  he  gathered  the  effect  of  the  clause 
would  certainly  be  to  exempt  the  funds 
from  any  liability  for  execution  of  any 
sort  in  such  an  action ;  because  it  said  no 
such  action  could  be  brought  and  there- 
fore no  judgment  could  follow.  With 
regard  to  injunctions,  the  object  of  the 
clause  was  to  safeguard  the  funds  of  the 
union  and  in  an  action^for  an  injunction 
there  was  no  attempt  to  claim  damages 
from  the  funds  of  the  union.  Such  an 
action  was  brought  to  restrain  the 
commission  of  an  act.  He  would  think 
it  unwise  to  take  any  action  in  the  nature 
of  an  injunction  in  such  a  case,  because 
an  injunction,  to  be  effectual,  must  be 
in  the  nature  of  an  action  against  an 
individual.  He  did  not  think  an  applica- 
tion for  an  injimction  could  be  made 
effective  ;  it  could  only  be  effective  if 
against  an  individual 

Mr.  J.  WARD  said  that  as  far  as  he 
could  discover  there  was  only  a  limitation 
in  regard  to  the  recovery  of  damages 
against  a  trade  imion,  but  he  thought 
that  there  were    many  actions  against 


those  bodies  which  were  not  for  the 
recovery  of  damages.  Consequently 
he  thought  the  Attorney-General  would 
see  that  if  he  wished  to  make  the 
funds  of  trade  unions  absolutely  im- 
mune from  litigation  it  was  necessary  to 
remove  the  words,  "  for  the  recovery  of 
damages,"  which,  having  regard  to  the 
admissions  of  the  Attorney-General,  seem 
to  him  to  be  dangerous  and  sinister.  The 
Attorney-General  had  explained  that  an 
injunction  would  be  applied  for  and 
obtained  against  individuals,  but  said  that 
the  Court  might  as  a  matter  of  form 
name  the  union  with  those  individuals. 
If  after  all  this  discussion  and  full  reflec- 
tion that  represented  the  state  of  affairs, 
it  was  a  very  serious  matter  indeed 
for  the  trade  unions,  and  he  would  advise 
that  these  words  "  for  the  recovery  of 
damages  "*  should  be  left  out  of  the 
clause.  He  could  imagine  actions  to 
obtain  an  injunction  in  which  costs 
would  be  piled  up  and  as  the  trade 
\inions  would  have  to  indemnify  the 
trustees  for  the  costs  of  the  defence, 
they  would  be  just  as  much  endangered 
under  these  conditions  as  they  were 
at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  cave  (Surrey,  Kmgston)  said 
this  was  a  very  important  Amendment, 
and  he  thought  the  Committee  ought 
to  understand  what  it  meant.  It  meant 
that  the  trade  unions  could  not  be 
sued  for  damages  for  fraud  or  wrong 
or  violence  of  any  kind.  The  Amend- 
ment proposed  that  a  trade  union  could 
not  be  sued  for  breach  of  contract.  He 
could  see  no  reason  why  a  contract  should 
not  be  entered  into  by  a  imion  through 
its  agent,  but  under  this  provision,  if 
a  union  entered  into  a  contract  with 
anybody  and  broke  it,  the  other  party 
to  the  contract  would  have  no  remedy 
against  the  union.  The  Amendment 
went  a  step  further.  If  a  union, 
through  its  agents,  threatened  an 
act  of  trespass  or  violence  or  other 
wrong,  no  Court  was  allowed  to  grant 
an  injunction  to  prevent  that  wrong 
being  committed.  The  result  of  the 
Amendment  would  be  to  free  a  union 
from  all  the  consequences  of  a  wrong 
or  breach  of  contract,  and  from  the 
possibility  of  being  restrained  if  they 
had  committed,  or  contemplated  com- 
mitting, a  wrong.    Personally,  he  agreed 
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the  last  hour  to  the  cause  he  had  been 
vainly  endeavouring  to  press  upon  them, 
and  for  having  established  the  pro- 
position that  when  a  trade  union  had 
property,  had  funds,  and  employed 
those  funds  in  violating  the  common 
law  rights  of  other  citizens,  those  funds 
should  be  liable. 

Sir  JOHN  WALTON  said  the  Govern- 
ment bad  made  no  concession,  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  speech  was 
highly  inflammatory  and  imaginary. 
There  Was  no  difference  of  principle  in 
regard  to  this  clause.  He  was  anxious 
to  avoid  the  smallest  danger  that  the 
area  of  liability  of  Section  9  of  the  Act  of 
1871  should  be  enlarged,  and  therefore 
he  would  suggest  to  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend  who  proposed  this  Amendment 
that  possibly  if  the  Words  of  the  clause 
t^ere  modified  in  this  way  his  point  would 
be  met — 

"  Provided  that  nothing  in  this  section  shall 
affect  the  provisions  of  the  Trades  Union  Act, 
1871." 

That  was  a  simple  indication  that 
they  did  not  wish  to  repeal  that  Act. 
If  he  thought  that  these  t^ords  would  not 
meet  the  point  then  he  would  be  glad  to 
consider  it  further  between  now  and  the 
Report  stage. 

Mr.  clement  EDWARDS  :  I  should 
be  glad  to  accept  the  words,  but,  frankly, 
I  do  not  think  they  change  the  position. 

The  SOLICITOR-GENERAL  (Sir  W. 
ROBSON,  South  Shields)  thought  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite 
entirely  misconceived  the  decision  in 
Linaker  v.  Pilcher.  He  was  in  that 
case  with  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 
behind  him,  and  he  did  not  suppose 
that  any  trade  unionist  would  desire  to 
reverse  the  decision.  It  was  a  case 
entirely  outside  a  trade  dispute.  The 
union    entered    into    the    business    of 

Mr.  F,  E.  SmUh. 


newspaper  proprietor  just  as  it  might 
have  entered  into  the  business  of  keeping 
a  grocer's  shop,  and  having  enter  ed  into 
that  business  it  assumed  all  the  liabilities 
attaching  to  it.  If  it  chose  to  make 
libellous  observations,  then  like  other 
newspaper  proprietors  it  had  to  stand 
the  consequences.  But  the  case  Wtks 
altogether  outside  the  scope  of  a  trade 
dispute.  It  was  a  case  of  a  trade 
union  taking  up  another  pursuit  and 
assuming  both  the  advantages  and  dis- 
advantages of  that  pursuit  in  common 
with  all  other  people. 

Mr.  F.  E.  SMITH:  I  would  ask 
the  Solicitor-General  whether  he  suggests 
that  the  libel  was  not  published  in 
the  course  of  a  trade  dispute. 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  :  It  was  not. 

i.  ♦Mr.  RUPUS  ISAACS  said  he  could 
answer  that  question.  It  certainly  was 
not  a  case  of  a  trade  dispute.  In  addition 
to  what  had  already  been  stated  in  regard 
to  that  case,  his  recollection  was  pretty 
clear  that  those  who  were  responsible 
for  the  trade  union  were  distinctly  of 
opinion  that  having  been  proved  to  be 
wrong  on  the  facts, stated  at  the  trial, 
and  having  been  cast  in  damages,  the 
case  should  not  be  carried  any  further. 
It  was  exactly  the  same  position  as 
if  a  trade  union  had  been  suing  or  had 
been  sued  for  breach  of  contract  in 
respect  of  property  which  it  owned;  for 
example,  as  if  a  union  renting  a  house 
had  been  sued  by  the  landlord  for  rent. 
Linaker  v.  Pilcher  decided  nothing  more 
nor  less  than  that  the  trustees  were  liable 
for  a  wrong  done  arising  out  of  the 
publication  of  a  newspaper  owned  by  the 
union  in  the  names  of  trustees,  and 
one  of  the  points  at  issue  was  whether 
the  trustees  were  entitled  to  an  in- 
demnity from  the  union  funds  as  they 
had  been  carrying  on  the  business  in  the 
name  of  the  union. 
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lestrained    in    the    ordinary    way.    No. 
one  suggested  that  they  should  prohibit 
an  injunction  agaiast  individuals,  whether 
they  were  secretaries  of  trade  unions  or 
pickets,    or   whatever   they   were,    who 
committ3d  wrongful  acts.    What  trade 
unionists  did  urge  was  that  all  actions 
against  the  corjms  of  trade  unions  as  such 
should   be  prohibited.      An    injunction 
might  be  issued  against  the  Amalgamated 
Society  of  Railway  Servants  for  certain 
acts  in  South  Wales.     It  issued  against 
the  organisation,  which  had  ramifications 
throughout  the    United  Kingdom.     By 
the    terms    of    the    injunction,    every 
1)ranch,    and    the     officials    of     every 
1)ranch,     of      a      society     would      be 
restrained   from   doing  certain   acts   of 
which  those  persons  might  not  have  the 
slightest  knowledge,  and  then  when    it 
was   found   that   they   had   committed 
breaches   of  the   injunction  the    union 
would    be   in   the   position    of    having 
committed   a   contempt   of  Court.     He 
respectfully    suggested    to    the    learned 
Attorney-General    that    everything    he 
wanted  to  do  was  done  by  leaving  the 
injunction  against  individuals  who  were 
wrong  doers,    and   that  he  should    not 
make  the  Bill  provide  for  the  injunction 
to  issue  at  large  against  trade  unions. 
He    need     not    weary    the   Committee 
by    going    into    particulars,    but   there 
were  conceivable  circumstances  —  cases 
had     come     under     his     own     notice 
— where   an    employer    would    get    an 
injunction  at  the  very  threshold    of  a 
strike   by   alleging  all   sorts   of   things 
against    the    society.     The    injunction 
would  prohibit  the  society  from  paying 
strike  pay  as  being  a  means  of  inducing 
and  procuring  an  unlawful  act.    In  that 
way  at  the  very  threshold  a  strike  might 
be    crushed.    He    hoped    that    for    the 
sake  of  the  reputation  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
and  for  the  sake  of  this  Liberal  Govern- 
ment, the  Amendment  would  be  accepted 
in  so  far  as  it  allowed  the  prohibition  of 
actions  for  injunctions  against  societies. 
If  that  was  not  done  now  there  would  be 
action   after  action   in  the  law  Courts 
showing  how  disastrous  the  rejection  of 
this  Amendment  had  been,  and  when  the 
General  Election  took  place,  perhaps  five 
years  hence,  it  would  be  in  the  mouth  of 
the  working  classes  to  show  how  they 
trusted   the  Liberals,   and   they   would 


have  the  working  classes  doing  with  the 
Liberals  of  that  time  as  they  had  done 
with  the  Tories, 

Mr.    LYTTELTON    assumed,    as    no 
answer  had  been  made  to  the  speech 
just  delivered,  that  the  Government  ad- 
hered to  their  clause.    Was  that  correct  ? 
The    Government    should    inform    the 
Committee  what  decision  they  were  going 
to  take  on  this  very  important  point. 
Was  it  going  to  be  another  surrender  ? 
If  it  was  he  trusted  that  hon.  Members 
would  now  once  and  for  all    make  up 
their  minds  as  to  the  validity  of  the 
decisions   the    (Jovernment   had    given, 
and  the  pretensions  they  had  made  in 
regard  to  this  subject.    They  had  said, 
and  though  they  (the  Opposition)  voted 
against  it  they  understood  it  perfectly 
well,    that    they    wished    to    keep    the 
funds  of  the  trade  unions  immune  in 
respect    of    the    unauthorised    acts    of 
agents  over  whom  the  unions  had  not 
sufficient  control.     The  Government  did 
not  wish  to  sanction  illegality   but  only 
to   preserve   the   union   funds.     But   if 
this  Amendment  was  accepted  it  would 
be  in  the  power  of  any  member  of  a 
union  not  merely  to  commit  violence  and 
fraud,  or  to  conspire  to  do  violence  or  to 
defraud,  but  to  continue  to  do  so  notwith 
standing  that  everybody  knew  what  he 
was  doing.     The  Courts  would  be  power- 
less to  restrain  him.     He  would  earnestly 
appeal  to  the  Labour  Members  as  to 
whether  they  wished  at  the  very  outset 
of    their  power  in  this  Parliament  to 
actually    authorise    the    doing    of    per- 
petual wrong,  because,  if  this  Amend- 
ment was  passed,   actions  which   were 
against    every    right    principle,    actions 
which    every    person    of    right    feeling 
would    condemn,    might    be   continued 
and    persisted  in    month  after  month 
and  year  after  year.     And  His  Majesty's 
Courts  would  be  powerless  to  enforce 
any  remedy. 

Mr.  ATHERLEY-JONES  :  Against 
the  union. 

Mr.  LYTTELTON:  Or  against  in- 
dividuals. ["No."]  The  words  of  the 
clause  were — 

"An  act  ion  against  a  trade  union  whether 
of  workmen  or  musters,  or  a^^ainst  any  mem- 
bers Uiereof,  on  behalf  of  themselves  and  all 
other  members  of  the  trade  union  *' — 
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Mb.  BRYCE  thought  that,  although  it 
was  late,  the  importanoe  of  disposing  of  this 
Bill,  which  must  be  disposed  of  to-night 
if   it  was  to  pass  into  law  to-moirow, 
and  which  was  awaited  with  the  greatest 
anxiety  and  impatience  in  Ireland,  justi- 
fied them,  in  taking  the  matter  now, 
and   he    would    state   the    position    in 
the  fewest  possible  words.  This  House  had 
disagreed  with  some  of  the  Amendments 
made  by  the  Lords.    The  first  of  those 
Amendments  the  Lords  had  abandoned 
and  not  insisted  upon,  or  had  agreed 
to    the    Commons'    Amendment.       The 
second    raised    an    important    question 
of  privilege,  and  upon  that  the  Lords 
had   not   insisted.    The   third    Amend- 
ment now  before  the  House  was  one 
upon   which   they   disagreed    with   the 
Lords  upon  the   question  of  privilege. 
The  Lords  had  also  not  insisted  upon 
that  Amendment,  but  had  substituted 
for  it  another  Amendment,  which  was 
now    befoie    them.    That    Amendment, 
as  Mr.    Speakar  had   told    the  House, 
might  possibly,  to  an  infinitesimal  degree, 
be    an   infringement   of    the    privileges 
of  the   House  to  this  extent,  that  it 
might  possibly  in  certain  oases  impose 
a  charge  upon  the  rate?.    That,  how- 
ever, would  be  to  a  very  small  extent, 
and  this  Amendment  did  not  cover  any 
decision  at  which  the  House  had  arrived, 
as  the  former  Amendment  did.    It  only 
contemplated  a  certain  class  of  cases, 
in  which  it  was  possible  that  there  might 
arise  some  hardship  to  individuals.    The 
Amendment  itself  therefore,  on  its  merits, 
was  not  unreasonable,  and  he  believed 
that  it  would  remove  a  certain  amount 
of  not  unnatural  irritation   in   certain 
quarters.    Of    course,    they    all    knew 
how   important   and   valuable   to  them 
were  the  privileges  of  the  House.    They 
had  been  the   very  foundation  of  the 
power  and  strength  of  the  House,  and 
he  thought  they  ought  on  every  occasion 
to  be  jealously  guarded.    At  the  same 
time  the    House  had    never  been  dog- 
matic on  the  subject,  and  where  it  could 


be  shown  that  its  rights  were  fully  vindi- 
cated, and  where  it  was  shown  that  an 
Amendment  might  be  adopted  without 
prejudice  to  those  rights,  it  had  never 
hesitated  to  waive  its  privilege,  having 
asserted  it.  And  therefore  no  harm 
was  done  to  its  rights,  while  at  the  same 
time  the  object  of  putting  the  Bill  into 
a  proper  shape  was  in  point  of  &ot 
attained.  That  was  the  course  which  tiie 
Qoverxunent  thought  the  House  might 
properly  follow  on  this  occasion.  The 
Amendment  itself  was  one  which  might 
perfectly  well  be  accepted,  and  one 
which  might  be  represented  as  an  im- 
provement of  the  BilL  They  had  as- 
serted t^eir  rights,  and  their  rights  were 
admitted  in  this  case  from  the  fact  that 
the  Lords  had  substituted  another 
Amendment  which  was  to  a  vary  much 
smaller  degree  subject  to  the  objection 
before  taken ;  and  under  these  circum- 
stances he  thought  the  case  was 
one  in  which  the  House  might  properly 
waive  its  privilege  and  accept  the  Lord^ 
Amendment. 

Question,  ^That  this  House  dotit 
agree  with  the  Lords  in  the  said  Amend- 
ment," put,  and  agreed  to. 


LUNATICS. 
Order  [this  day]  for  a  Return  relative 
thereto    read,    and    discharged. —  {Mr, 
Claude  Hay.) 


MARRIAGE  WITH  FOREIGNERS  BILL. 

Lords'  Amendments  to  be  ^nsiderod 
forthwith ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the 
House  without  Question  put,  pnraoaat  to 
the  Order  of  the  House  of  the  13th  July 
last 


Adjourned     at    twelve    iiiioiit«» 
after  One  o'clock  a.m. 
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seek  out  a  man  who  was  a  member  of  the 
aiiion,and  they  had  to  pay  him  the  rather 
high  wage  of  £4  a  week  to  keep  him  during 
the  period  they  were  seeking  this  in- 
junction for  the  use  of  his  name. 
That  showed  quite  plainly  that  so 
far  as  they  were  concerned  the 
only  way  in  which  in  their  view 
they  could  restrain  the  union  was  by 
getting  a  member  to  raise  the  question  of 
breach  of  trust  as  between  one  member 
and  other  members.  In  his  opinion  no 
Court  would  ever  restrain  a  union  from 
granting  strike  pay,  unless  the  granting 
of  such  pay  was  against  the  union's  own 
rules.  In  order  to  meet  the  exigencies 
which  had  been  referred  to  in  the  course 
of  the  debate  there  was  no  necessity  to 
have  this  provision.  The  only  effect  of 
the  Amendment  would  be  to  grant  that 
which  no  member  would  get  up  and  say 
he  desired  :  an  immunity  from  any  action 
of  the  Courts  restraining  trade  unions 
from  committing  acts  which  were  ad- 
mittedly unlawful  acts. 

Mr.  SHACEXETON  said  the  Labour 
Members  could  not  go  into  the 
point  as  to  whether  the  law  at  present 
said  this  or  whether  the  Bill  would  bring 
about  the  other.  That  was  a  matter  for 
their  legal  friends,  and  while  it  was  beirg 
argued  they  sat  there  rather  be- 
wildered. But  they  could  say  in  honest 
English  what  it  was  they  wanted.  As  to 
the  question  of  strike  pay  he  quite  ac- 
cepted the  position  that  the  only  person 
who  could  stop  strike  pay  was  a  member 
of  the  union,  and  that  if  he  could  stop  it, 
it  was  because  it  was  a  breach  of  the  rules 
if  the  union,  not  because  it  was  a  breach 
of  law.  He  took  it  that  after  the  Denaby 
case,  the  second  case,  actions  by  em- 
ployers to  restrain  the  granting  of  strike 
pay  were  stopped. 

Mr.  J.  WARD :  Except  through  a 
member. 

Mr.  SHACKLETON  :  Except  through 
a  member.  If  the  unions  were  open  to 
that  attack  to-day  under  the  present  law 
and  under  this  Bill  they  would  have  to 
meetjit  in  their  own  way.  Of  course, 
they  could  not  say  that  a  member  of  a 
union  had  not  the  right  to  see  that  the 
rules  for  the  protection  of  the  funds 
were  enforced.    In  regard  to  this  clause 


covering  the  question  of  damages,  they 
certainly  did  want  to  make  it  certain 
that  their  funds  should  not  be  Uable. 
They  were  of  opinion  that  the  clause  as  it 
stood  would  relieve  their  f ands  from  any 
liability  to  damages.  It  had  not  been 
shown  to  his  satisfaction  that  there  was 
any  danger  to  their  funds  in  the  clause. 
As  to  the  point  whether  a  union  should  be 
liable  to  an  injunction  he  was  with  his 
right  hon.  friend  thus  far,  that  he  was 
anxious  that  the  union  as  such  should  be 
exempt.  Bat  he  was  also  with  the 
Member  for  Reading.  The  members  of  a 
committee  who  persistently  instructed 
men  to  do  wrongful  acts  ought  to  have  an 
injunction  granted  against  them  as 
individuals. 

Mr.  J.  WARD  :    Not  as  men  ( 

Mr.  SHACKLETON  said  he  wanted 
to  deal  fairly  with  this  matter.  He  felt 
a  certain  amount  of  responsibility  and 
he  wanted  to  state  a  fair  case  to 
the  public.  In  his  own  case  as  a 
secretary  if  his  committee  persistently 
said  a  wrongful  act  should  be  done,  he 
could  not  accept  the  position  that  no- 
body could  come  and  say,  **  You  must 
stop  it."  But  he  did  say  the  union  as 
such — ^the  members  of  the  union —  should 
not  be  liable  for  anything  that  arose 
from  it.  The  individuals  responsible 
for  carrying  on  a  dispute  should  not  be 
allowed  to  do  illegal  acts  ;  and  if  they  did 
those  illegal  acts  some  Court  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  say,  "  It  is  time  you  stopped 
this."  In  the  event  of  an  injunction 
being  granted  he  wanted  it  to  be  secured 
that  the  members  out  on  strike  should 
not  lose  their  strike  pay.  The  Attomey- 
Greneral  had  assured  them  the  clause  would 
not  have  that  effect.  He  suggested  that  the 
matter  should  be  not  settled  to-night.  It 
was  a  very  important  matter  and  some  of 
his  hon.  friends  sitting  near  him  differed 
from  him  on  the  matter,  and  if  it  was 
possible  so  to  arrange  the  clause  that  the 
points  enumerated  were  safely  secured 
he  was  willing  to  support  it.  It  would 
be  unwise  to  force  these  particular  words 
in  or  out  just  now,  and  if  the  Attomey- 
Gtereral  could  manage  to  leave  the 
matter  over  until  the  Report  stage  they 
could  consider  the  question  in  the  mean- 
time and  have  words  put  in  which  would 
secure  the  union  funds  so  that  strike  pay 
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38.  Electric      Lighting      Provisional 
Orders  (No.  7). 

39.  (Jas  and  Water  Orders  Confirma- 
tion. 

40.  Gas  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1). 

41.  Gas  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2). 

42.  Tramways  Orders  Confirmation. 

43.  Glasgow  and  South  Western  Rail- 
way Order  Confirmation. 

44.  Water  Orders  Confirmation. 

45.  Newburgh  and  North  Fife  Railway 
(Extension  of  Time)  Order  Confirmation. 

46.  Paisley  Roads  Order  Confirmation. 

47.  Inverclyde    Bequest    Order    Con- 
firmation. 

48.  Perth     Corporation     Gas    Order 
Confirmation. 

49.  Local     Government      Provisional 
Orders  (Qaa). 

50.  Rutherglen    Burgh    Order    Con- 
firmation. 

51.  Wolstanton  United  Urban  District 
Council  Gas. 

52.  Great  Northern  Railway. 

53.  London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast 
Railway. 

54.  Ascot  District  Qaa  (Electric  Light- 
ing)- 

55.  Derbyshire    and  Nottinghamshire 
Electric  Power. 

56.  Portsmouth  Water. 

57.  West  Yorkshire  Tramways. 

58.  London  County  Council  (General 
Powers). 

59.  London  United  Tramways. 

60.  Twickenham  and  Teddington  Elec- 
tric Supply. 

61.  Watford  Gas. 

62.  Alexandra   (Newport    and    South 
Wales)  Docks  and  Railway. 

63.  Ritz  Hotel,  Limited. 

64.  Wirral     Railway     (Extension    of 
Time. 

65.  Cardiff  Railway. 

66.  Newcastle  -  upon  -  Tyne    Electric 
Supply. 

67.  Baker  Street  and  Waterloo  Rail- 
way. 

68.  South  port  and  Lytham  Tramroad 
(Extension  of  Time). 


69.  Wallasey  Tramways  and  Improve 
ments. 

70.  Western  Valleys  (Monmouthshire) 
Sewerage  Board. 

71.  Edinburgh  Corporation. 

72.  CreditonGas. 

73.  Kent  Electric  Power. 

74.  Truro  Gas. 

75.  Havana     United     Railways     and 
Regla  Warehouses. 

76.  Rochester,  Chatham,  and   Strood 
Gas. 

77.  Folkestone,  Sandgate,  and  Hythe 
Tramways. 

78.  South      Eastern      and      London, 
Chatham,  and  Dover  Railways. 

79.  Bacup  Corporation. 

80«  Cork  City  Railways  and  Works. 

81.  Derby  Gas. 

82.  Middlesex  County  Council  (General 
Powers). 

83.  St.  John's  (Westminster)  Improve- 
ment. 

84.  Todmorden  Corporation. 

85.  Tottenham  and  Edmonton  Gas. 

86.  Macclesfield    and    District   Tram 
ways. 

87.  Poole  Corporation  Water. 

88.  Corporation  of  London  (Blackfiian 
and  other  Bridges). 

89.  London   County  Council     (Tram- 
ways and  Improvements). 

90.  County  of  Durham  Electric  Power 
Supply. 

91.  Great    Northern    (Ireland)     and 
Midland  Railways. 

92.  Nettlebed  and  District  Commons 
^Preservation). 

93.  Shropshire,    Worcestershire,    and 
Staffordshire  Electric  Power. 

94.  Buckhaven,  Methil,  and  Innerieven 
Burgh  Extension. 

95.  London  Squares  and  Enclosures. 

96.  Sutton  District  Water. 

97.  Kingston-upon-Hull  Corporation. 

98.  Pontefract  Corporation. 

99.  Hackney  Electricity. 

100.  Hampstead  Garden  Suburb. 

101.  London  County  Council  (Mone^y). 
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both  sides  of  the  House  ;  but  they  were 
of  such  a  nature  as  could  be  reasonably 
and  easily  dispose  of. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  asked  whether 
the  Government  had  any  suggestion  to 
make  as  to  the  amount  of  time  to  be 
devoted  to  the  Report  stage  ?  If  there 
i^as  an  understanding  that  a  reasonable 
amount  of  time  would  be  given  on  the 
Keport  stage  the  discussion  to-night 
might  be  curtailed. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  "not  the  least 
hesitation  in  giving  that  assurance. 
Adequate  time  will  be  given. 

*Mr.  brace  said  he  did  not  quite 
appreciate  the  statement  made  by  his 
hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Clitheroe. 
Before  committing  himself  he  must  see 
the  undertaking  in  print,  and  therefore 
the  Member  for  Clitheroe  did  not  state 
the  case  for  Labour  Members  like  himself 
who  at  present  did  not  feel  they  could 
say  they  were  satisfied  with  the  cbuse. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  said  he  did  not 
understand  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Clitheroe  had  given  any  undertaking.  He 
thought  they  would  not  do  any  good  by 
discussing  the  matter  further  at  the 
present  time,  and  he  appealed  to  his 
hon.  friends  to  let  it  stand  over  in  the 
way  suggested.  He  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  moved  to  report 
progress.  The  Committee  had  been 
sitting  for  close  upon  twelve  hours, 
and  apart  from  any  question  of  getting 
the  Bill  through,  they  had  sat  long 
enough  for  a  reasonable  discussion  of  the 
Bill.  This  was  a  Bill  of  considerable 
diflSculty.  It  raised  questions  of  con- 
siderable interest  requiring  very  close 
attention.  Further  there  was  a  dis- 
tinct Parliamentary  pledge  given  that 
the  Committee  should  not  sit  later  than 
eleven  o'clock  that  night.  If  that  pledge 
was  disregarded  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  Opposition  to  pay  the  slightest 
attention  to  any  pledge  given  by  the 
(Jovemment  in  the  future.  They  had  a 
debate  on  the  Guillotine  Resolution  of  the 
Education  Bill  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 


Exchequer  said  in  so  many  words  that 
the  only  business  to  be  taken  before 
August  4,  except  the  Education  Bill,  was 
Supply,  one  day  for  the  Grantham  im- 
peaclunent,  and  one  day  for  the  Trade 
Disputes  Bill.  By  any  construction  of 
his  w^ords  that  was  all  the  Government 
asked  them  to  do.  It  was  in  the  faith  of 
that  pledge  that  the  House  passed  the 
Guillotine  Resolution.  Then  they  came 
to  the  motion  for  the  time  of  the  House, 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  on  the 
30th  July.  In  making  his  proposal  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  a  list  of  the 
Bills  which  he  desired  to  be  taken,  and 
among  them  this  Bill.  Thereupon  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  pointed  out  the 
extreme  difficulty  of  taking  this  Bill  in  this 
session.  He  said  it  was  a  Bill  of  a  very 
controversial  character,  and  that  it  was 
ridiculous  to  ask  the  House  to  take  a  Bill 
of  that  kind  after  eleven  o'clock  at  night. 
That  was  the  whole  burden  of  what 
his  right  hon.  friend  had  said.  He 
said  it  over  and  over  again.  He 
pointed  out  that  it  was  in  deference 
largely  to  the  views  of  the  Labour  Mem- 
bers that  the  hour  of  eleven  o'clock  was 
fixed  for  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
and  that  it  was  utterly  unreasonable 
to  ask  the  House  to  take  a  Labour  Bill 
after  eleven  o'clock  at  the  fag-end  of  the 
session.  What  was  the  answer  of  the 
Prime  Minister  to  that  ?  It  was  not 
reported  very  fully,  and  the  answer  was 
not  correct.    He  was  present. 

An  HON.  MEMBER  :  You  are  wasting 
time. 

Lord    R.    CECIL    said    he     would 

ask  the  hon.  (Gentleman  for  the  ordinary 

courtesy  of  debate.    The  Prime  Minister 

said — 

**  They  did  not  propose  to  take  more  than 
the  Committee  sta^  of  the  Trade  Disputes  Bill 
at  present,  and  their  intention  was  to  take  that 
Bill  between  five  and  eleven  o'clock  on  a 
Friday.'* 

And  as  a  matter  of  fact  he  went  on 
to  say  that  he  would  not  ask  the  House 
to  sit  later  than  eleven  o'clock.  The 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  put  the 
question  to  him  again,  and  the  Prime 
Minister  said  he  did  not  propose  to 
ask  the  Committee  to  stay  later  than 
eleven  o'cock.  That  was  perfectly 
clear   and   distinct.     But   it    was    not 
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only  his  impression,  it  was  the  im- 
pression of  the  Patronage  Secretary. 
Only  the  other  day  the  hon.  Member  for 
Clii^eroe  asked  the  Patronage  Secretary 
when  they  proposed  lo  take  this  Bill 
again,  and  he  said  this — 

"  It  is  rather  difficult  to  say.  Of  coarse,  the 
Government  are  very  anxious  that  the  Com- 
mittee 8ta(^  shall  be  taken  before  the  holidays. 
I  shall  put  it  down  at  twelve  o'clock  as  Uie 
first  Order  next  Friday,  and  we  will  take  it  up 
to  eleven  o'clock." 

And  he  said — 

"  We  cannot  take  it  beyond  eleven  o'clock, 
because  the  Prime  Minister  has  given  a  pledge 
that  we  should  not." 

Mr.  GEORGE  WHITELET :  I  was 
very  particular  about  what  I  said.  'Will 
the  noble  Lord  read  on  ? 

Lord  R.  CECIL  :— 

"  If  we  cannot  finish  it  before  eleven  o'clock 
we  shall  have  a  good  many  hours  on  the 
Saturday,  and  we  will  put  it  down  for  that 
day.  If  we  cannot  get  it  on  Saturday  it  will 
have  to  go  over  to  the  Autumn." 

Mr.  GEORGE  WHITELET:  Some 
objection  was  made  to  what  I  was 
remarking,  and  I  said  I  was  not  quite  sure 
whether  the  Prime  Minister'^  pledge 
debarred  us  from  going  beyond  eleven 
o'clock,  but  I  looked  into  the  matter, 
and  found  that  the  pledge  did  not  debar 
us  from  going  on. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  he  was  quite  con- 
tent  with  that  statement  of  the  Patronage 
Secretary,  because  it  showed  that  his 
impression  was  the  same  as  he  believed 
the  impression  of  everybody  else,  namely, 
that  the  Prime  Minister's  pledge  did 
debar  them  from  going  on,  and,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  pledge  that  he  had 
read  to  the  House  was  perfectly  distinct — 
that  they  should  not  go  beyond  eleven 
o'clock.  Of  course,  it  was  perfectly  open 
to  the  Party  opposite  to  disregard  that 
pledge.  They  were  in  a  majority 
and  they  could  do  it.  Let  it  be 
perfectly  clear,  however,  that  it  was 
the  deliberate  disregarding  of  a  solemn 
Parliamentary  pledge.  He  put  it 
as  high  as  that,  and  he  was  perfectly 
confident  of  it  himself,  for  he  heard  the 
pledge  given  and  he  had  no  doubt  of 
it.  He  was  going  to  make  a  speech  on 
that  occasion,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  but 
he  was  asked  by  one  of  the  hon.  Members 

Lord  B.  Cecil. 


sitting  on  the  front  Opposition  Benck 
not  to  say  anything  l:«caiue  it  wu 
thou^t  that  the  Prime  Minist^'s  jdedge 
was  satisfactory,  and  it  was  not  ncccemy 
to  press  the  matter  any  further.  No 
case  could  possibly  be  stronger  from 
a  Parliamentary  point  of  view,  and  if 
they  disregarded  it  they  would  gain  a 
temporary  victory  to-night,  bat  they 
would  find  that  the  conduct  of  their  bus- 
ness  would  not  be  so  smooth  in  future. 
If  they  broke  this  pledge,  it  would  be  the 
cowardly  act  of  a  great  majority  tyran- 
nising over  a  small  minority.  He  said 
that  deliberately  because  he  bdieved 
it,  and  he  was  quite  sure  that  evor 
right  hon.  Member  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
believed  it  too.  He  said  that  such  con- 
duct as  that  was  utterly  discreditaUe 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  would 
be  utterly  discreditable  to  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
'*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress ; 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELLBANNERMAN 
said  he  would  pass  over  the  compliments 
of  the  noble  Lord,  and  the  feelmgs  and 
intentions  and  rules  of  conduct  which  he 
was  good  enough  to  attribute  to  the 
Government.  He  thought  when  he  had 
been  longer  in  the  House  he  would  be  & 
little  less  dogmatic  in  imputing  evil 
intentions  to  other  people.  What  he  sakl 
on  the  13th  July  was  what  the  noble 
Lord  had  read  out,  that  it  was  intended 
to  take  this  Bill  on  a  Friday  between 
five  and  eleven  o'clock.  That  was  last 
Friday.  It  was  taken  between  five  and 
eleven  o'clock,  and  that  was  what  ther 
thought  would  be  required  for  it.  Then 
he  (Sir  H.  Campbell-Bannerman)  went 
on  to  say — 

'*  In  that  way,  there  will  be  time  for  the 
discussion  of  the  really  one  point  in  the  BUI 
which  excit^es  strong  feeling.'* 

That  was  their  intention  and  idea.  Ba: 
it  turned  out  that  the  noble  Lord  and 
others  had  a  great  deal  to  say  upon  the 
Bill,  and  they  had  had  to  have  another 
Friday,  and  that  Friday  was  not  the 
subject  of  any  announcement  on  the  part 
of  the  (Jovemment.  The  Government 
never  had  the  intention  of  confining  the 
discussion,  but  the  intention  they  had 
was   explicitly  stated  by  him,   and  it 
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most  vital  importance  in  regard  to  a  Bill 
which,  on  the  admission  of  everybody, 
was  introducing  absolutely  new  prin- 
ciples into  the  law  of  the  country.  He 
dared  say  the  Government  would  not 
yield  to  that  argument  any  more  than 
to  the  other  arguments  that  had  been  put 
forward,  but  would  prefer  to  rest  their 
victory  and  their  reputation  on  bullying 
the  Opposition  and  on  breaking  their 
pledges. 

BIr.  PAUL  earnestly  hoped  that  the 
Gk)vemment  would  not  consent  to  the 
suspension  of  these  proceedings  until 
they  had  passed  this  stage  of  the  Bill. 
There    had    been    thirty    Conservative 


Members  present  during  the  day,  and  it 
i^as  a  perfect  farce  that  they  should 
dictate  to  the  200  or  300  gentlemen  who 
had  come  down  to  do  their  duty  to  their 
constituencies  and  to  the  country. 


■■y 


Mb.  FOBSTEB  (Sevenoaks)  reminded 
the  hon.  Member  that  it  was  only  the 
presence  of  the  thirty  Conservative 
Members  for  whom  he  had  such  a  profound 
contempt  that  saved  his  Gk)vernment 
from  defeat. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes,  31 ; 
Noes,  243.    (Division  List  No.  318.) 


Ashley,  W.  W. 

Biloarres,  Lord 

Bilfotir,Rt.Hn.A.J.(CityLond.) 

Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 

B3aoh,HQ.  Michael  Hugh  Hicks 

Bovdes,  G.  Stewart 

Cirlile.  E.  Hildred 

Cirson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 

Gistlereagh,  Viscount 

Cave,  George 

Civendi8h,Rt.  Hon.  Victor  C.W. 

C3cil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 


AYES. 

Cecil,  Lof  d  John  P.  Joioey 
Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  E.) 
Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 
Hills,  J.  W. 
Keswick,  William 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Morpeth,  Viscount 


Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pea8e,Herbert  Pike(Darlington 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Rawlinson,John  Frederick  Peel 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith,  F.E.(Liverpool,  Walton 

Tbllsbs  fob  thb  Ayes  — 
Sir  Alexander  Acland-Hood 
and  Viscount  Valentia. 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,  N.E.) 

Agnew,  George  William 

Alden,  Percy 

Allen,  A.  Acland  (Christchurch) 

Asqoith,  Rt.Hn.  Herbert  Henry 

Astbury,  John  Meir 

Atherley-Jones,  L. 

Biker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 

Biker,  Joseph  A.  (Fin8bury,E.) 

Biring,  Godfrey  asle  of  Wight) 

Birlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  £.  B. 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Bsale,  W.  P. 

Bsaumont,  W.  C.  B.  (Hexham) 

Ball,  Richard 

Bella  ir 8,  Carlyon 

B3Dn,Sir  J.Williams(Devonp'rt 

Benn,  W.(Tw'r*Hamlets,S.Geo. 

Berridge,  T.  H.  D. 

Bethell,  J.  H.  (Essex,  Romford 

Batheli,  T.  R.  (Essex,  Maldon) 

BiUson,  Alfred 

Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 

Blftck,Arthur  W.(  Bedfordshire) 

Brace,  William 

Brigg,  John 

Brocklehurst,  W.  B. 

Brodie,  H.  C. 

Brooke,  Stopford 

B.unner,  J.  F.  L.( Lanes., Leigh) 

Bryce,  Rt. Hn. James(  Aberdeen 


NOES. 

Bryce,  J.  A.(Invemess  Burghs) 
Buckmaster,  Stanley  O. 
Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bumyeat,  W.  J.  D. 
Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Buxton,  Rt.Hn. Sydney  Charles 
Byles,  William  Pollard 
Campbell-Bannerman,  Sir  H. 
Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn.  RichardEjiight 
Channing,  Francis  Allston 
Cheetham,  John  Frederick 
Cherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 
Churchill,  Winston  Spencer 
Clancy,  John  Joseph 
Clarke,  C  Goddard 
aeland,  J.  W. 
aough,  W. 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S.Panora8,W. 
Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 
Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,C.H  (Sussex,E.GrinstM 
Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 
Cowan,  W.  H. 
Cox,  Harold 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 
Cremer,  William  Randal 
Crooks,  William 
Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Davies,  W.  Howell  (Bristol,  S.) 
Dickinson,  W.  H.(St.Pancras,N. 


Duckworth,  James 
Duncan,  C.(  Barrow-in-Furness) 
Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 
Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 
Elibank,  Master  of 
Essex,  R.  W. 
Eve,  Harry  Trelawney 
Everett,  R.  Lacey 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Ferens,  T.  R. 
Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro 
Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 
Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 
Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 
Fuller,  John  Michael  P. 
Gill,  A.  H. 

Gladstone,Rt.Hn.  Herbert  Joha 
Glover,  Thomas 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 
Grey,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward 
Griffith,  EUis  J. 
Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Churchill 
Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 
Hall,  Frederick 
Harcoort,  Rt.  Hon.  Lewis 
Hardie,J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hardy,  George  A.  (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (Worc'r) 
Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 
Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 
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town  tenants  of  Captain  Leslie,  and  that 
as  a  result  the  civil  bill  officer  has  left  the 
country  rather  than  serve  any  more 
such  notices  ;  and  will  he  say  if  it  is  part 
of  the  duty  of  a  civil  bill  officer  to  serve 
such  notices  for  a  landlord  or  his  solicitor ; 
and,  if  not,  will  any  notice  be  taken  of 
this  conduct  on  the  part  of  a  magistrate 
and  a  solicitor. 

{Answered  hy  Mr,  Bryce.)  I  am  infor- 
med that  Michael  Mane^,  process  and 
summons  server,  Tarbert,  failed  to 
appear  at  last  Ldstowel  quarter  sessions, 
that  he  had  neglected  to  serve 
several  processes,  and  had  been  fined 
at  the  previous  quarter  sessions  for 
neglect  of  duty.  I  am  further  informed 
that  it  is  not  the  fact  that  Mangan  was 
threatened  by  either  Captain  Leslie  or 
Mr.  Windle.  I  am  advised  'that  it  is  no 
part  of  the  duty  of  a  civil  bill  officer  to 
serve  notices  to  quit.  In  any  event  civil 
bill  officers  are  under  the  control  of  the 
County  Court  Judge  and  not  of  the 
Executive  Grovemment. 

Case  of  War  Office  Clerks. 

Mr.  flavin  :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  whether  he  will  state 
what  steps  have  been  taken  to  test  the 
accuracy  of  the  Official  Minutes  in  the 
War  Office  Files  Nos.  74705  and  74706, 
dated  respectively  I7th  and  20th  April 
1899  and  17th  March  1900  ;  and  whether 
the  money  involved,  of  which  the  three 
established  Civil  Service  clerks  concerned 
were  deprived,  as  stated  on  16th  June 
1904,  can  now  be  publicly  inquired  into. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Haldane.) 
The  cases  of  these  three  clerks  have  been 
fully  considered  by  my  predecessors,  and 
I  am  not  prepared  to  re-open  them. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


Turbines  for  Torpedo  Boat  Destroyers. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Blackpool) 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  how  many  of  the  torpedo 
l)oat  destroyers  included  in  this  yearns 
Estimates  will  be  fitted  with  turbine 
machinery  ;  and  whether  any  provision 
will  be  made  on  those  vessels  for  opening 
the  turbine  cases  while  at  sea  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  repairs. 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr.  Edmund  Robertson,  Dun- 
dee) :   All  the  destroyers  included  in  this 


year's  programme  of  new  construction 
will  be  fitt^  with  turbines.  The  details 
of  the  designs  are  still  under  consideration. 

Mr.  ASHLEY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  what  provision 
of  artisans  and  machinery  will  oe  made 
on  foreign  stations  for  carrying  out 
serious  repairs  to  turbines. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  :  This 
question  is  occupying  the  attention  of  the 
Admiralty,  and  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
make  any  statement  at  present. 

Bush  Ooastflruard  Stattons— Bight  of  Waj. 
Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  his  attention  has  been  caUed  to 
the  fact  that  on  Thursday  the  26th  July 
last,  an  inhabitant  of  Rush,  county 
Dublin,  was  prevented  by  several  men  of 
the  coastguiuti  station  at  that  place  from 
going  through  a  passway  whicn,  though 
it  has  a  gate  at  either  end,  has  been  open 
to  the  public  for  thirty-two  years  without 
restriction,  and  is,  in  fact,  the  only  direct 
way  of  getting  to  the  beach  from  one 
side  of  the  town  of  Rush  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr.  Walsh,  in  the  effort  to 
prevent  him  from  ^oing  through  the 
passway  mentioned,  was  violently 
assaulted  and  dragged  along  the  ground 
for  a  considerable  distance,  with  the 
result  that  he  has  been  obliged  to  go 
under  the  care  of  a  local  medical  doctor  ; 
will  he  say  why  this  attempt  was  made, 
after  thirty-two  years,  to  shut  out  the 
public  from  access  to  the  beach  at  Bosh 
through  the  passage  mentioned ;  and 
what  action  the  Government  propose  to 
take  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  :  I  am 
making  inquiries  in  regard  to  this  inci- 
dent, and  will  communicate  the  result  to 
the  hon.  Member  in  due  couise. 

The  Lance. 

Mr.  ASHLEY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  it  is  in- 
tended to  permit  lancer  regiments  to 
resume  the  lance  as  a  complement  to 
their  present  service  equipment. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Haldane,  Haddington) :  The 
instructions  laid  down  in  Army  Order  39 
of  March  1 903  with  regard  to  the  use  of 
the  lance  are  still  in  force  but  they  are 
under  consideration. 
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whole  intention  of  the  previous  part  of 

the  clause.    Section  9  of  the  Act  of  1871 

provided,  that — 

*'  The  trustees  of  any  trade  onioQ  registered 
under  this  Act,  or  any  other  officers  of  such 
trade  union  who  may  be  authorised  so  to  do 
by  the  rules  thereof,  are  hereby  empowered  to 
bring  or  defend^  or  cause  to  be  brought  or 
defended,  any  action  or  complaint  in  any  court 
of  law  or  equity  touching  or  concerning  the 
property  rights  or  claim  to  property  of  the 
trade  union." 

To  some  extent,  the  TafE  Yale  case  was 

got  out  of  that  section,  but  only  to  a 

slight  extent.    But   there   was   a   case 

which  had  been  decided,  where  it  had 

been  held — and  here  was  the  importance 

of  the  point — that  they  might  sue  the 

trustees  under  that  section  for  damages 

for  tort  and  the  plaintifE  might  then 

stand  in  the  shoes  of  the  trustees  and  get 

the  damages  out  of  the  funds  of  the 

onion.     And  if  that  were  so,  and  his 

interpretation  was  right,  then  it  followed 

that  the  effect  of  this  clause  was  to  say, 

in  the  first  part,  that  they  could  not  sue 

the  union  Tweedledum,  but  they  had 

better    get   at    the    union    Tweedledee. 

This  was  a  case  of  libel  where  the  trustees 

of  the  Amalgamated  Society  of  Railway 

Servants  were  sued  as  owners  of  a  paper, 

the  organ  of  the  union.    His  hon.  and 

learned  friend  the  Member  for  Beading 

argued  in  the  case,  and  he  set  up  as  a 

method  of  defence  that  in  this  particular 

case  they  could  not  get  at  the  funds  of  the 

union  beyond  the  trustees,  for  the  reason 

that  this  was  a  tort  and  was  not  such 

an    action    touching    property    as    was 

contemplated  by  Section  9  of  the  Act  of 

1871.    Mr.   Justice   Mathew,  who    gave 

judgment,  overruled  the  point  of  view 

put  by  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  the 

Member  for  Reading,  and  he  said  : — 

**  In  my  opinion,  property  under  Section  9  of 
the  Act  of  1871  means  property  generally,  and 
an  action  attacking  the  assets  ot  the  society— 
for  example,  an  action  brought  for  breach  of 
contract  entered  into  on  behalf  of  the  society 
— would  be  an  action  touching  or  concerning 
the  property  of  the  trade  union.'' 

So  the  action  which  threatened  the  assets 

of  the  society,  by  a  claim  for  damages,  as 


in  this  case,  would  be  an  action  that 
touched  and  concerned  the  property  of 
the  society.  Every  action,  that  was  to 
say,  brought  hitherto  against  the  trade 
union  had  been  an  action  which  threat- 
ened to  diminish  the  assets  of  the  society, 
and  if  this  proviso  went  in  saying  that  the 
first  part  of  the  section  should  do  nothing 
to  affect  the  liability  of  the  trustees  under 
Section  9  of  the  Act  of  1871,  and  they  still 
left  standing  that  decision,  given  ex- 
pressly upon  Section  9  of  the  Act  of  1871, 
this  clause,  without  it  intending  to  be  so, 
would  turn  out  to  be  a  hollow  pretence 
and  a  sham,  and  in  a  year  or  eighteen 
months  time  they  would  be  in  the  posi- 
tion of  having  the  Courts  of  law  able  to 
drive  a  coach  and  four  through  it.  He 
would  ask  the  Attomey-Greneral  to 
consider  this.  He  might  perhaps 
see  his  way  clear  to  say  that  words 
should  be  introduced  so  as  to  meet 
the  particular  points  which  he  had 
raised — so  as  to  meet  the  possibility 
that  imder  Section  9  of  the  Act  of  1871 
they  could  still  have  an  action  for  tort 
arising  out  of  a  trade  dispute.  If  he 
could  not  see  his  way  clear,  he  regarded 
the  matter  of  such  imperative  importance 
from  the  point  of  view  of  their  pledges 
in  the  country,  and  from  the  point  of 
view  of  labour  that  he  would  have  to 
press  his  Amendment  to  a  division. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
new  clause — 

"In  line  5,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
'court*  to  end  of  clause.'* — {Mr.  Clement 
Edwards.) 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

♦Sib  JOHN  WALTON  said  he  was 
sorry  at  the  concluding  observation  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  speech 
because  his  fears  were  purely  imaginary, 
and  his  vews  with  regard  to  the  clause 

and   its   interpretation   were   absolutely 

unfounded.    He    had    always    assumed 
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The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Mr.  Lloyd-George,  Carnarvon 
Boroughs) :  A  statement  has  been  pre- 
pared and  will  be  communicated  to  the 
hon.  Member  giving  all  the  information 
available  as  to  the  quantity  of  cement 
imported  from  foreign  countries  into 
the  United  Kingdom  at  the  various  ports 
during  1905.  The  names  of  the  ultimate 
consignees  of  the  cement  cannot  be  given 
as  the  law  only  requires  the  names  of 
the  importers  or  agents  to  be  furnished 
in  the  "entries."  Imported  Portland 
cement  bearing  marks  implying  that 
the  goods  are  of  British  manufacture 
would  be  required  to  have  these  marks 
duly  qualified,  so  as  to  afford  a  defiinite 
indication  of  the  country  of  origin,  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
Section  16  of  the  Merchandise  Marks 
Act,  1887.  As  to  retail  sale,  a  false 
trade  description  would  appear  to  be 
applied  if  forei^  Portland  cement  were 
retailed  as  British,  and  it  would  be  open 
to  anyone  aggrieved  to  take  action  under 
the  Act  referred  to. 

London  Water  Supply. 
Mr.  ASHLEY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Gk)vernment 
Board  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  statement  of  Sir  Alexander 
Binnie  that  the  River  Thames  and  Lea, 
from  which  the  drinking  water  of  London 
is  drawn,  receive  above  the  waterworks 
intakes  the  more  or  less  clarified  sewage 
of  1,000,000  persons  in  the  case  of  the 
Thames  and  about  250,000  in  the  case 
of  the  Lea,  and  that  the  late  Sir  George 
Buchanan,  principal  medical  officer  of 
the  Local  Gk)vemment  Board,  stated  that 
the  drinking  of  such  contaminated  water 
ultimately  results  in  death  and  disease  to 
the  consumers;  and  whether  it  is  pro- 
posed to  take  any  steps  to  secure  a  purer 
water  supply  for  London. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  John 
Burns,  Battersea) :  I  have  seen  the 
statement  made  by  Sir  Alexander  Binnie. 
I  am  informed  that  the  whole  question  of 
the  adequacy  of  the  works  of  the  Water 
Board  and  existing  sources  to  deal  with 
the  present  and  future  population  of 
the  water  area  is  now  under  the  con- 
sideration of  a  Committee  of  that  Board. 

Kinder  Besarroir.  Derbyshire. 
Mr.    J.    WARD :    I   beg   to  ask  the 
President    of     the    Local    Government 


Board  whether  he  has  received  any  reply 
from  the  Stockport  Corporation  with 
reference  to  the  stoppage  of  work  at  the 
Kinder  Reservoir,  Derbyshire  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  can  state  the  terms  of  the 
same. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  :  I  have  received 
a  reply  from  which  it  appears  that  the 
work  at  the  reservoir  has  not  been 
stopped  altogether,  and  that  portions  of 
it  are  being  proceeded  with  at  the  present 
time,  but  that  owing  to  difficulties  with 
regard  to  the  foundation  of  the  dam, 
part  of  the  work  has  been  suspended. 
It  further  appears  that  the  largest  number 
of  persons  at  any  time  employed  on  the 
work  was  321  in  August,  1905.  The 
number  at  present  employed  is  twenty- 
five.  It  became  necessary  for  a  large 
number  of  the  men  to  find  other  employ- 
ment, but,  so  far  as  can  be  ascertained, 
at  present  only  one  man  of  those  formerly 
employed  is  without  work.  Almost  all 
the  married  men  found  employment  on 
another  work  in  the  neighbourhood  which 
is  being  executed  for  the  corporation, 
others  have  gone  to  the  Derwent  Valley 
Water  Works,  and  others  to  Oarston, 
where  a  new  dock  is  being  made.  It  is 
stated  that  there  was  at  one  time  a 
little  distress,  but  that  this  was  relieved 
out  of  funds  at  the  disposal  of  the  Work- 
men's Institute  which  is  assisted  by  the 
corporation.  So  far  as  can  be  ascertained 
there  is  no  distress  now. 


STREET  BETTING  BILL  [Lords]. 
As  amended,  to  be  printed.     [Bill  34  3.] 


CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


ADJOURNMENT  (AUTUMN  SITTING)- 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed : 
"  That  this  House  at  its  rising  to-day 
do  adjourn  until  Tuesday,  October 
23rd  next,  and  that  for  the  remainder 
of  the  session  Government  business 
have  precedence  at  every  sitting,  and  at 
the  conclusion  of  Government  business 
on  each  day  Mr.  Speaker  do  adjourn  the 
House  without  question  put.'*--(Str  B, 
CamphM'Bannerman,) 

Mr.  murphy  (Kerry,  E.)  said  he 
desired  to  raisf>  Mfferal  questions  dealing 
with    educat'      Aknatters    in    Ireland. 
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seemed  to  limit,  the  pievious  provisions 
of  the  olause.  He  was  very  much  afraid 
that  if  they  remained  they  might  be 
used  to  get  at  the  funds  of  the  trade 
anions  in  some  way  or  other.  He  was 
not  satisfied  at  all  with  the  previous 
decision  of  the  Committee  in  regard  to 
this  clause.  He  did  not  think  trade 
unicnis  woidd  submit  in  any  circumstances 
to  having  their  committees,  as  com- 
mittees, liable  to  injunctions  or  to  actions 
of  any  description. 

Thb  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
must  not  go  back  on  previous  Amend- 
ments. 

Mb.  J.  WABD  hoped,  in  the  circum- 
stances, the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Denbigh  would  persist  in  his 
Amendment. 

Mr.  F.  E.  smith  said  that  on  this 
occasion  he  would  certainly  advise  his 
hon.  friends  to  vote  with  the  Govern- 
ment. He  rejoiced  to  see  that  even  at 
this  late  period  the  Attorney-General 
had  assented  to  the  views  which  he  and 
those  of  his  friends  who  sat  around 
him  had  attempted  to  press  on  l^e 
Govemmeml.  He  was  glad  to  see  the 
Secretary  for  War  present,  because  he 
would  be  able  to  rejoice  with  him. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  himself 
perfectly  agreed  on  this  point ;  {^obably, 
as  the  House  was  constituted  at  that 
moment,  they  were  the  only  two  Mem- 
bers who  would  be  found  in  the  same 
lobby.  He  said  that  because  he  saw  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  reported  to 
have  said — 

"  Mr.  Keir  Hardie  had  written  to  the  news- 
papers threatening  Mr.  Asqaith  and  himself 
witii  all  sorts  of  retribution  if  they  would  not 
toe  the  nark  by  voting  for  the  partioalir 
propoaals  wkieh  Mr.  Keir  Hardie  wished  to 
carry  out.  Well,  he  was  sure  that  neither  he 
nor  Mr.  Asqaith  would  budge  one  inch 
beeaase  of  Mr.  Keir  Hardie*s  remarks." 

He  saw  there  was  some  dissent  at   the 


Gentleman  and  himself  were  agreed  on 
this  point.  But  he  begged  to  repeat 
the  observation  that  the  decision  of  the 
Government  to  incorporate  in  their  Bill 
Section  9  of  the  earlier  Act  lent  the 
strongest  colour  to  the  view  that  the 
contention  supported  by  the  Secretary 
for  War  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  in  the  last  resort  carried  the 
day  in  this  highly  controversial  ques- 
tion. When  the  case  was  put  to  the 
Attorney-General,  a  case  which  had  been 
decided  in  a  Court  of  first  instance,  of 
successful  proceedings  involving  the  pay- 
ment of  damages  being  taken  against 
a  trade  union  for  libel,  what  was  his 
answer  ?  He  made  two  answers,  one 
the  fit  complement  of  the  other.  In 
the  first  place  he  said  the  trade  union  had 
property,  and  that  being  so  there 
was  no  inherent  unreasonableness  in 
m^lnng  that  property  liable — a  most 
powerful  ally  of  the  proposition  he 
(Mr.  Smith)  had  contended  for  ever 
since  this  Bill  came  before  the  House. 
It  was  the  contention  that  had  been 
made  on  those  benches  again  and  again, 
that  when  they  had  the  element  of 
property  they  should  make  diat  property 
liable.  But  the  Attomey-GeneraFs  in- 
genuity was  not  exhausted  by  that 
answer.  In  order  to  comfort  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  gangway  who  might  have 
begun  to  doubt  as  to  the  value  of  the 
concessions  they  were  deriving  from  this 
Bill,  he  gave  a  second  answer.  After 
all,  he  said,  Linaker  v.  Pilcher,  though 
it  was  a  reported  case,  was  only  a 
decision  of  a  Court  of  first  instance. 
He  complimented  bon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  gangway  on  the  litigious  prospects 
opened  out  to  them  by  the  Attorney- 
GreneraL  The  judge  who  tried  that  case 
was  a  judge  Who  in  commercial  experi- 
ence and  in  knowledge  of  trade  disputes 
was  inferior  to  no  lawyer  on  the  bench, 
and  speaking  for  himself  he  desired  to 
thank  the  Government  for  the  valuable 
claim  he  had  made  that  the  right  hon.  |  concession  which  they  had  given  even  at 
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time  was  a  fraud  and  a  wanton.  There 
were  forty-one  Boards  in  Ireland  spending 
money  over  which  this  Parliament  had 
no  control.  [An  Hon.  Mp:HBER  :  Try 
Home  Rule.]  There  were  millions  of 
money  expended  of  which  Parliament, 
although  it  had  to  vote  the  cash,  had 
no  control  of  the  spending.  That  was  a 
state  of  affairs  which  if  not  promptly 
remedied  by  the  present  Government 
would  have  to  be  dealt  with  by  another 
Government  which  would  have  to  be 
substituted  for  the  present  one. 

The  attorney-general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Cherry,  Liverpool, 
Exchange)  apologised  for  the  absence 
of  the  Chief  Ser»retary,  and  hoped  that, 
considering  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
laborious  week,  the  House  would  excuse 
him.  Hon.  Members  from  Ireland  would 
remember  in  an  especial  degree  the 
amount  of  trouble  and  anxietv  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  had  g(me  through 
in  connection  with  the  Labourers  Bill, 
which  in  a  few  minutes  would  receive 
the  royal  assent.  Everybody  would 
agree  that  the  Government  had  done 
an  act  which  would  certainly  conduce  to 
the  increased  prosperity  of  a  great  mass 
of  the  Irish  people  in  securing  that  the 
measure  should  be  passed  into  law 
before  the  adjournment  for  the  summer 
recess.  Everyone  concerned  in  Irish 
administration  would  admit  the  extreme 
importance  of  the  questions  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Kerry  and  the 


difficulty.  If  the  position  of  primary 
education  was  to  be  improved  and 
the  schools  were  to  be  properly  equipped, 
the  teachers  properly  paid  and  the 
pupils  given  proper  education,  it  would 
need  the  expenditure  of  a  large  sum  of 
money,  [fties  of  "The  development 
grant.'*]  That  grant  had  already  been 
assigned  to  so  many  subjects  that  he 
doubted  whether  anv  sum  would  be 
available  from  that  grant  for  this  par- 
ticular purpose. 

Mr.  SLOAN  :  Assign  it  to  the  origb»l 
purpose  for  which  it  was  intended. 

Mr.  CHERRY  said  he  could  not  make 
a  complete  change  at  once.  The  Gk>vem- 
ment  woidd  by  some  way  or  another 
secure  sufficient  fimds  for  primary  educa- 
tion. Every  member  of  the  Government 
regarded  the  matter  as  being  of  as  much 
importance  in  Ireland  as  in  Eng- 
land, and  it  must  be  dealt  with.  As  to 
Dr.  Starkie,  he  did  not  propose  to  enter 
into  details  of  that  question.  The  hon. 
Member  would  himself  recognise  what 
a  very  great  difficulty  every  permanent 
official  was  placed  in  owing  to  the  transi- 
tional stage  of  Irish  administratioiL 
Irish  administration  in  the  past  had 
been  in  an  unsatisfactory  condition. 
The  present  Government  hoped  to  make 
a  change  in  that,  and  it  was  one  of  their 
most  earnest  hopes  that  in  the  course 
of  next  session  or  some  future  aesdoii 
the    administration    of    Ireland    would 


pressing  call  there  was  for  legislating  on    be  brought  into  closer  connection  wrtk 


the  people  of  Ireland.  He  was  glad  to 
hear  that  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Belfast  welcomed  those  changes. 


Mr.  SLOAN :    What  changes  ? 

Mr.  CHERRY:    In  the    adminiatis- 


them.  But  they  coidd  not  do  everything 
at  once,  and  the  Government  would  not 
have  been  expected  during  the  course  of 
the  present  session  to  deal  with  such  a 
thorny  question  as  Irish  primary  educa- 
tion while  they  were  passing  the 
Labourers  Bill  through  the  House. 
Primary  education  had  been  neglected  |  tive  boards, 
in  a  shameful  manner  in  the  past.    It 

called  for  action  so  soon  as  the  House  Mr.  SLOAN:  Yes,  I  should  welcome 
could  possibly  take  it.  He  lamented  changes  in  the'administrative  boards, 
that  the  fundswhich  ought  to  have  been  but  it  must  not^,be  assumed  that  I  shall 
devoted  to  primary  education  corres-  I  welcome  the  changes  suggested  by  the 
ponding  to  the  funds  devoted  in  |  Government. 
England    to   tha*^    purpose    had      been  i 

diverted  and  applied  in  other  directions.  |     Mr.    JOHN '  O'CONNOR  :    The    leo- 
That    was    one    of    the    most    regret-  i  pard  cannot  change  his  spots, 
table     circumstances     connected     with  i 

the  late  administration  of  Ireland.    They  '      Mr.  CHERRY  hoped  the  hon.  Hem- 
were  face  to  face  with  a  great  financial  \  ber's     speech     would    be    remembered 

Mr,  Sloan, 
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Mr.  clement  EDWARDS  said  he 
did  not  difEer  one  bit  from  the  view 
put  by  the  Attomey-Qeneral  and  the* 
Solicitor-Qeneral  as  to  the  point  at 
issue  in  that  particular  case.  But  the 
danger  of  the  whole  position  was  in 
the  ground  on  which  the  judge  based 
his  decision,  and  when  one  remembered 
that  that  judge  probably  more  than 
Any  other  judge  had  taken  a  friendly 
attitude  towards  trade  unions,  he  solemnly 
warned  the  Committee  of  the  great 
danger  involved  in  accepting  this  proviso. 

Mr.  JOHN  WARD,  after  the  ex- 
planations and '  the  promise  of  the 
Attomey-Greneral  to  reconsider  the  sub- 
ject in  view  of  the  discussion  that  had 
taken  place,  appealed  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Denbigh  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment. 

* 

Mr.  CLEMENT  EDWARDS,  on 
the  understanding  that  further  con- 
sideration would  be  given  to  the  matter 
before  the  Report  stage,  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

New  clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 
^d  added  to  the  Bill." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  "That 
Clause  4  stand  part  of  the  Bill"  put,  and 
negatived. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Tuesday,  23rd  October,  and 
to  be  printed.    [Bill  342.] 


CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (APPROPRIA 

TION)  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported 
without  Amendment;  to  be  read  the 
th^rd  time  To-n^orrow  at  Ten  of  the 
€lock- 


MUSICAL  COPYRIGHT  BILL. 

Lords'  Amendments  considered,    and 
agreed  to. 


CENSUS  OP  PRODUCTION  (EXPENSES). 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committea.) 

Resolved,  "That  it  is  expedient  to 
authorise  the  payment  out  of  moneys  pro- 
vided by  Parliament,  of  any  expenses 
incurred  for  the  purpose  of  the  Census 
under  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  to 
provide  for  taking  a  Census  of  Pro- 
duction."— (Mr,  UoydrOeorge,) 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 


LABOURERS  (IRELAND^  BILL. 
Consideration  of  Lords'  Amendments. 

Mb.  BRYCE  moved,  "  That  the  House 
do  agree  with  the  Lords  in  the  following 
Amendment — 

"In  Clause  11,  *  provided  that,  where  the 
Court  is  satisfied  in  any  particular  case 
that,  owing  to  the  difficulty  of  showing  title, 
the  costs  properly  or  necessarily  incurred  in 
respect  of  such  payment  amounted  to  a  laiger 
sum,  the  limitof  £10  may  be  exceeded.' " 

Mr.  speaker  said  he  had  to  acquaint 
the  House  that  this  Amendment  was, 
or  might  still  be,  an  infringement  of  the 
rights  of  the  Commons.  Of  course,  the 
possibility  of  an  increase  of  rate,  which 
might  be  caused  by  such  order  of  the 
Court,  was  remote,  but  still  it  was  a 
possibility,  and  in  that  respect  it  might 
be  that  an  extra  charge  might  have  to 
be  incurred.  And  therefore,  as  he  had 
said,  the  Amendment  was  still,  in  his 
opinion,  in  an  almost  infinitesimal  degree, 
but  still  in  some  degree,  an  infringement 
of  the  Commons'  rights. 
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Mb.  BRYCE  thought  that,  although  it 
was  late,  the  importanoe  of  disposing  of  this 
Bill,  which  must  be  disposed  of  to-night 
if  it  was  to  pass  into  law  to-moirow, 
and  which  was  awaited  with  the  greatest 
anxiety  and  impatience  in  Ireland,  justi- 
fied them,   in  taking  the  matter  now, 
and   he    would    state   the    position    in 
the  fewest  possible  words.  This  House  had 
disagreed  with  some  of  the  Amendments 
made  by  the  Lords.    The  first  of  those 
Amendments  the  Lords  had  abandoned 
and  not  insisted  upon,  or  had  agreed 
to    the    Commons'    Amendment.       The 
second    raised    an    important    question 
of  privilege,  and  upon  that  the  Lords 
had   not   insisted.    The    third    Amend- 
ment now  before  the  House  was  one 
upon   which   they   disagreed    with   the 
Lords  upon  the   question  of  privilege. 
The  Lords  had  also  not  insisted  upon 
that  Amendment,  but  had  substituted 
for  it  another  Amendment,  which  was 
now   befoie    them.    That    Amendment, 
as  Mr.    Speakar  had   told    the  House, 
might  possibly,  to  an  infinitesimal  degree, 
be    an   infringement   of    the    privifeges 
of  the   House  to  this  extent,  that  it 
might  possibly  in  certain  cases  impose 
a  charge  upon  the  rate?.    That,  how- 
ever, would  be  to  a  very  small  extent, 
and  this  Amendment  did  not  cover  any 
decision  at  which  the  House  had  arrived, 
as  the  former  Amendment  did.    It  only 
contemplated  a  certain  class  of  cases, 
in  which  it  was  possible  that  there  might 
arise  some  hardship  to  individuals.    The 
Amendment  itself  therefore,  on  its  merits, 
was  not  unreasonable,  and  he  believed 
that  it  would  remove  a  certain  amount 
of  not  unnatural  irritation   in   certain 
quarters.    Of    course,    they    all    knew 
how  important  and   valuable   to  them 
were  the  privileges  of  the  House.    They 
had  been  the  very  foundation   of  the 
power  and  strength  of  the  House,  and 
he  thought  they  ought  on  every  occasion 
to  be  jealously  guarded.    At  the  same 
time  the    House  had    never  been  dog- 
matic on  the  subject,  and  where  it  could 


be  shown  that  its  rights  were  taJij  vindi- 
cated, and  where  it  was  shown  that  aa 
Amendment  might  be  adopted  witiiost 
prejudice  to  those  rights,  it  had  never 
hesitated  to  waive  its  privilege,  having 
asserted    it.    And    therefore    no    hann 
was  done  to  its  rights,  while  at  the  same 
time  the  object  of  patting  the  Bill  into 
a  proper  shape  was  in  point  of  faot 
attained.   That  was  the  oonise  which  liie 
Gk>verament  thought  the  House  nxigkt 
properly  follow  on  this  ocoasion.    The 
Amendment  itself  was  one  idiioh  mig^ 
perfectly    well    be    accepted,    and    one 
which  might  be  represented  as  an  im- 
provement of  the  BilL    They  had  as- 
serted their  rights,  and  their  rights  were 
admitted  in  this  case  from  the  fact  tiiat 
the     Lords     had     substituted    another 
Amendment  which  was  to  a  vary  much 
smaller  degree  subject  to  the  objection 
before  taken ;  and  under  these  oiicum- 
stances     he     thought    the    case     was 
one  in  which  the  House  might  properiy 
waive  its  privilege  and  accept  the  Lords' 
Amendment. 

Question,  ^'That  tlus  House  dotlt 
agree  with  the  Lords  in  the  said  Amend- 
ment," put,  and  agreed  to. 


LUNATICS. 
Order  [this  day]  for  a  Return  relative 
tiiereto    read,     and    discharged. —  (iff. 
Claude  Hay.) 


MARRIAGE  WITH  FOREIGNERS  BILL. 

Lords'  Amendments  to  be  considered 
forthwith ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the 
House  without  Question  put,  piusaaot  to 
the  Order  of  the  House  of  the  13th  July 
last. 


Adjoumed     at    twelve   uiirata 
after  One  o'clock  a.m. 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS. 
Saturday,  Hh  August,  1906. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


EDUCATION  (PROVISION  OF  MEALS) 
BILL  (No.  205). 

OABS  AND  OMNIBUSES  (METROPOLIS) 

(No.  206). 

OFFICIAL  PUBLICATIONS,  &c.,  (No.  207). 

Reports,  &c.  of  the  Selecc  Committees 
of  the  House  of  Commons  commmiicated 
(pursuant  to  message  of  yesterday) ;  and 
i£  to  be  printed. 

^    UNIVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  ACT,  1889. 

^      University  Court  Ordnance,  No.  XVIII. 

'^  (Edinburgh,  No.  7).  Alteration  of  Ord- 
nance No.  16  of  the  Commissioners  (1889) 
(Edinburgh,  No.  1).  Regulations  for 
degrees  in  medicine ;  laid  before  •  the 
House  (pursuant  to  Act),  and  to  be 
printed.     (No.  208.) 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Standing    Order    No.    XXXIX, 
c^^  sidered     (according     to     order), 
Q  suspended  for  this  day's  sitting. 


con- 
and 


'^ 


LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendment  made  by  the  Lords  to  the 
Amendments  made  by  the  Commons 
agreed  to. 


^ 
^ 
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Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 


I 


CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (APPOPRIA- 
TION)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons.  Read  1* : 
Then  (Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX. 
having  been  suspended),  read  2*  (The 
Lord  Privy  Seal  [M.  Ripon]) ;  Committee 
negatived ;  Bill  read  3*,  and  passed. 


COMMISSION. 

The  following  Bills  received  the  Royal 
Assent : — 

1.  Consolidated     Fund     (Appropria- 
tion). 

2.  Extradition. 

3.  Alkali,  &c  Works. 

4.  Prevention  of  Corruption. 
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5.  Justices  of  the  Peace  (No.  2). 

6.  Bills    of    Exchange    Act    (1882) 
Amendment. 

7.  Isle  of  Man  (Customs). 

8.  Post    Office    (Literature    for   the 
Blind). 

9.  Charitable  Loan  Societies  (Ireland). 

10.  Revenue. 

11.  Deanery  of  Manchester. 

12.  Solicitors. 

13.  Crown  Lands. 

14.  Open  Spaces. 

15.  Ground  Game. 

16.  Fatal     Accidents     and     Sudden 
Deaths  Inquiry  (Scotland). 

17.  Local    Authorities    (Transfer    of 
Treasury  Powers), 

18.  Public  Works  (Loans). 

19.  Local  Gk)vernment  (Ireland)  Act 
(1898)  Amendment. 

20.  Statute  Lilw  Revision  (Scotland). 

21.  Fertilisers  and  Feeding  Stuffs. 

22.  Dogs. 

23.  Colonial  Marriages. 

24.  Musical  Copyright. 

25.  Labourers  (Ireland). 

26.  Post  Office  Sites. 

27.  Dean  Forest. 

28.  Local     Government     Provisional 
Orders  (No.  8). 

29.  Local      Government     Provisional 
Orders  (No.  9). 

30.  Local      Government     Provisional 
Orders  (No.  10). 

31.  Local      Government     Provisional 
Orders  (No.  1 1). 

32.  Local     Government     Provisional 
Order  (Housing  of  Working  Classes). 

33.  London      Government      Schemes 
(London  and  Penge,  &c.). 

34.  Education       Board       Provisional 
Order  Confirmation  (London,  No.  1). 

35.  Paisley  Gas  and  Water  Provisional 
Order. 


36.  Electric 
Orders  (No.  3). 

37.  Electric 
Orders  (No.  4). 

3  O 


Lighting      Provisional 
Lighting      Provisional 
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38.  Electric      Lighting      Provisional 
Orders  (No.  7). 

39.  (Jas  and  Water  Orders  Confirma- 
tion. 

40.  Gtts  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1). 

41.  Gas  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2). 

42.  Tramways  Orders  Confirmation. 

43.  Glasgow  and  South  Western  Rail- 
way Order  Confirmation. 

44.  Water  Orders  Confirmation. 

45.  Newburgh  and  North  Fife  Railway 
(Extension  of  Time)  Order  Confirmation. 

46.  Paisley  Roads  Order  Confirmation. 

47.  Inverclyde    Bequest    Order    Con- 
firmation. 

48.  Perth     Corporation     (Jas    Order 
Confirmation. 

49.  Local     Government      Provisional 
Orders  (Gk»). 

50.  Rutherglen    Burgh    Order    Con- 
firmation. 

51.  Wolstanton  United  Urban  District 
Council  Gas. 

52.  Great  Northern  Railway. 

53.  London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast 
Railway. 

54.  Ascot  District  Ghis  (Electric  Light- 
ing). 

55.  Derbyshire    and  Nottinghamshire 
Electric  Power. 

56.  Portsmouth  Water. 

57.  West  Yorkshire  Tramways. 

58.  London  County  Council  (General 
Powers). 

59.  London  United  Tramways. 

60.  Twickenham  and  Teddington  Elec- 
tric Supply. 

61.  Watford  Gas. 

62.  Alexandra  (Newport    and    South 
Wales)  Docks  and  Railway. 

63.  Ritz  Hotel,  Limited. 

64.  Wirral     Railway     (Extension    of 
Time. 

65.  Cardiff  Railway. 

66.  Newcastle  -  upon  -  Tyne    Electric 
Supply. 

67.  Baker  Street  and  Waterloo  Rail- 
way. 

68.  Southport  and  Lytham  Tramroad 
(Extension  of  Time). 


69.  Wallasey  Tramways  and  Improve 
ments. 

70.  Western  Valleys  (Monmouthshire) 
Sewerage  Board. 

71.  Edinburgh  Corporation. 

72.  CreditonGas. 

73.  Kent  Electric  Power. 

74.  Truro  Gas. 

75.  Havana     United     Railways     and 
Regla  Warehouses. 

76.  Rochester,  Chatham,  and   Strood 
Gas. 

77.  Folkestone,  Sandgate,  and  Hythe 
Tramways. 

78.  South      Eastern      and      London, 
Chatham,  and  Dover  Railways. 

79.  Bacup  Corporation. 

80.  Cork  City  Railways  and  Works. 

81.  Derby  Gas. 

82.  Middlesex  County  Council  (General 
Powers). 

83.  St.  John's  (Westminster)  Improve- 
ment. 

84.  Todmorden  Corporation. 

85.  Tottenham  and  Edmonton  Gas. 

86.  Macclesfield    and    District  Tram 
ways. 

87.  Poole  Corporation  Water. 

88.  Corporation  of  London  (Blackfrian 
and  other  Bridges). 

89.  London  County   Council    (Tram- 
ways and  Improvements). 

90.  County  of  Durham  Electric  Power 
Supply. 

91.  Great    Northern    (Ireland)     and 
Midland  Railways. 

92.  Nettlebed  and  District  Commons 
^Preservation). 

93.  Shropshire,    Worcestershire,    and 
Staffordshire  Electric  Power. 

94.  Buckhaven,  Methil,  and  Innerieven 
Burgh  Extension. 

95.  London  Squares  and  Enclosures. 

96.  Sutton  District  Water. 

97.  Kingston-upon-Hull  Corporation. 

98.  Pontefract  Corporation. 

99.  Hackney  Electricity. 

100.  Hampstead  Gkirden  Suburb. 

101.  London  County  Council  (Money). 
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*   102.  North  West  London  Eailway. 

103.  St.  Pancras  Electricity. 

104.  South  Lincolnshire  Water. 

105.  South   Wales    Electrical   Power 
Dist^bution  Company. 

106.  Watford  and  Edgware  Railway. 

107.  Lancashire  Electric  Power. 

108.  Bristol  Corporation. 

109.  Lord    Tredegar's     Supplemental 
Estate. 

110.  Bute  (English  and  Welsh)  Estates. 

House  adjourned  at  twentv-five 
iiiinntes  past  Twelve  o  clock 
to  Tuesday,  the  23rd  October, 
at  a  quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Saturday,  ith  August,  1906. 


The  House  met  at  Ten  of  the  Clock. 


PETITIONS. 


Questions, 
FORESHORES. 
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EDUCATION   (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 

BILL. 

Petitions  against ;  From  Aikton ; 
Lon£  Newton ;  Radlett ;  Silloth  in 
Eskdale;  and  Wigton;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

EDUCATION    (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 
BILL  (RELIGIOUS  TEACHING). 

Two  Petitions  from  Frittenden,  against 
iteration  of  Law ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

MUNICIPAL     CORPORATIONS     (ELEC- 
TION  OF  ALDERMEN)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Manchester,  for  altera- 
tion ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


UNIVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)    ACT    1889 

(ORDINANCE). 

Copy  presented,  of  University  Court 
Ordinance  No.  XVIII.  (Edinburgh, 
No.  7)  (Alteration  of  Ordinance,  No.  16, 
of  the  Commissioners  (1889),  Edinburgh, 
No.  1,  Regulations  for  Degrees  in 
Medicine)  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  324.] 


Copy  presented,  of  Treasury  Minute, 
dated  4th  August,  1906,  directing  the 
application  of  moneys  received  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  the  year  ended  31st 
March,  1906,  in  respect  of  the  rights  and 
interests  of  the  Crown  in  the  Foreshores 
of  the  United  Kingdom  [by  Act] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES, 


Postmen's  Wages. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  To  ask 
the  Postmaster-General  if,  for  purposes  of 
comparison,  the  postmaster  of  Belfast 
recently  obtained  statements  of  the  wages 
paid  to  employees  from  the  principal  busi- 
ness houses  in  the  city  ;  and^if  so,  would 
the  Postmaster-General  explain  why  it  was 
stated  by  the  postmaster  of  Belfast, 
before  the  Select  Committee  of  Inquiry 
on  post  office  servants,  that  he  was  not 
aware  such  comparisons  had  been  made. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,) 
The  statement  by  the  postmaster  of 
Belfast  before  the  Select  Committee  was 
perfectly  correct.  He  was  giving  evidence 
about  postmen  only,  and  he  had  made 
no  inquiries  and  obtained  no  information 
for  the  purpose  of  comparison  with  the 
wages  of  postmen. 

Qualifications  of  Telegraphiste. 

Mr.  SLOAN :  To  ask  the  Postmaster- 
General  if  he  will  direct  that  telegraphists 
(male)  at  Belfast  who  are  about  to  be 
tested  in  the  higher  duties  of  their  class, 
with  the  view  of  passing  the  efficiency 
bar,  will  be  afforded  beforehand  proper 
facilities  to  enable  them  to  become 
familiar  with  the  details  of  such  test 
duties,  particularly  with  regard  to 
counter  work,  and  that  before  being 
required  to  take  charge  of  the  counter 
they  will  have  some  experience  of  counter 
work  generally. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton,) 
The  Answer  is  in  the  affinnative. 

Postal  Delivery  of  Circulars. 
Mr.  DU    CROS   (Hastings):   To  ask 
the    Postmaster  -  General    whether,     in 
order  to  prevent  delay  in  the  delivery  of 
302 
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ordinary  correspondence  there  is  any 
rule  limiting  the  number  of  circulars  to 
be  taken  out  with  the  regular  deliveries  ; 
if  so,  what  is  the  number  for  each  walk. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.) 
It  is  the  practice  to  make  special 
deliveries  of  circulars  when  the  regular 
deliveries  would  be  seriously  delayed  if 
they  were  taken  out  with  the  letters; 
but  no  definite  number  has  been  fixed, 
as  the  circumstances  must  necessarily 
vary. 

Imported  Cement. 

Mr,  JOHN  WARD  (Stoke-on-Trent) : 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  can  give  the  number 
of  tons  of  foreign  cement  imported  into 
the  United  Kingdom  in  1905,  and  the 
countries  from  which  such  cement 
came  ;  also  whether  he^  can  give  the 
names  of  the  firms  in  this  country  to 
whom  the  cement  was  consigned,  the 
ports  at  which  it  was  unloved  and 
stored,  and  the  work  upon  which  such 
cement  was  used ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  great  bulk  of  such  imported 
cement  is  retailed  as  British  Portland 
cement;  and  what  action,  if  any,  he 
proposes  to  take  to  protect  the  public 
from  fraud  of  this  character. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Lloyd-George.)  A 
statement  has  been  prepared  and  will  be 
communicated  to  the  hon.  Member 
giving  all  the  information  available  as  to 
the  quantity  of  cement  imported  from 
foreign  countries  into  the  United 
Kingdom  at  the  various  ports  during 
1905.  The  names  of  the  ultimate 
consignees  of  the  cement  cannot  be 
given  as  the  law  only  requires  the  names 
of  the  importers  or  agents  to  be  furnished 
in  the  "entries."  Imported  Portland 
cement  bearing  marks  implying  that  the 

goods  are  of  British  manufacture  would 
be  required  to  have  these  marks  duly 
qualified,  so  as  to  afiford  a  definite  indica- 
tion of  the  country  of  origin,  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
Section  16  of  The  Merchandise  Marks 
Act,  1887.  As  to  retail  sale,  a  false 
trade  description  would  appear  to  be 
applied  if  foreign  Portland  cement  were 
retailed  as  British,  and  it  would  be  open 
to  anyone  aggrieved  to  take  action  imder 
the  Act  referreii  to. 


of  Intermediate  Board.  Irdaad. 
Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  referenee  to 
the  refusal  of  the  Intermediate  EducatioD 
Board  for  Ireland  to  furnish  to  Pariia- 
ment  the  minutes  of  their  meetiDgs, 
whether  the  meetings  of  the  Board  are 
and  must  be  conducted  in  secret ;  if  00^ 
has  the  Board  any  explanation  to  give  of 
the  fact  that,  while  the  minutes  of  itft 
meeting  have  been  denied  to  Parliament,, 
full  information  of  the  nature  of  its 
recent  proceedings  appears  to  have  heesk 
communicated  to  one  of  the  Dabhn 
Unionist  newspapers;  and,  if  the  pfo- 
ceedings  of  the  Board  are  not  necessarily 
secret,  whether  there  is  anything  to  pre- 
vent the  Board  from  publishing  ita 
minutes  and  admitting  representatives  of 
the  Press  to  its  meetings. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Bryoe.)  The 
meetings  of  the  Intermediate  Board  are 
not  open  to  the  public,  and  as  it  is  an 
administrative  Board  it  is  undesirable  that 
they  should  be.  The  Intermediate 
Education  Board  inform  me  that  they  are 
not  aware  that  a  report  of  their  proceed- 
ings has  at  any  time  been  communicated 
to  any  newspaper.  It  would,  therefore^ 
appear  that  any  information  as  to  the 
Board's  proceedings  which  may  have  been 
(as  alleged)  communicated  to  the  pablie 
Jrress  can  only  have  been  so  commoni- 
cated  through  a  breach  of  confidence.  If 
this  has  occurred  there  must  have  been  a 
grave  dereliction  of  duty  on  the  part  of 
the  person  who  has  been  guilty  of  such 
conduct  as  is  alleged  in  the  Question. 
With  regard  to  the  publication  of  the 
minutes  of  the  Board,  I  beg  to  refer  the 
honourable  Member  to  my  reply  to  the 
Question  of  the  honourable  Member  for 
West  Kerry  on  the  31st  ultimo,  in  which 
I  stated  that  the  Board  declined  to  send 
their  minutes,  which  had,  as  they  said^ 
been  always  regarded  as  private  and 
confidential. 

Begnlations  for  Secondaiy  Selioola 

Mr.  YOXALL  (Nottingham,  W.)  :  To 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  £daca> 
tion,  whether,  under  paragngph  8  of  Uie 
Regulations  of  the  Board  for  Seoondarr 
Schools,  a  scholar  may  be  placed  in  the 
coarse  of  one  year  for  certain  sabjecis  and 
in  the  course  of  another  year  for  otker 
subjects,  according  to  the  cliiki  s  capacity, 
or  whether  if  a  child  be  placed   in  or 
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promoted  to  any  special  part  of  the 
course,  he  must  follow  that  course  in  all 
«ubj  'cts. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  BirrelL)  The  usual 
practice  is  for  a  scholar  to  be  placed  in  a 
certain  year's  course  for  all  subjects ;  but 
^  where  circumstances  render  it  expedient, 
or  better  for  the  scholar,  the  method 
referred  to  in  the  first  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion may  be  followed. 

Assistant  Clerks. 
Mr.  J.  P.  NANNETTI  (Dublin, 
College  Green) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  if  he  can  state  the  number 
of  assistant  clerks  (new  class)  employed 
in  each  Gk)vemment  department  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  the  number  of 
promotions  that  have  been  made  to  the 
Second  Division  in  these  offices  since 
assistant  clerks  (new  class)  were 
appointed. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  McKenna) :  It 
would  not  be  possible  without  much  time 
and  trouble  to  inform  the  hon.  Member 
of  the  number  of  assistant  clerks  (new 
class)  employed  severally  in  each  depart- 
ment, although  no  doubt  a  rough 
approximation  could  be  arrived  at  from 
the  Estimates.  I  am,  however,  able  to 
state  in  continuation  of  information 
supplied  in  former  years  that  the  number 
of  appointments  made  to  the  new  class  of 
assistant  clerks  since  that  grade  was 
constituted  is  2,146,  and  that  the  total 
number  promoted  to  the  second  division 
up  to  31st  July,  1906,  is  56. 

Inland  Beyenae—Inspection. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.):  To 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether,  as  there  is  an  experienced  staff 
of  inspectors  for  the  annual  inspection  of 
the  outdoor  branch  of  the  Inland  Eevenue 
service,  he  will  explain  the  object  of  the 
inspection  undertaken  annually  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Inland  Eevenue  Board  ; 
whether  that  official  has  any  experience 
of  the  outdoor  work  of  the  Department, 
and  what  is  the  annual  cost  of  his 
services  in  this  respect. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  McKenna.)  There 
is  no  formal  inspection  by  the  Secretary. 
Prom  time  to  time,  not  every  year,  he 
visits  selected  places.  These  visits 
greatly  conduce,  in  the  opinion  of  the 


Board  of  Inland  Revenue,  to  the  efficiency 
of  the  Department.      The  cost  is  trifling. 

Legislatiye  Council  of  the  Punjab. 

Sir  H.  cotton  (Nottingham,  K): 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  Committee  appointed  to 
consider  the  reorganisation  of  legislative 
councils  in  India  will  take  into  their  con- 
sideration the  case  of  the  legislative 
council  of  the  Punjab,  to  which  the 
privileges  of  interpellation,  or  of  discus- 
sing the  Budget,  or  of  any  form  of 
popular  representation,  have  not  yet  been 
extended. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secfietary  Morley.) 
I  am  not  yet  in  a  position  to  answer  thif 
Question. 

Eegistration  of  Title,  County  Cork 

Mr,  FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  doubts  have 
been  thrown  on  the  qualifications  and 
validity  of  appointment  of  the  local  regis- 
tration of  title  for  county  Cork  under  The 
Local  Registration  of  Title  (Ireland)  Act, 
1891 ;  will  he  say  if  fees  are  collected 
from  applicants  for  registration  of  their 
titles  and  from  transferees  of  charges  on 
registerea  land  in  respect  of  transfers; 
are  these  fees  collected  in  cash  or  by 
means  of  stamps,  and  to  what  account 
are  they  paid;  under  what  authority, 
statutory  or  otherwise,  are  these  fees 
collectea,  and  by  whom;  and  is  their 
collection  with  the  approval  of  the  Irish 
Government. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Bryce.)  I  beg  to 
refer  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  the 
Answer  given  by  the  Attorney-General 
for  Ireland  to  his  Question  on  this  subject 
on  Thursday  last.  That  Answer  details 
the  statutory  authority  under  which  fees 
are  collected.  The  approval  of  the 
Government  to  their  collection  is  not 
necessary. 

Tarbert  Process  Server. 

Mr.  flavin  (Kerry,  N.):  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretaiy  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  Captain  Robert  Leslie,  D.L.,  Tarbert, 
county  Kerry,  and  his  solicitor,  Mr. 
Thomas  Windle,  compelled  with  threats 
of  instant  dismissal  the  process  server  of 
Tarbert  to  serve  notices  to  quit  on  some 


1799 


Questiofis. 


{COMMONS} 


Quesiions, 


1800 


town  tenants  of  Capiain  Leslie,  and  that 
as  a  result  the  civil  bill  officer  has  left  the 
country  rather  than  serve  any  more 
such  notices ;  and  will  he  say  if  it  is  part 
of  the  duty  of  a  civil  bill  officer  to  serve 
such  notices  for  a  landlord  or  his  solicitor ; 
and,  if  not,  will  any  notice  be  taken  of 
this  conduct  on  the  part  of  a  magistrate 
and  a  solicitor. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Bryce,)  I  am  infor- 
med that  Michael  Manfi;an,  process  and 
summons  server,  Tarbert,  failed  to 
appear  at  last  Listowel  quarter  sessions, 
that  he  had  neglected  to  serve 
several  processes,  and  had  been  fined 
at  the  previous  quarter  sessions  for 
neglect  of  duty.  I  am  further  informed 
that  it  is  not  the  fact  that  Mangan  was 
threatened  by  either  Captain  Leslie  or 
Mr.  Windle.  I  am  advised  r,that  it  is  no 
part  of  the  duty  of  a  civil  bill  officer  to 
serve  notices  to  quit.  In  any  event  civil 
bill  officers  are  under  the  control  of  the 
County  Court  Judge  and  not  of  the 
Executive  Government. 

Case  of  War  Office  Clerks. 

Mr.  flavin  :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  whether  he  will  state 
what  steps  have  been  taken  to  test  the 
accuracy  of  the  Official  Minutes  in  the 
War  Office  Files  Nos.  74705  and  74706, 
dated  respectively  17th  and  20th  April 
1899  and  17th  March  1900  ;  and  whether 
the  money  involved,  of  which  the  three 
established  Civil  Service  clerks  concerned 
were  deprived,  as  stated  on  16th  June 
1904,  can  now  be  pubbcly  inquired  into. 

(Anstvered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Haldane,) 
The  cases  of  these  three  clerks  have  been 
fully  considered  by  my  predecessors,  and 
I  am  not  prepared  to  re-open  them. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


Turbines  for  Torpedo  Boat  Destroyers. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Blackpool) 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  how  many  of  the  torpedo 
l)oat  destroyers  included  in  this  year's 
Estimates  will  be  fitted  with  turbine 
machinery ;  and  whether  any  provision 
will  be  made  on  those  vessels  for  opening 
the  turbine  cases  while  at  sea  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  repairs. 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr.  Edmund  Robertson,  Dun- 
dee) :   All  the  destroyers  included  in  this 


year's  programme  of  new  conatmctioa 
will  be  fitted  with  turbines.  The  details 
of  the  designs  are  still  under  consideratioiL 

Mr.  ASHLEY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  what  provision 
of  artisans  and  machinery  will  be  made 
on  foreign  stations  for  carrying  out 
serious  repairs  to  turbines. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  :  This 
question  is  occupying  the  attention  of  the 
Admiralty,  and  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
make  any  statement  at  present. 

Bush  Ooastgnard  Statioiis—Bight  of  Waj. 
Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  fact  that  on  Thursday  the  26th  July 
last,  an  inhabitant  of  Rush,  county 
Dublin,  was  prevented  by  several  men  of 
the  coastguutl  station  at  that  place  from 
going  through  a  passway  which,  though 
it  has  a  gate  at  either  end,  has  been  open 
to  the  public  for  thirty-two  years  without 
restriction,  and  is,  in  fact,  the  only  direct 
way  of  getting  to  the  beach  from  one 
side  of  the  town  of  Rush  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr.  Walsh,  in  the  effort  to 
prevent  him  from  going  through  the 
passway  mentioned,  was  violently 
assaulted  and  dragged  along  the  ground 
for  a  considerable  distance,  with  the 
result  that  he  has  been  obliged  to  go 
under  the  care  of  a  local  medical  doctor ; 
will  he  say  why  this  attempt  was  made, 
after  thirty-two  years,  to  shut  out  the 
public  from  access  to  the  beach  at  Rash 
through  the  passage  mentioned ;  and 
what  action  the  Gk)vemment  propose  to 
take  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  :  lam 
making  inquiries  in  regard  to  this  inci- 
dent, and  will  communicate  the  result  to 
the  hon.  Member  in  due  course. 

The  Lance. 
Mr.   ASHLEY:     I    beg  to  ask  the 

Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  it  is  in- 
tended to  permit  lancer  regiments  to 
resume  the  lance  as  a  complement  to 
their  present  service  equipment. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  Haldane,  Haddington) :  The 
instructions  laid  down  in  Army  Order  39 
of  March  1903  with  regaird  to  the  use  of 
the  lance  are  still  in  force  but  they  are 
under  consideration. 
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Cimrch  of  England  in  Natal. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
revenues  of  the  Church  of  England  in 
Natal  have  been  locked  up  for  years, 
unable  to  be  used  by  the  curators  because 
there  is  no  Bishop  of  Natal ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  refusal  of  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury  to  consecrate  a  bishop,  he 
propoBes  to  take  any  action  in  the  matter. 

The  under. SECRETARYof 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
Churchill,  Manchester,  N.W.) :  It  is 
not  proposed  to  take  any  action  in  the 
matter. 

Tilonke*8  Case. 

Mr.  J.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD 
(Leicester) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  His  Majesty's  Government 
has  had  any  information  from  the 
Natal  Gk)vernment  stating  why  Tilonke 
is  being  tried  by  court-martial, 
although  he  was  not  taken  in  the 
field ;  why  his  counsel  has  been  refused 
an  adequate  time  to  prepare  for 
his  defence ;  why  no  representatives  of 
the  public  are  allowed  to  be  present  at 
the  trial;  and  whether  His  Majesty's 
Covemment  has  made  representations  to 
the  Natal  Government  pointing  out  that 
such  trials  are  not  in  accordance  with  the 
promises  made  to  this  House. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  I  regret  to  say 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  not  received 
any  information  from  the  Natal  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject. 

Germany  and  Abyssinia. 

Mr.  ASHLEY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  the  commercial  Treaty  recently 
concluded  between  Germany  and  Abys- 
sinia, exempts  German  subjects  in 
Abyssinia  from  the  jurisdiction  of  native 
Abyssinian  Courts  and  places  them  under 
German  Consular  jurisdiction;  whether 
English  subjects  are  subject  to  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Abyssinian  Courts ;  and,  if 
80,  whether  he  proposes  to  take  any  steps 
lo  obtain  for  English  subjects  the  same 
privilege  which  German  subjects  now 
enjoy. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
FOREIGN    AFFAIRS    (Sir    Edward 


Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick) :  The 
Answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question 
is  in  the  negative.  No  arrangements  have 
been  made  for  exempting  the  subjects  of 
any  foreign  Power  from  the  jurisdiction 
of  these  Courts. 

Income  Tax  on  Foreign  Trades. 
iMr.  ASHLEY:  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  decision 
of  t/he  House  of  Lords  to  the  effect  that 
companies  whose  office  is  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  whose  property  is  situated 
in  foreign  countries  or  in  other  parts  of 
the  B  itish  Empire,  are  liable  to  pay 
Income  Tax  in  this  country  as  wolf  cs 
where  their  property  is  situated ;  whether 
he  has  considered  the  probable  loss  of 
business  to  this  country  which  this 
decision  may  entail;  and  whether  he 
proposes  to  take  any  steps  in  the 
matter. 

The  CHANCFXLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  ASQUITH,  Fifeshire,  K) : 
The  decision  in  question  laid  down  no  new 
principle,  and  was  in  accordance  with 
the  current  of  authority  for  the  last 
thirty  years.  The  Question  which  arose, 
and  which  was  anwered  in  the  affirmative, 
was,  whether,  upon  the  facts  stated,  the 
company  was  "  resident "  within  i  he 
United  Kingdom  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Income  Tax  Acts.  I  see  no  reason  to 
think  that  this  judgment,  which  involves 
no  alteration  in  the  existing  law  and 
practice,  will  produce  injurious  eflTects ; 
and  I  do  not  propose  to  take  any  steps 
in  the  matter. 

Imports  of  Cement. 

Mr.  J.  WARD  (Stoke-on-Trent):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  he  can  give 
the  number  of  tons  of  foreign  cement 
imported  into  the  United  Kingdom 
in  1905,  and  the  countries  from  which 
such  cement  came ;  also  whether  be 
can  give  the  names  of  the  firms  in 
this  country  to  whom  the  cement  was 
consigned,  the  ports  at  which  it  was 
unloaded  and  stored,  and  the  work  upon 
which  such  cement  was  used ;  whether 
he  is  aware  th  it  the  great  bulk  of  such 
imported  cement  is  retailed  as  British 
Portland  cement;  and  what  action,  if 
any,  he  proposes  to  take  to  protect  the 
public  from  fraud  of  this  character. 
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The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Mr.  Lloyd-George,  Carnarvon 
Boroughs) :  A  statement  has  been  pre- 
pared and  will  be  communicated  to  the 
non.  Member  giving  all  the  information 
available  as  to  the  quantity  of  cement 
imported  from  foreign  countries  into 
the  United  Kingdom  at  the  various  ports 
during  1905.  The  names  of  the  ultimate 
consignees  of  the  cement  cannot  be  given 
as  the  law  only  requires  the  names  of 
the  importers  or  agents  to  be  furnished 
in  the  "entries."  Imported  Portland 
cement  bearing  marks  impljdng  that 
the  goods  are  of  British  manufacture 
would  be  required  to  have  these  marks 
duly  qualified,  so  as  to  afford  a  defiinite 
indication  of  the  country  of  origin,  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
Section  16  of  the  Merchandise  Marks 
Act,  1887.  As  to  retail  sale,  a  false 
trade  description  would  appeai:  to  be 
applied  if  foreign  Portland  cement  were 
retailed  as  British,  and  it  would  be  open 
to  anyone  aggrieved  to  take  action  under 
the  Act  referred  to. 

London  Water  Supply. 
Mr.  ASHLEY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Gk)vernment 
Board  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  statement  of  Sir  Alexander 
Binnie  that  the  River  Thames  and  Lea, 
from  which  the  drinking  water  of  London 
is  drawn,  receive  above  the  waterworks 
intakes  the  more  or  less  clarified  sewage 
of  1,000,000  persons  in  the  case  of  the 
Thames  and  about  250,000  in  the  case 
of  the  Lea,  and  that  the  late  Sir  George 
Buchanan,  principal  medical  officer  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  stated  that 
the  drinking  of  such  contaminated  water 
ultimately  results  in  death  and  disease  to 
the  consumers;  and  whether  it  is  pro- 
posed to  take  any  steps  to  secure  a  purer 
water  supply  for  London. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  John 
Burns,  Battersea) :  I  have  seen  the 
statement  made  by  Sir  Alexander  Binnie. 
I  am  informed  that  the  whole  question  of 
the  adequacy  of  the  works  of  the  Water 
Board  and  existing  sources  to  deal  with 
the  present  and  future  population  of 
the  water  area  is  now  under  the  con- 
sideration of  a  Committee  of  that  Board. 

Kinder  Beserroir,  Derbyshire. 
Mr.    J.    WARD :    I   beg   to  ask  the 
President    of    the    Local    Government 


Board  whether  he  has  received  any  reply 
from  the  Stockport  Corporation  with 
reference  to  the  stoppage  of  work  at  the 
Kinder  Reservoir,  Derbyshire  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  can  state  the  terms  of  the 


same. 


Mr.  JOBTNT  burns  :  I  have  received 
a  reply  from  which  it  appears  that  the 
work  at  the  reservoir  has  not  been 
stopped  altogether,  and  that  portions  of 
it  are  being  proceeded  with  at  the  present 
time,  but  that  owing  to  difficulties  with 
regard  to  the  foundation  of  the  dam, 
part  of  the  work  has  been  suspended. 
It  further  appears  that  the  largest  number 
of  persons  at  any  time  employed  on  the 
work  was  321  in  August,  1905.  The 
number  at  present  employed  is  twenty- 
five.  It  became  necessary  for  a  large 
number  of  the  men  to  find  other  employ- 
ment, but,  so  far  as  can  be  ascertained, 
at  present  only  one  man  of  those  formerly 
employed  is  without  work.  Almost  aU 
the  married  men  found  employment  on 
another  work  in  the  neighbourhood  which 
is  being  executed  for  the  corporation, 
others  have  gone  to  the  Derwent  Valley 
Water  Works,  and  others  to  Grarston, 
where  a  new  dock  is  being  made.  It  is 
stated  that  there  was  at  one  time  a 
little  distress,  but  that  this  was  relieved 
out  of  funds  at  the  disposal  of  the  Work- 
men's Institute  which  is  assisted  by  the 
corporation.  So  far  as  can  be  ascertained 
there  is  no  distress  now. 


STREET  BETTING  BILL  [Lords], 
As  amended,  to  be  printed.     [Bill  34  3.] 


CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


ADJOURNMENT  (AUTUMN  SITTING). 
Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed : 
"  That  this  House  at  its  rising  to-daj 
do  adjourn  until  Tuesday,  Octobcur 
23rd  next,  and  that  for  the  remainder 
of  the  session  Government  bosineas 
have  precedence  at  every  sitting,  and  at 
the  conclusion  of  Government  bnsineds 
on  each  day  Mr.  Speaker  do  adjourn  t^e 
House  without  question  put."— (Sir  -ff. 
CampheU-Bannerman.) 

Mr.  murphy  (Kerry,  E.)  said  he 
desired  to  raise  several  questions  dealing 
with    educational    matters    in    Ireland. 
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He  oomplained  firstly  of  the  action  taken  |  Murphy)  knew  all  about  the  conditions 
by  Dr.  Starkie,  head  of  the  Irish  Educa- '  under  which    boys    had  to  attend  the 


tion  Board,  in  the  course  of  public 
speeches,  in  attacking  the  clerical  man- 
agers of  the  elementary  schools.  As  far  as 
he  himself  and  those  for  whom  he  spoke 
were  concerned  they  had  no  doubt 
whatever  that  Dr.  Starkie  might 
be  a  very  clever  and  highly  edu- 
cated gentleman;  they  had  nothing 
to  say  against  him  personally,  but  they 
did  complain  of  the  way  he  administered 
educational  affairs  in  Ireland.  He  an- 
tagonised himself  and  put  himsell  in 
opposition  to  the  best  educated  and 
most  powerful  force  in  Ireland,  viz., 
the  Catholic  school  managers.  What 
would  be  thought  of  the  official  head  of 
the  Education  Department  in  England 
if  that  official  went  round  making 
speeches  attacking  the  clerical  managers 
of  elementary  schools  ?  He  would  not 
be  allowed  to  do  it.  He  thought 
Dr.  Starkie  should  be  restrained ;  he 
should .  be  put  into  another  sphere  for 
the  exercise  of  his  great  ability  and 
power  of  administration.  It  was  not 
the  cleverest  men  who  were  always  the 
best,  and  certainly  when  anyone  in 
Ireland  or  elsewhere  set  himself  in 
opposition  to  great  public  opinion  as 
represented  by  the  Catholic  school 
managers,  he  had  very  little  chance  of 
dealii^  with  matters  in  a  satisfactory 
manner.  He  and  other  Members  had 
argued  the  question  in  reference  to  the 
need  of  reform  and  improvement 
in  the  educational  affairs  of  Ireland, 
and  he  believed  he  was  right  when  he 
said  that  the  present  Chief  Secretary  and 
the  Attorney-General  were  in  agreement 
that  things  were  unsatisfactory  and  in 
need  of  reform.  With  such  affinity 
of  feeling  one  might  expect  that  some- 
thing would  be  done,  but  they  had 
been  told  by  the  Prime  Minister  that 
there  was  little  hope  of  dealing  with  the 
question  in  the  Autumn  sitting.  There 
were  some  14,000  teachers  affected  by  the 
pres3nt  position  of  things  in  Ireland.  It 
was  impossible  to  have  a  prosperous 
country  if  its  primary  education  was 
neglected  and  left  in  the  present  ruinous 
condition  of  such  education  in  Ireland. 
He  would  suggest  that  the  Attorney- 
(General  might  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  direct  his  attention  to  this  question 
during    the    coming    recess.     He    (Mr. 


elementary  schools  and  of  the  little 
opportunity  given  them  to  make  head- 
way. A  little  expenditure  upon  these 
schools  would  make  their  condition 
more  suitable  for  educational  purposes, 
and  would  give  the  poor  children  who 
had  to  attend  them  clean  and  well 
furnished  rooms.  He  hoped  also  some 
provision  might  be  made  for  a  new  supply 
of  books.  Another  matter  he  wished 
to  bring  before  the  notice  of  the  House 
was  that  of  the  civil  rights  of  teachers. 
He  was  informed  that  there  was  scarcely 
a  county  in  England  where  the  teachers 
were  not  allowed  to  enter  into  public  life. 
In  Ireland,  however,  every  restriction 
was  placed  upon  the  teacher,  and  the 
result  was  that  they  were  practically 
slaves  at  the  mercy  of  the  PubUc  Depart- 
ment. Under  such  conditions  they  could 
not  educate  the  children  to  become  self 
reliant  and  self-respecting  men.  He  hoped 
reforms  would  be  immediatelv  secured 
in  this  direction.  Also,  he  hoped  that 
the  question  of  the  salaries  and  pensions 
of  teachers  would  be  considered.  It 
was  because  he  took  a  deep  interest  in 
primary  education  that  he  had  taken 
the  present  opportunity  of  referring 
to  these  matters,  and  he  hoped  the 
Attomey-Greneral,  who  had  always 
shown  the  greatest  courtesy,  would  make 
it  his  business  to  represent  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  the  Department  that  there 
was  a  very  strong  feeling  in  Ireland  with 
regard  to  primary  education,  and  that 
such  a  state  of  affairs  as  at  present 
existed  could  not  be  tolerated  much 
longer. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.)  also  called 
attention  to  grievances  in  regard  to 
Irish  education,  and  especially  to  the 
case  of  a  National  school  teacher  who  was 
dismissed  without  just  cause  by  the 
school  manager  and  was  only  able  to 
secure  a  reversal  of  the  decision  by  reason 
of  the  fact  that  the  Board  in  Ireland,  by 
the  referees,  were  able  to  hold  an  inquiry 
into  the  facts.  He  complained  further 
that  the  Intermediate  Board  and  the 
National  Commissioners  were  not  duly 
responsible  to  this  House,  and  that 
there  was  often  undue  delav  in  the 
payment  of  teachers'  salaries.  The 
Irish    Administration    at    the    present 
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time  was  a  fraud  and  a  wanton.  There 
were  forty-one  Boards  in  Ireland  spending 
money  over  which  this  Parliament  had 
no  control.  [An  Hon.  Member  :  Try 
Home  Kule.]  There  were  millions  of 
money  expended  of  which  Parliament, 
although  it  had  to  vote  the  cash,  had 
no  control  of  the  spending.  That  was  a 
state  of  affairs  which  if  not  promptly 
remedied  by  the  present  Government 
would  have  to  be  dealt  with  by  another 
Government  which  would  have  to  be 
substituted  for  the  present  one. 

The  attorney-general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Cherry,  Liverpool, 
Exchange)  apologised  for  the  absence 
of  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  hoped  that, 
considering  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
laborious  week,  the  House  would  excuse 
him.  Hon.  Members  from  Ireland  would 
remember  in  an  especial  degree  the 
amoimt  of  trouble  and  anxietv  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  through 
in  connection  with  the  Labourers  BUI, 
which  in  a  few  minutes  would  receive 
the  royal  assent.  Everybody  would 
agree  that  the  Government  had  done 
an  act  which  would  certainly  conduce  to 
the  increased  prosperity  of  a  great  mass 
of  the  Irish  people  in  securing  that  the 
measure  should  be  passed  into  law 
before  the  adjournment  for  the  summer 
recess.  Everyone  concerned  in  Irish 
administration  would  admit  the  extreme 
importance  of  the  questions  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Kerry  and  the 
pressing  call  there  was  for  legislating  on 
them.  But  they  could  hot  do  everything 
at  once,  and  the  Government  would  not 
have  been  expected  during  the  course  of 
the  present  session  to  deal  with  such  a 
thorny  question  as  Irish  primary  educa- 
tion while  they  were  passing  the 
Labourers  Bill  through  the  House. 
Primary  education  had  been  neglected 
in  a  shameful  manner  in  the  past.  It 
called  for  action  so  soon  as  the  House 
could  possibly  take  it.  He  lamented 
that  the  funds  which  ought  to  have  been 
devoted  to  primary  education  corres- 
ponding to  the  funds  devoted  in 
England  to  that  purpose  had  been 
diverted  and  applied  in  other  directions. 
That  was  one  of  the  most  regret- 
table circumstances  connected  with 
the  late  administration  of  Ireland.  Thev 
were  face  to  face  with  a  great  financial 

Mr,  Sloan, 


difficulty.  If  the  position  of  primary 
education  was  to  be  improved  and 
the  schools  were  to  be  properly  equipped, 
the  teachers  properly  paid  and  the 
pupils  given  proper  education,  it  would 
need  the  expenditure  of  a  large  sum  of 
money.  [Griea  of  ''The  development 
grant."]  That  grant  had  already  been 
assigned  to  so  many  subjects  that  be 
doubted  whether  anv  sum  would  be 
available  from  that  grant  for  this  par- 
ticular purpose. 

Mr.  SLOAN :  Assign  it  to  the  origintl 
purpose  for  which  it  was  intended. 

Mr.  CHEBRT  said  he  could  not  make 
a  complete  change  at  once.  The  Govern- 
ment would  by  some  way  or  anotho- 
secure  sufficient  funds  for  primary  educa- 
tion. Every  member  of  the  Grovemmoit 
regarded  the  matter  as  being  of  as  much 
importance  in  Ireland  as  in  Eng- 
land, and  it  must  be  dealt  with.  As  to 
Dr.  Starkie,  he  did  not  propose  to  ent«r 
into  details  of  that  question.  The  h(m. 
Member  would  himself  recognise  what 
a  very  great  difficulty  every  permanent 
official  was  placed  in  owing  to  the  traua- 
tional  stage  of  Irish  administiatioiL 
Irish  administration  in  the  past  had 
been  in  an  unsatisfactory  condition. 
The  present  Government  hoped  to  make 
a  change  in  that,  and  it  was  one  of  their 
most  earnest  hopes  that  in  the  course 
of  next  session  or  some  future  sessum 
the  administration  of  Ireland  wonU 
be  brought  into  closer  coimection  with 
the  people  of  Ireland.  He  was  glad  to 
hear  that  the  h(m.  Member  for  Soatli 
Belfast  welcomed  those  changes. 

Mr.  SLOAN  :    What  changes  1 

Mr.  CHERRY:  In  the  administra- 
tive boards. 

Mr.  SLOAN :  Yes,  I  should  welcome 
changes  in  the'administrative  boards, 
but  it  must  not^be  assumed  that  I  shall 
welcome  the  changes  suggested  by  the 
Government. 

Mr.  JOHN 'O'CONNOR:  The  leo- 
pard cannot  change  his  spots. 

Mr.  CHERRY  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's   speech    would    be    remembered 
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in  the  future,  and  add  to  the  favour  in 
which  the  proposals  would  be  received 
by  the  House.  He  accepted  it  as  an 
indication  of  the  spirit  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  would  act,  and  hoped  it  would 
be  adopted  by  other  Members  who  sat 
for  Ulster  constituencies,  although  he 
could  not  say  he  had  much  confidence 
as  to  that.  Mention  had  been  made  of 
the  Intermediate  Board,  and  complaints 
were  made  that  it  was  not  responsible 
to  this  House.  Correspondence  on  that 
subject  had  been  going  on  between  the 
Board  and  the  Crovemment,  and  it  would 
be  seen  when  that  correspondence  was 
published  that  the  Government  had 
been  asserting  most  strenously,  and 
would  continue  to  assert,  that  the  Board 
was  responsible  to  the  House.  Until 
the  Intermediate  Board  and  all  the 
other  Boards  were  made  lesponsible 
to  this  House  they  would  not  have 
good  government  in  Ireland.  It  was 
essential  that  the  administration  of  any 
country  should  be  under  the  control 
of  the  renresentative  bod  v. 

Mr.  MACKARNE8S  (Berkshire,  New- 
bury) referred  to  one  or  two  aspects 
of  the  proposed  grant  of  self-government 
to  the  Transvaal.  On  the  general 
character  of  that  grant  of  self-govern- 
ment he  heartily  congratulated  Ministers. 
The  new  Constitution  had  the  great 
merit  of  being  based  upon  trust  of  the 
brave  people  who  fought  against  us  in- 
stead of  the  distrust  which  marked  the 
Constitution  proposed  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment, and  he  was  convinced  that  no 
measure  which  was  not  based  upon 
trust  would  ever  succeed.  He  passed 
over  the  objection  to  the  second 
Chamber,  which  was  only  provisional 
and  temporary,  but  the  withholding  of 
any  grant  of  responsible  government 
to  the  Orange  River  Colony  was  more 
serious.  Manv  Members  on  the  Minis- 
terial  side  were  highly  pleased  with 
the  attitude  of  the  Government  on 
the  Chinese  labour  question,  and 
welcomed  the  declaration  that  they 
would  not  tolerate  when  self-govern- 
ment was  introduced  any  kmd  of 
labour  which  was  accompamed  by  servile 
conditions.  It  was  welcome  because 
it  showed  the  Government  had  resumed 
that  attitude  towards  freedom  of  all 
labour  which  was  abandoned  by  the  late 


Government.  It  was  also  satisfactory 
as  showing  that  the  Government  would 
encourage  white  labour  in  the  mines  and 
throw  open  to  responsible  reputable 
persons  the  power  to  recruit  our  own 
black  subjects  to  take  part  in  the  working 
of  the  mines.  But  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  imder  the  proposed  policy  in 
the  Transvaal  the  existing  state  of 
things  in  relation  to  the  employment  of 
Chinese  labour  in  the  mines  would 
continue  for  some  years  unless  strin- 
gent measures  were  taken.  The  record  of 
murders  and  outrages  committed  by  the 
coolies  was  appalling,  and  by  the  herding 
together  of  50,000  Chinese  of  the  lowest 
class  without  women  a  horrible  moral 
cancer  had  been  introduced  into  our 
new  colony,  and  the  population  and 
settlers  in  the  Transvaal  were  becoming 
habituated  to  practices  that  had  always 
been  held  in  deepest  detestation  by  our 
race.  He  earnestly  pressed  upon  the 
Government  that  instead  of  waiting,  they 
should  make  every  eftort  to  hasten  the 
repatriation  of  the  Chinese,  and,  as 
far  as  it  was  possible,  to  obtain  withdrawal 
of  Ucences.  Instead  of  allowing  5,000 
more  Chmese  to  come  in  and  adding  to 
the  gravity  of  the  situation,  they  should 
extend  the  admirable  policy  which  they 
had  begun,  and  persuade  certain  mine- 
owners  to  withdraw  the  licences  and  begin 
at  once  a  gradual  system  of  repatriation  of 
this  class  who  could  not  be  allowed 
to  remain  in  South  Africa  without 
contaminating  the  public  life  and  purity 
of  the  Colony.  He  held  that  the  whole 
policy  of  the  war  in  the  Transvaal  was  a 
gross  wrong  to  the  people  of  the  Trans- 
vaal, but  it  was  still  more  wrong  to 
introduce  mto  that  Colony  this  terrible 
moral  cancer.  He  therefore  appealed 
to  the  Prime  Minister  to  press  on  the 
policy  of  repatriation. 

Mr.  FIENNES  (Oxfordshire,  Banbury) 
said  he  had  had  no  intention  of  speaking 
on  this  or  any  other  question  to-day,  but 
having  listened  to  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  and  because  recently  he 
had  felt  compelled  to  vote  against  his 
Party  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  on 
this  question.  He  had  formed  his 
opinion  on  the  Chinese  question  from 
letters  received  from  South  Africa,  from 
men  who  were  in  his  Yeomanry  regiment 
and  who  were  now  working  in  the  mines ; 
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men  who  though  they  disliked  the 
principle  of  Chinese  labour  said  the  only 
way  in  which  work  could  be  provided 
for  the  many  white  men  starving  in  the 
streets  at  that  time  was  to  have  more 
Chinese  labour.  There  always  was  a 
great  scarcity  of  natives  labour  in  the 
mines  even  before  the  war.  There 
were  now  50,000  Chinese  on  the  Rand. 
Those  50,000  were  finding  work  for 
6,000  white  men,  and  unless  a  substitute 
was  found  for  those  50,000  Chinese  the 
position  of  the  6,000  white  men  would  be 
jeopardised.  He  would  be  only  too  glad  to 
see  50,000  white  men  take  their  place  ; 
he  would  be  only  too  glad  to  see  the 
experiment  of  Mr.  Creswell  carried  to 
successful  issue,  but  at  the  same  time 
if  that  could  not  be  done  substitutes 
for  these  50,000  Chinese  must  be 
found.  Until  they  could  find  thrse 
substitutes  they  would  be  running 
the  risk  of  throwing  out  of  work  6,000 
white  miners,  which  would  mean  a  loss 
of  four  seats.  Where,  then,  would  be 
our  British  supremacy  ?  He  would  like 
to  know  the  opinion  of  the  Ridgeway 
Committee  on  the  Chinese  labour  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  was  understood  to 
say  that  there  was  no  allusion  to  Chinese 
labour  in  the  Report  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  PIENNES  understood,  that,  but 
there  were  such  things  as  lobby  rumours, 
and  although  he  had  no  ground  for  his 
suggestion  he  would  be  glad  to  hear 
what  any  of  the  members  of  that  Com- 
mittee had  to  sayupon  the  labour  question. 
So  long  as  the  Boers  continued  through 
their  leaders  to  make  violent  speeches 
and  to  sow  sedition  as  they  had  done, 
it  was  dangerous  to  give  them  a  con- 
stitution. It  it  were  true  that  the 
Boers  before  the  war  wished  to  drive 
us  into  the  sea — he  did  not  think  it  was 
true,  but  at  all  events  it  was  one  of  the 
pretences  on  which  we  went  to  war — 
then  ten  thousand  times  more  had  the 
Boers  got  a  reason  now  for  wishing  to 
drive  us  out  of  South  Africa.  He  hoped 
and  trusted  with  all  his  heart  that  we 
might  be  able  to  unite  with  the  Boer 
nation,  who  proved  so  gallant  a  foe, 
and  he  believed  there  were  some  who 
wished  to  be  loyal  to  the  British  Crown, 
and  who  looked  forward  to  the  time  when 

Mr,  Fiennes, 


they  would  be  part  of  the  great  £mpire 
which,  he  thought,  they  on  the  MinistenAl 
side  had  as  much  reason  to  be  proad 
of  Bs  hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House. 

♦Mr.  R££S  (Montgomery  Boroughs) 
said  his  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
Bamsley,  who  was  unable  to  be  preacnt 
to-day,  on  Thursday  last  called 
attention  to  the  failure  of  the  Chinese 
Government  to  carry  out  the  Mackay 
Treaty,  to  the  necessity  for  further 
development  of  China  by  British  con- 
cessions, and  to  the  adniinistration 
of  the  customs.  To  the  last  mentioned 
matter  he  himself  called  attention  oii 
his  own  behalf,  and  on  behalf  of  his  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Montgomeryshire, 
who  was  imavoidably  absent.  The 
Secretary  of  State's  answer  to  a  question 
he  put  yesterday  disposed  for  the  present 
of  this  matter,  but  he  should  be  grateful 
if  he  could  give  any  reply  in  other  respects 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bamsley,  as  it  was  regarded  by  his  hon. 
friends  and  himself,  and  by  all  interested 
in  the  China  trade,  of  paramount  import- 
ance that  the  customs  should  remain 
as  before  under  European  control  and 
supervision.  An  imperial  decree  to  this 
effect  not  only  containing  the  conven- 
tional and  meaningless  ending,  '*  trem- 
blingly obey,"  but  also  the  intention  that 
it  should  be  obeyed,  would  appear  to  be 
the  necessary  cure  for  the  present  situa- 
tion. He  should  be  grateful  to  the  rigbt 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  would  give  the  Hoiwe 
any  information  regarding  the  so-called 
Baghdad  Railway  project,  a  name  whieh 
concealed  rather  than  illustrated  the 
immense  importance  of  the  scheme,  whicli 
the  representative  of  the  Foreign  OflSw 
in  another  place  justly  described  as  one 
of  the  greatest  questions  of  our  time, 
of  similar  character,  and  of  eqnal 
moment  to,  the  Suez  Canal.  He  had 
endeavoured  to  show  that  His  Majesty's 
€k)vemment  formally  consented  in 
December,  1905,  to  allow  the  Turks  to 
include  military  expenditure  in  tbe 
Macedonian  Budget  on  the  condition 
that  the  deficit,  if  any,  should  be  sup- 
plied by  drafts  of  the  Ministry  of  Pinanoe 
on  the  existing  customs  duties;  tiut 
there  was  an  annual  deficit  of  £600,000 
caused  by  military  expenditure,  which 
was  being  met  from  existing  customs; 
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sknd  that    it  was  as   clear  as  daylight 
t^hat  if  they  consented  to  the  extra  3  per 
cent,  customs  duty  they  would  liberate 
more  than  a  sufficient  sum  to  pay  the 
interest   on    capital,    more    than    suffi- 
cient to  carry  the  railway  through  the 
Taurus  range,   into  the    Mesopotamian 
plain,  whence  the  descent  to  the  Persian 
Gulf    was    easy    and   inexpensive.    We 
were  absolutely  bound  to  participate  in 
the    whole    scheme    under    some    inter- 
national arrangement  and  to  have  politi- 
cal control  of  the  Qulf  section,  under  pain 
of  losing  our  commercial   and  political 
position  in  Turkey,  Persia,  and  th.e  Gulf, 
of  having  the  flank  turned  of  our  Indian 
North- West  frontier,  and  of  seeing  our 
commanding  position  in  the  Middle  East 
seriously  compromised,  if  not  destroyed. 
He  had  endeavoured  to  show,  among  other 
things,   that  no  considerations  affecting 
Macedonia,    the    possession    of  another 
independent  Power,  for  which  we  were 
not  responsible,  and  which  it  was  doubtful 
if   we  could  benefit,  could  justify  our 
consenting  to  the  increase  of  3  per  cent., 
except  upon  the  clearest  and  most  satis- 
factory guarantees  for  our  participation 
in  the  proposed  new  avenue  of  approach 
to  the  Persian  and  Arabian  Qulfs  and 
the  Indian  waters.    If  the  right    hon. 
Grentleman  considered  it  unwise  to  en- 
lighten the  House  as  to  the  situation, 
he  did  not  ask  for  any  revelations,  but  it 
would   be  a  comfort   to  know  that  he 
rightly  appreciated,  as  he  was  sure  he 
did,  the  true  proportions  of  the   Mace- 
donian question,  and  the  Baghdad  Rail- 
way, the  former  of  which  related  to  the 
well-being   of   a   population,    sympathy 
with  which   should  not  blind  us  to  the 
political  and  commercial  necessities  of 
the     situation    as    regarded    our     own 
people.       There      was,     indeed,     little 
reason     to    believe    that    the    increase, 
if  sanctioned,  would  really  benefit  the 
people  of  Macedonia.    Another  subject 
he  was  concerned  about  was  that  of  the 
British  Indians  in  the  Transvaal.     The 
Government,  he  knew,  had  no  power  to 
coerce,  and  he  was  the  last  man  in  the 
House  to  wish  to  coerce  Colonial  ad- 
ministrations.    But     certain     speeches, 
epithets,    and    opinions,    of    individual 
Members,   from    which    he    profoundly 
differed,  and  which  he  deeply  deplored, 
had  found  their  way   to  South   Africa 
where    they    occasioned     very    natural 


and  very  deep  feelings  of  resentment. 
When,  therefore,  a  Member,  who  regarded 
intervention  from  home  in  domestic 
Colonial  affairs  as  generally  unjustifiable 
and  almost  always  disastrous,  lifted  up 
bis  voice  in  solemn  protest  against  the 
treatment  of  our  humane,  civilised, 
and,  in  spite  of  intolerable  provocation, 
always  to  the  last  degree  helpful  and 
friendly  Indian  fellow  subjects,  it  was 
permissible  to  hope  it  would  be  taken  in 
good  part  by  the  Colonial  Grovernment 
concerned,  which  indeed  might  reasonably 
reflect  that  its  attitude  in  this  behalf 
gave  the  only  possible  justification  which 
could  be  found  for  the  ungenerous 
criticisms  and  unfounded  accusations  of 
those  who  regarded  our  own  flesh  and 
blood  in  our  own  Colonies  as  oppressors 
of  coloured  and  subject  races. 

Mr.  J.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD 
(Leicester)  desireH  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  a  matter  germane 
to  a  Question  which  he  had  had  several 
times  on  the  Paper.  But  first  of  all 
he  would  ask  the  Under-Secretary  for 
the  Colcmies  a  Question  which  arose  out 
of  his  recent  statement  about  the 
Transvaal  Constitution.  Would  it  be 
possible  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
give  the  House  some  information  as  to 
whether  the  Transvaal  Parliament,  when 
it  was  elected,  could  immediately  proceed 
to  change  certain  matters  provided  for 
under  its  constitution.  He  referred,  for 
instance,  to  the  boundaries  of  constitu- 
encies. Would  it  be  competent  for  the 
Transvaal  Parliament  within  the  next 
year  or  so,  say,  to  appoint  a  re-redistribu- 
tion commission,  or  to  enfranchise 
women  1  How  far  were  the  establish- 
ment of  a  second  chamber,  the  basis  of 
the  franchise,  the  exclusion  of  the  natives, 
and  the  particular  constituencies  fixed 
by  the  Letters  Patent  that  had  been 
issued,  and  how  far  could  they  be  the 
subject  of  Bills  that  might  be  immedi- 
ately introduced  into  the  new  Parlia- 
ment 1  With  reference  to  the  Question 
on  the  Paper  to-day  in  his  name  he  should 
like  to  say  that  he  totally  disagreed  with 
his  hon.  friend  who  had  just  addressed 
the  House  in  his  view  of  Empire.  He 
did  not  hold  the  idea  of  a  little  comer  of 
the  Empire  doing  what  it  liked  without 
admitting  that  the  rest  of  the  Empire 

had  any  right  to  interfere  or  to  advise. 
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If  we  were  to  have  an  Empire  we  must 
have  something  that  corresponded  to  a 
political  unity,  and  if  we  were  going  to 
have  that  then  the  parts  of  the  Empire 
that  shared  in  the  glory,  pretension,  and 
honour  of  belonging  to  it  must,   as  a 
quid  pro  quo,   allow  some  central  Im- 
perial authority  to  take  charge  of  the 
traditions,   the  honour,   and  the   repu- 
tation of  the  whole.       He    defied    any 
Imperialist    to    come   to    a   conclusion 
as   to   Empire   apart   from   that,    and, 
having  come  to  that  conclusion,  he  defied 
anyone  to   supplement   that  conclusion 
with  any  such  doctrine  as  had  been  stated 
this    afternoon.    The   point   he    wished 
to  raise  was  the  present  operation   of 
martial  law  in  Natal,  and  particularly  in 
connection  with  the  trial  which  was  either 
proceeding  or   had   finished   this   week. 
The  chief  Tilonkwe  was  invited  by  the 
Minister    for    Native   Affairs    to    go  to 
Pietermaritzburg  a  week  ago  last  Monday. 
Tilonkwe   went,    and   was   immediately 
arrested,    and    was   told    that    he    was 
to  be  tried  by  court-martial.     The  news- 
papers immediately  published  that  the 
result  of  the  trial  was  to  be  that  Tilonkwe 
was  to  be  either  shot  or  hanged.     After 
this  was  known,  the  Minister,  or  some 
responsible   authority,    allowed   him   to 
return    to    his  tribe  for  the  remainder 
of  the  week,  when  he  was  again  sum- 
moned   to    Pietermaritzburg,    and    last 
Monday  he  was  to  be  tried  before  the 
court-martial.     That  was  in  accordance 
with  the  statement  made  by  the  Under- 
Secretary  in  reply  to   a  Question.    He 
was   not    going   to    make  any   charge, 
but  here  was  the  case  of  a  chief  who 
was  told  to  go  to  Pietermaritzburg,  and 
when    he    obeyed    the    instruction  was 
arrested    and    condemned    to    trial    by 
court-martial.  Then  he  was  informed  that 
he  was  going  to  be  shot,  and  next  that 
he  could  go  back  to  his  tribe  for  a  few 
days,  after  which  he  was  to  return  to 
Pietermaritzburg  to   undergo   his   trial. 
Surely  a  man  would  not  obey  a  second 
summons  imder  such  circumstances.     If 
the  Minister  for  War  ordered  a  court- 
martial    to    be  held    upon    him     (Mr. 
Macdonald),  and  he  was   told  that  he 
was  going  to    be    shot    or    hanged    in 
the    course    of    a    week,    he    thought 
he    should    try    to    get    a    passage    to 
America  or  some   other  place  where  a 
Mr.  J.  Bamsay  Macdonald. 


writ  could  not  be  served  upon  him. 
Supposing  Tilonkwe  had  refused  t4> 
obey  the  second  summons,  his  tnbe 
would  have  been  said  to  be  in  rebellioo, 
and  an  armed  force  would  have  bea 
sent  to  vindicate  the  honour  and  secure 
the  safety  of  the  Colony.  Last  Mondij, 
however,  Tilonkwe  returned,  and  1» 
thought  this  House  ought  to  pass  4 
special  vote  of  thanks  to  him  for  having 
done  so.  Tilonkwe  was  an  exceedinglj 
trustful  man  for  having  appeared  in 
spite  of  his  having  been  told  that  be 
was  to  be  shot  or  hanged.  Then  he  was 
brought  before  the  court-martial,  and 
counsel  was  provided  for  him.  The 
counsel  informed  the. Court  that  it  was 
absolutely  impossible  for  him  to  go  into 
the  papers  in  the  time.  The  accusations 
made  against  Tilonkwe  included  deeds 
beginning  in  January  last,  before  martial 
law  was  proclaimed,  up  to  the  other  day, 
when  it  was  stated  he  had  said  or  done 
something  which  might  be  construed  into 
an  intention  to  conmiit  a  wrong.  Al- 
though Tilonkwe's  counsel  appealed  lor 
time  in  which  to  examine  the  papecs, 
the  Court  told  him  to  go  on  immediatelj 
with  the  case.  Certain  people  wwe  in 
the  Court  who  knew  l^onkwe  personally, 
and  his  conduct  as  a  tribal  chief,  but 
they  were  at  once  ordered  out  of  Court. 
He  might  refer  to  one  in  particular 
whose  name  would  carry  weight  amongst 
impartial  people,  and  that  was  Ifiss 
Colenso,  who  at  great  personal  incon- 
venience went  to  Pietermaritzbnzg 
to  see,  so  &r  as  she  could,  that 
justice  was  done.  She  was  informed 
that  she  had  no  business  to  be  presoit. 
So  far  as  he  had  been  able  to  read  the 
accoimts,  whilst  evervbodv  else  were 
turned  out  of  court  the  Crown  witnesses 
were  allowed  to  remain  in  court  and  listen 
to  the  proceedings.  He  did  not  think  that 
was  exactly  the  kind  of  proceedings  that 
our  Natal  colonists  should  impose.  He 
had  asked  several  times  what  the  Govern* 
ment  were  doing  in  the  matter.  They 
had  heard  a  great  deal  during  the 
previous     sitting    about     breaches    of 

pledges,  but  he  would  like   to   remind 

the    House   what   the   Under-Secretarv 

said  in  reply  to  a  question  on  May  2pd 

regarding  courts-martiaL     He  said — 

"  The  Secretary  of  State  ha^  been  inibniied 
that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Natal  Govern- 
ment   to  try  all    natives   other   than    tboae 
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actually  taken  fighting  with  arms  in  their 
hancU  by  the  civil  tribunals  and  not  by  ooorts- 
martia]. 

It  was  not  alleged  that  Tilonkwe  was 
ever  in  the  field,  or  that  he  had  anything 
at   all  to  do  with  the  rebellion.    The 
only  allegation  was  that  he  said  some- 
thing rude  to  the  magistrates,  and  refnsed 
to  pay  his  poll  tax.    Therefore  trying 
Tilonkwe  by  court-martial  was  a  breach 
of  the  pledges  given  by  the  Natal  Govern- 
ment, and  conmiunicated  by  the  Under- 
Secretary  to  this  House.    It  was  quite 
impossible  to  carry  the  matter  further, 
and  all  they  could  do  was  to  utter  their 
protest  and  express  their  heartfelt  regret 
that  they  had  not  had  a  more  satisfactory 
Answer  to  the  Question  addressed  to  His 
Majesty's  Government  on  this   matter. 
He    was   exceedingly   sorry    that   they 
should  start  upon  their  holidays  with  such 
a  thing  as  this  pressing  on  their  minds, 
snd   making   them   feel   uncomfortable 
lest  they  had  not  fulfilled  their  responsi- 
bilities to  the  Empire  in  respect  of  what 
was  going  on  in  Natal  at  the  present  time. 

The  under  -  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
Churchill,  Manchester,  N.W.)  hoped 
his  hon.  friend  would  believe  that 
the  v'gilance  with  which  the  Secretary 
of  State  was  watching  what  took  place  in 
l^atal  would  not  be  relaxed  in  the  short 
period  for  which  Parliament  was  about 
to  adjourn.  So  far  as  their  powers 
allowed  them  they  would  neglect  no 
opportunity  of  bringing  influence,  by 
way  of  friendly  counsel,  to  bear  upon 
the  Grovemment  of  Natal.  A  very  great 
number  of  commimications  passed  almost 
daily  between  the  Colonial  Office  and  the 
Governor  of  Natal,  and  the  Governor 
was  constantly  in  council  with  the 
responsible  lliCnisters  and  was  constantly 
receiving  from  those  Iffinisters  minutes 
which  were  transmitted  to  this  country. 
It  was  not  possible  for  the  Colonial 
Office  with  any  advantage  to  say  before- 
hand what  friendly  advice  they  would 
or  would  not  give  to  the  Natal 
Government.  Any  statement  of  that 
Hnd  on  behalf  of  the  (Jovemment  here 
would  tend  to  ofEend  the  susceptibili- 
ties of  Colonial  self-government,  and 
remonstrances  or  advice  and  representa- 
tions which  might  otherwise  have  been 
considered  favourably  might  be  met  in  a 


harsh  and  unyielding  spirit,  and  hardly 
any  practical  result  would  be  achieved. 
He  hoped  his  hon.  friend  did  not  suggest 
that  he  had  been  guilty  of  any  breach 
of  faith  to  the  House.  He  gave  the 
House  the  full  substance  of  the  statement 
of  the  Natal  (Government  with  regard 
to  their  intention  not  to  try  any  prisoners 
by  court-martial  except  those  found  in 
the  field  with  arms  in  their  hands.  But 
he  did  not  think  it  could  be  called  a 
pledge.  A  pledge  was  something  given 
in  return  for  value  received.  The  fact 
that  the  rebellion  had  extended  in  scope 
no  doubt  influenced  the  Natal  Govern- 
ment. As  to  the  case  of  Tilonkwe,  he 
had  not  heard  what  verdict  had  been 
given  by  the  court-martial,  but  the 
fact  that  the  chief  had  returned  to 
take  his  trial  showed  that  he  was  not 
apprehensive  about  the  proceedings.  In 
regard  to  the  sentences  that  had  been 
given  by  the  court-martial,  they  seemed 
to  him  to  be  not  at  all  disproportionate 
to  the  gravity  of  the  offences  proved 
against  the  persons  convicted.  He  had 
not  heard  of  any  capital  sentences  that 
were  likely  to  be  carried  into  execution, 
and  the  fact  that  the  Natal  Government 
had  brought  active  operations  in  the 
field  to  a  conclusion  would  no  doubt 
relieve  the  administration  of  justice 
from  anything  like  the  appearance  of 
severity. 

Mr.  EJBIR  HARDIE  (Merthyr  Tydvil) 
asked  whether  there  had  been  any  con- 
fiscations of  lands. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  thought  there  was 
no  possibility  of  anything  of  the  kind 
being  apprehended  in  the  immediate 
future.  He  had  been  asked  whether  the 
Transvaal  Government  would  have 
authority  and  power  to  change  the  new 
Constitution.  He  hesitated  to  speak  on 
matters  of  constitutional  law.  He  could 
only  say,  speaking  without  authority  in 
such  a  matter,  that,  subject  to  the  assent 
of  the  Crown,  it  was  within  the  com- 
petence of  any  responsible  Government 
to  make  any  changes  they  might  choose, 
within  their  own  jurisdiction,  either  in 
the  franchise  or  the  distribution  of  seats 
or  in  the  constitution  of  its  Legislature* 
With  regard  to  the  question  whether  it 
would  be  possible  for  the  new  Parlia- 
ment to  alter  the  boundaries  of  seats,  it 
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was  an  integral  part  of  the  Government's 
proposals  that  arrangements  should  be 
made  for  automatic  redistribution,  and 
he  had  no  groimd  to  suppose  that  such 
a  power  would  be  twisted  to  any  partisan 
purpose.  He  thought  the  House  would 
agree  that  the  Government  had  tried  to 
deal  with  the  Transvaal  in  a  perfectly 
fair  and  above-board  spirit.  They  had 
endeavoured  to  frame  a  Constitution 
that  would  give  all  the  elements  of  the 
country  a  fair  chance  of  having  their 
views  represented,  and  would  a£Eord  no 
Party  an  unfair  triumph.  As  to  the 
question  of  a  Constitution  for  the  Orange 
River  Colony,  the  conditions  were  not 
the  same  there  as  in  the  Transvaal. 
There  was  no  register  of  voters  in  the 
Orange  River  Colony  as  there  was  in  the 
Transvaal,  and  on  that  account  there 
must  be  delay  in  granting  a  Constitution 
to  the  Orange  River  Colony.  But  he 
did  not  think  it  was  an  extravagant  ex- 
pectation to  indulge  in  when  he  said 
that,  if  the  Government  continued  to 
receive  the  same  loyal  and  onfident 
co-operation  from  South  African  parties 
in  dealing  with  this  delicate  problem  as 
in  dealing  with  the  caie  of  the  Transvapl, 
they  hoped  to  see  both  these  Parliaments 
called  together  in  the  course  of  i  ext  year. 
He  wished  to  say  a  word  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Newbury  Division  of 
Berkshire.  On  several  occasions  he  had 
been  asked  for  information  about  cases  of 
murder  committed  by  Chinese  coolies, 
and  he  regretted  that  he  had  given  the 
House  a  wrong  impression  in  replying  to 
a  Question,  when  he  said  that  there  had 
been  twenty-seven  murders  among  the 
white  popidation.  On  investigation  it 
was  discovered  that  only  two  of  these 
twe|^pifffiin*TrOT5^' murders  of  white 
jSople,  and  that  the  rest  were  com- 
mitted by  coolies  upon  their  fellow- 
labourers.  [An  Hon.  Member  :  Or 
blacks.]  He  had  laid  before  the  House 
on  other  occasions  the  plans  which  the 
Government  had  sanctioned  for  improving 
the  security  of  the  population  other  than 
Chinese  against  outrage.  They  believed 
and  hoped  that  there  would  be  a  diminu- 
tion of  the  violent  crimes  which  had 
taken  place  lately  in  the  short  interval  in 
which  the  administration  of  these  matters 
would  remain  in  their  hands.  Whether 
the  extra  police  arrangements  would  be 

Mr.  Churchill, 


successful  or  not  he  could  not  attempt  to 
forecast  at  this  moment,  but  at  any  rate 
he  thought  hon.  Gentlemen  would  agree 
that  it  wouTd  be  much  easier   to  ad- 
minister and  have  effective  control  over 
the  Chinese  population,  and  efFectiv^  to 
reduce  the  number  of  that  population,  ii 
they  were  supported,  as  they  might  very 
shortly  be  supported,  by  the  opinion  erf 
a  really  representative  Transvaal  Pariia- 
ment.     As  to  the  question  of  inunorahtr, 
he  thought  it  must  be  quite  clear  that  the 
fact  of  so  large  a  population  living  under 
conditions    of    enforced    and    unnatural 
celibacy    must    raise    very    disquietang 
reflections  in  the  mind  of   anyone  who 
contemplated  the  situation.     The   hon. 
Gentleman  had  rightly  stated  that  the 
law   in   the   Transvaal   imposed    severe 
punishments  on  whites  and  blacks  under 
certain  conditions,  and  he  himself  had 
not  heard  that  that  law  had  not  been 
put  in  operation  against  the  Chinese.    It 
certainly  should  be  put  in  operaticHi,  and 
if  it  should  be  found  that  it  was  at  preeoit 
neglected,  instructions  would   be   gives 
to  secure  that  the  law  should  be  made 
operative.    But  the  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
ceeded to  speak  of  an  even  worse  aspect 
of    the    Clunese    labour    question.    He 
made  statements  as  to  the  unnatural  vice 
which  prevailed  in  the  mines.     The  hon. 
Gentleman   said   it   was   rampant   and 
obvious.    All  he  could  say  was  that  be 
had  never  seen  any  document  or  paper— 
and  a  good  many  came  before  him — from 
South  Africa  which  made  reference  to 
such  a  state  of  vice  in  the  mines  as  that 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire 
had  called  atteiitioiL    It  was  only  quite 
recently   that    the  hon.    Member,   aad 
several  persons  from  South  Africa,  had 
brought  the  matter  to  the   knowledge 
of   his   noble    friend   Lord    £1^.    He 
must    remind    the   hon.   Member    that 
when  he  asked  him  to  place  the  state- 
ments on  record  in  writing  he  declined 
to  avail    himself    of  that    opportunitTr 
and    consequently    the   Colomal    Office 
was  not    able  to    give    that  attention 
to   the   charges   which   no   doubt  they 
deserved.    Having  regard  to  the  later 
evidence  as  to  the  condition  of  things 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  brought 
forward,  it  was  necessary  that  immediate 
inquiry   should    be   made.    He    under- 
stood, indeed,  that  his  hon.  friend  had 
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had  several  consultations  with  his  noble 

friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 

Colonies,  and  that  Lord  Elgin  has  assured 

him  that  inquiries  would  be  immediately 

addressed    to    Lord    Selbome    on    the 

subject.    He    should    suppose    that,    in 

these  circumstances,  the  Colonial  Office 

would  be  in  possession  of  information  on 

the  subject  before  the  House  re-assembled. 

He  had  very  frequently  stated  to  the 

House  the  policy  of  the  Government  in 

regard  to  Chinese  labour,  and,  in  the 

absence   of  new  facts,   they  were  not 

inclined  to  change  that  policy.     But,  if 

such  a  state  of  things  were  disclosed  as 

was  indicated  by  the  statements  which 

had  been  brought  before  them  by  the  hon. 

Gentleman,  and  if  the  charges  he  had 

made    could    be    maintained,    then    he 

thought  it  would  be  clear  that  the  general 

position  of  the  Government  in  regard  to 

Chinese  labour,  even  during  the  transition 

period  with  which  they  were  dealing, 

would  have  to  be  entirely  revised.     The 

hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the  Banbury 

division    of    Oxfordshire    spoke     with 

knowledge    on    the    suoject    of    South 

Africa,  for  he  had  fought  bravely  in  the 

field  against  the  Boers.     Therefore,  his 

frank  and  straightforward   opinions  on 

South  African  matters  deserved  attention. 

The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  made  no 

attempt  to  repudiate  or  to  answer  the 

charges  which  were  made  by  the  hon. 

Member    for    Berkshire.     All    that    he 

put  forward  was  that  the  50,000  Chinese 

were   necessary    if   6,000   white   miners 

were  to  be   kept  in  full  employment, 

and  that  unless  we  kept  them  in  full 

employment  British  supremacy  would  be 

imperilled.    He     would     be     sorry    to 

place    British    supremacy    on    such    a 

ground.    He  hoped  that  we  should  find 

other  props  and  buttresses  for  British 

supremacy.    He  could  only  say  that  the 

matter  would  be  carefully  inquired  into, 

and   he    hoped   to    be   able    to   speak 

with    some   official   knowledge    on    the 

question  when  Parliament  re-assembled. 


Mr.  PIENNES  said  he  wished  to 
thank  the  Under-Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  for  the  extremely  kindly  way 
he  had  spoken  of  him.  He  had  received 
numerous  letters  from  South  Africa,  and 
he  had  taken  every  step  to  ascertain  the 
facts  in  regard  to  the  moral  conditions  of 
the  Chinese  who  were  working  alongside 
whites  in  the  mines.  He  had  the  letters 
and  the  facts  before  him,  and,  perhaps, 
in  his  hurry  he  had  passed  over  some 
matters  to  which  he  should  have  liked 
to  refer.  He  should  have  been  glad  to 
answer  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire 
with  regard  to  the  moral  conditions  which 
were  said  to  exist  among  the  Chinese.  He 
himself  disbelieved  the  charges  entirely. 


♦Mr.  J.  M.  ROBERTSON  (Northumber- 
land, Tyneside)  said  he  wished  to  pass 
comment    on    the    extraordinary 


one 


proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Banbury  division  that  we  should  be 
prepared  im  maintain  abominable  condi- 
tions of  life  for  50,000  Chinese  in  the  hope 
of  giving  labour  to  6.000  whites. 

VOL.  CLXII.    [Fourth  Series.] 


Mr.  J.  M.  ROBERTSON  said  he  had 
only  to  say  on  that  head  that  what  was 
going  on  was  well  known  to  the  white 
miners  on  the  Rand,  who  did  not  regard 
the  presence  of  the  Chinese  as  a  means 
of  giving  labour  to  them.    They  had 
persistently  opposed  the  presence  of  the 
Chinese.    As  to  the  lives  of  the  Chinese, 
if  his  hon.  friend  did  not  believe  the 
charges,  he  must  know  little  of  life  in 
the  East  and  of  ordinary  human  nature 
under  the  conditions  described.    It  had 
been  notorious  from  the  very  first  that 
these   abominable   conditions   obtained, 
and  it  was  a  matter  of  some  surprise  to 
him  that  the  Colonial  Office  should  not 
long  ere  this  have  heard  all  about  them. 
In  regard  to  gold  mines  in  other  parts  of 
the  world  it  had  been  found  possible  to 
employ  white  labour.  It  was  only  in  South 
Africa  that  it  had  been  foimd  necessary  to 
sacrifice  civilisation   to  the  Stock  Ex- 
change.   He  desired,  however,  to  turn 
from    this    subject    to    another     which 
he  feared  was  equally  painful     About 
a  month  ago  when  the  Foreign  Office 
Vote  was  before  the  House  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  made 
an    impressive    appeal    to    the    House 
on  the  subject  o£«the  executions  which 
had  taken  place  at  Denshawi  in  Egypt. 
That  appeal  did  not  entirely  silence  the 
House,  but  it  silenced  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House,  the  general  impression  being 
that  if  they  attempted  to  raise  their  voices 
in  regard  to  the  executions  which  had 
awakened  horror  throughout  the  country 
they  might  give  an  inmieasurable  im- 
pulse to  a  movement  in  Egypt  which 
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might  end  in  bloodshed,  or  a  large  move^ 
ment  of  troops.     Now   that  there  had 
been  time  to  look  into  the  situation  he 
ventured  to  think  that  the  House  was 
no   longer   called    upon   to   regard    the 
appeal  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
then  made.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
told   them   that   there   was   a   fanatical 
movement    in    Egypt    which    ought    to 
prevent   them    from   making   comments 
which   might   make   the   position   more 
difficult  to  deal  with.     There  had  since 
then  been  published  among  other  papers 
an  anonymous  letter  received  by  Lord 
Cromer  ostensibly  from  a  Moslem,  but 
written  in  a  style  that  astonished  all 
students  of  the  letter.     The  authenticity 
of  the   letter  had   caused   the   greatest 
doubt.     It  had  been   called  in  question 
by  one  who  knew  Egypt  so  well  as  Mr. 
Edward  Dicey.  That  letter  said  that  there 
was  a  general  feeling  among  the  Moslem 
population  that  if  there  should  be  a  con- 
flict between  Turkey  and  any  Christian 
Power,  the  tendency  would  be  to  take 
the  side  of  Turkey.     In  that  letter  there 
was  no  new  proposition.     Such  a  state- 
ment had  been  made  again  and  again 
and     disregarded     by     Lord     Cromer. 
In  any  case  it  was  entirely  irrelevant  to 
the  question  of  the  Denshawai  executions. 
It  was  admitted  in  a  white  document 
officially    published    that    the     assault 
upon  British  officers  had  nothing  to  do 
with  any  political  movement.    At  the 
time    this    occurrence    took    place    this 
House  was  shut,   most  of  the   leading 
Egyptian   officials   were   away   on   fur- 
lough ;  Lord  Cromer  himself  was  absent, 
ai  d  there  was  noboiy  there  to  deal  with 
any  spirit  of  unrest  which  was   said  to 
exist.     Evidently  there  was  no  fear  of 
it  on  the  part  of  the  officials ;  and  they 
could  fitly  discuss  the  sentences  passed  in 
the  Denshawai  case,  though  they  could 
not    go    into    the    details    of    the  trial. 
Even  now    the  evidence   taken   at   the 
trial    was    not    before    the    House.     Of 
course,  no  blame  whoever  attached  to 
the  right  hon.   Baronet;  but  if  he  had 
been  content  to  publish  to  the  House  the 
semi-official  reports  given  in  the  Egyptian 
Gazette  they  would  have  been  regarded 
by    most   Members    as    quite    sufficient 
grounds  to   discuss   the   matter  on  its 
merits.     Great  credit  had  been  claimed 
officially  on  the  score  that  all  the  judges 
were  more  or  less  familiar  with  Arabic. 
Mr,  J.  M.  Robertson, 


From  all  the  reports  which  he  had 
seen,  however,  they  made  extremely 
little  use  of  their  knowledge.  Thit 
examination  of  fifty  accused  natires 
took  but  thirty  minutes,  and  the  bulk 
of  the  evidence  was  given  by  Britiak 
'  officers.  The  papers  which  had  been 
published  alone  suffice  to  show  thit 
the  charge  of  premeditation  was  not 
only  false,  but  absurd.  The  only 
evidence  as  to  premeditation  was  % 
suggestion  that  the  fire  broke  out  in  th« 
village  about  the  time  of  the  affray, 
and  that  that  fire  must  have  been  the 
signal  for  premeditated  action.  The 
fact  was  that  the  officers  came  on  the 
scene  utterly  unexpected  by  the  villagers. 
The  villagers  resented  the  intrusion,  and 
the  affray  followed  it.  He  brou^t  no 
species  of  charges  against  the  officers. 
One  had  paid  an  appalling  penalty  for 
any  indiscretion  which  they  might  have 
committed.  He  did  not  desire  to  charge 
them  with  more  than  indiscretion,  except 
that  there  was  one  question  which  would 
have  to  be  discussed  when  the  matter 
was  fully  before  the  House.  When  that 
happened  he  should  wish  to  discuss 
whether  the  gun  which  went  off  and 
wounded  four  natives  was  fired  in  the 
hands  of  Lieutenant  Parker,  or  after 
having  left  his  hands.  He  should  be 
glad  to  accept  the  view  that  it  was  fired 
after  it  had  left  his  hands,  but  it  must  be 
noted  that  he  was  put  under  arrest  with 
a  view  to  pacifying  the  villagers. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to — Consoli- 
dated Fund  (Appropriation)  Bill,  with- 
out Amendment. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commit 
sioners;  the  House  went;  and,  having 
returned ;  Mr.  Speaker  reported  the 
Royal  Assent  to  a  number  of  Acts.  (See 
Col.  1789.) 


Question  again  proposed,  '*That  this 
House  at  its  rising  to-day  do  adjourn 
until  Tu3sday,  23rd  October  next,  and 
that  for  the  remainder  of  the  session 
Government  business  have  precedence 
at  every  sitting,  and  at  the  conclusion 
of    Government  business  on  each  day 

Mr.  Speaker  do  adjourn  the  ll&use  with- 
out Question  put," 
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Mr.  J.  M.  ROBERTSON  resumed 
liis  speech,  maintaining  that  there  was 
no  evidence  of  anything  in  the  nature 
of  premeditation  in  connection  with 
the  Denshawai  a£Eray.  A  brutal  assault 
was  committed  by  the  villagers,  but  they 
were  provoked  by  what  they  might  well 
have  considered  a  trespass  on  the  part 
of  the  officers.  Mr.  Fmdlay's  assertion 
that  the  evidence  was  sufficient  to 
convict  six  of  the  accused  persons  of 
murder  was  absurd ;  there  was  no  murder. 
The  blow  doubtless  might  have  pre- 
cipitated the  collapse,  but  he  ventured 
to  say  that  the  officer  would  not  have  died 
of  the  blow  had  he  not  made  the  gallant 
run  he  did.  It  was  clear  that  Major 
Pyne-Coffin  could  not  have  supposed 
that  the  officer  was  dangerously  wounded, 
or  he  would  never  have  ordered  him  to 
run  six  miles  to  the  camp  to  bring  help. 
It  must  not  be  forgotten  that  they  were 
dealing  with  a  very  primitive  people, 
who  were  exasperated,  and  were  fairly 
quarrelsome  at  all  times.  Granting  all 
that,  it  was  not  a  murder.  If  the  official 
who  had  asserted  that  any  English  jury 
would  have  found  the  first  six  prisoners 
guilty  of  murder,  believed  what  he  said, 
he  was  unfit  to  hold  office  anywhere 
in  the  British  Empire.  If  he  were  not 
to  be  believed  in  what  he  said  he  was 
equally  unfit  to  hold  office.  It  was  this 
esrreqjious  official  who,  in  a  letter  in  the 
White  Book,  had  passed  what  must  be 
termed  a  presumptuous  censure  on  this 
House.  It  was  he  who  figured  on  the 
one  hand  as  grossly  misrepresenting  an 
act  that  was  not  murder  at  all,  and  then, 
on  the  other  hand,  as  a  person  entitled 
to  pass  judgment  on  the  House  of  Com- 
mons when  some  hon.  Members  protested 
against  the  afEair.  Yet  that  official 
had  been  allowed  to  publish  his  censure. 
It  ought  to  be  in  the  power  of  the  Foreign 
Office  to  say  what  they  thought  about 
the  matter.  The  official  had  been  guilty 
of  one  of  the  grossest  attempts  to  put 
a  folse  aspect  on  the  matter,  and  he  had 
further  falsified  the  facts  when  he  said 

deplorable  effects  had  been  produced 
in  Egypt  by  what  was  said  in  this  House. 
The  deplorable  effects  were  produced  by 
the  executions.  This  was  the  old  spectacle 
of  an  incompetent  bureaucrat  attempt- 
ing to  put  the  blame  for  blunders  upon 
everyone  else  rather  than  where  it  properly 


lay — on  himself.  The  official  was  in 
fact,  trying  to  bluff  this  House.  In 
view  of  the  publication  of  this  letter  as 
an  official  letter  he  was  sure  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  admit  that  whatever 
he  might  think  of  the  position  in  Egypt 
the  House  was  bound  to  say  something 
in  its  own  defence.  This  was  another 
illustration  of  that  which  occurred 
during  the  South  African  War,  when 
every  species  of  rational  or  humane 
criticism  on  the  conduct  of  the  war 
was  met  by  the  cry  that  the  critic  was 
helping  the  enem>.  They  must  say 
nothing  whatever,  when  their  country's 
fortunes  were  in  grave  danger,  against 
the  men  endangering  them,  because 
you  might  encourage  the  other  side. 
They  had  seen  what  amount  of  sincerity 
underlay  that  kind  of  argument.  They 
had  seen  a  responsible  politician  broadly 
hinting  to  an  old  enemy  that  he  was 
expected  to  rebel.  Broad  hints  had 
been  given  to  the  old  enemy  that  he  was 
expected  to  dismiss  all  the  British  in 
the  Civil  Service  of  the  Transvaal. 
Politicians  who  took  up  that  point  of 
view  would,  he  supposed,  still  condemn 
him  for  asking  the  House  to  condemn 
what  had  been  done  in  Egypt.  He 
would  recall  to  the  House  the  admirable 
line  of  action  that  was  recently  taken 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  in  a 
somewhat  similar  case.  Through  an 
official  miscarriage  an  appeal  made  by 
a  man  under  sentence  of  death  was  not 
received  by  the  authorities  to  whom  it 
was  sent  until  the  man  had  been  executed. 
In  that  case  what  happened  at  most  was 
a  very  grave  informality,  and  it  involved 
no  serious  miscarriage  of  justice  ;  }et 
the  Secretary  of  State  passed  a  grave 
and  serious  censure  upon  those  con- 
cerned. Why  could  not  a  similar  censure 
be  passed  in  the  far  more  serious,  atro- 
cious, and  lamentable  case  of  these 
executions  in  Egypt  ?  There  were,  he 
supposed, two  reasons  why  it  should  not  be 
passed.  First  there  was  the  official  point 
of  view.   The  officials  in  Egypt  apparently 

supposed  there  was  a  need  of  terrorism 

at  the  present  time,  and  that  in  dealing 

with   crime   they   must   do   more    than 

suppress  it  and  deal  out  just  punishment ; 

in  fact,  that  they  must  resort   to  what 

had  been  most  justly  termed  in  another 

direction    methods    of    barbarism,    and 
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terrify  by   wholesale   slaughter    for   an 
act  which  would  here  rank  as  homicide. 
The  only  justification  was  the  old  plea 
that  they  must  leave  the  matter  in  the 
hands  of  the  man  on  the  spot.    He  knew 
no  more  absurd  line  of  action  than  that 
the  man  on  the  spot  was  to  be  trusted 
because    he    was  the  man  on  the  spot. 
They  knew  this  man  o  i  the  spot  ii  the 
past.     History  showed  that  he  was  a 
wrecker  of  civilisation,  a  bungler  in   his 
business,  and  at  all  times  a  false  prophet. 
The  whole  process  in  this  case  could  be 
summed   up   thus :     it   was   an   act   of 
revenge  for  not  displaying  a  want  of  due 
respect  towards  a  body  of  British  officers, 
and  such  an  act  was  sure  to  be  applauded 
by  a  number  of  politicians  who  stood  with 
equal  devotion  for  religion  in  the  schools 
and  revenge  in  the  forum.     Mr.  Findlay, 
the  gentleman  who  said  that  any  British 
jury    would    have    found    those    men 
guilty  of  murder,  said  the  brutal  attack 
on  British  officers  had  nothing  to  do 
with  political  animosity,  but  that  it  was 
due  to  the  insubordinate  spirit  sedulously 
fostered  during  the  past  year  by  un- 
scrupulous agitators.    Here  was  a  village 
in  Egypt  where,  so  far  as  they  knew, 
all    the     inhabitants    were    illiterates, 
and     in    no     way    could    have    been 
affected  by  any    agitation    that    went 
on  in  the  journals    of  Cairo.     It    was 
another   false  pretence   of   the   bureau- 
cratic party.     Mr.  Findlay,  describing  the 
trials,  said  there  was  no  trace  of  panic 
or  vindictiveness.    He  ventured  to  say 
there  was  no  trace  of  anything  else.    If 
the  taking  the  lives  of  four  men  for  one 
act  of  homicide,  the  flogging  of  eight 
others,  and  the  sentencing  of  others  to 
penal  servitude,  was  not  an  act  of  vin- 
dictiveness, no  act  of  vindictiveness  ever 
took  place  in  human  history.     The  very 
well-intentioned  course  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  begging  this  House  not  to 
discuss  the  matter,  and  his  reasons  for  giv- 
ing that  advice,  had  not  helped  to  im- 
prove   the    situation.     The    right    hon. 
Gentleman  brought  a  sort  of  sweeping 
charge    against    the    fanaticism    of   the 
people  of  Egypt.    What  had  been  the 
result  ?    Already  the   people  of  Egjrpt 
were  not  only  outraged  at  the  bloodshed, 
but  outraged  at  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's ^allegation.     They    declared    that 
there  was  no  other  country  in  the  world 
Mr,  J,  M,  Robertsont 


where  there  was  less  exhibition  of  fanati- 
cism. If  some  of  them  had  been  in  this 
House  during  the  debates  on  the  Educa- 
tion Bill  they  might  with  the  same 
amount  of  plausibUity  have  applied  i 
similar  comment  upon  the  affairs  of  this 
country.  There  was  far  more  fanaticism 
in  India  at  the  present  moment  than  in 
Egypt.  The  whole  judicial  episode  would 
have  been  impossible  in  India ;  and  no 
Indian  official,  however  misguided  or 
wrong-headed,  would  have  ventured  to 
say  tiat  such  a  proceeding  was  justified. 
In  this  connection  they  might  recall  the 
very  strong  feeling  in  Japan  against  the 
introduction  of  an  alien  civilisation 
fifty  or  sixty  years  ago.  Brutal  assaults 
upon  foreigners  were  frequent,  and  m(»B 
than  one  Legation  lost  a  member  from 
this  cause.  Legation  buildings  were  set 
fire  to,  and  the  assassinations  were  of  a 
very  savage  character.  There  was  then, 
if  ever,  ground  for  panic,  and  flome 
display  of  vindictiveness  on  the  part  of 
the  white  population ;  but  no  one  ever 
proposed  to  the  Grovemment  of  Japan 
that  it  should  resort  to  public  executions 
or  any  species  of  torture ;  and  human  life 
in  Japan  was  now  as  safe  as  anywhere  in 
Europe,  because  panic  was  not  allowed 
to  rule,  and  the  officials  were  not  led  to 
become,  as  they  usually  did  in  such  cases, 
cruel  cowards.  What  could  be  said  of  civil- 
isation in  Egypt  when  such  proceedings 
as  these  could  take  place  ?  Even  Lord 
Cromer  proposed  that  there  should  be  in 
future  a  revision  of  the  sentences  of  this 
abnormal  tribunal.  Well  might  Lord 
Cromer  propose  it.  The  tribunal  had  no 
code  whatever,  and  was  free  to  inflict 
any  punishment.  Lord  Cromer  further 
suggested  that  it  would  be  well  to  stop 
flogging,  but  there  he  was  in  opposition 
to  Mr.  Findlay,  who  thought  that  there 
should  be  flogging ;  because,  as  he  pat 
it,  the  Egyptian  was  a  fatalist,  and  did 
not  greatly  fear  death.  In  that  case, 
the  executions  were  doubly  indefensible. 
There  was  no  reason  for  thinking   that 

offences  against  the  Army  of  occupation 
could  not  be  duly  punished  by  the  tri- 
bunals that  already  existed  in  Sgypt 
Court-martial  action  of  this  kind  ou^t 
not  to  be  possible  in  Egypt  or  anywhere 
else.  If  an  officer  was  assaulted  why  could 
the  matter  not  be  dealt  with  in  the  ordin- 
ary way )   In  the  past  such  act«  had  been 
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severely  punished,  and  again  and  again 
after  such  offences  had  been  met  by  due 
punishments,  attempts  had  been  made  on 
the  official  side  to  secure  more  exemplary 
punishments.  The  military  authorities 
always  seemed  to  have  the  idea  of  making 
an  example  of  someone.  With  regard  to 
the  financial  administration  of  Lord 
Cromer,  that  was  above  his  criticism. 
He  had  greatly  improved  the  condition 
of  Egypt  altogether,  and  praise  was  due  to 
him  upon  that  score.  That^  however,  was 
no  reason  for  putting  Lord  Cromer  above 
the  law.  They  had  heard  a  good  deal 
about  the  danger  of  putting  trade  unions 
above  the  law,  and  it  was  just  as  dan- 
gerous to  put  Lord  Cromer  above  the 
law.  The  action  of  the  authorities  in 
regard  to  the  execution  in  Egypt  would 
have  been  reprimanded  in  any  other  part 
of  the  Empire  save  Egypt.  The  great 
deeds  of  Lord  Cromer  were  no  reason  for 
permitting  under  his  control  acts  of  mere 
revenge  which  were  unworthy  of  the 
traditions  of  the  British  Empire; 

Mb.  MOLTENO  (Dumfriesshire)  said  he 
would  like  to  say  at  the  outset  of  his 
remarks  how  wiumly  he  welcomed  the 
statement  that  the  Giovemment  intended 
to  confer  upon  the  Orange  River  Colony 
a  similar  measure  of  self-government 
to  that  which  they  had  conferred  upon 
the  Transvaal.  That  announcement 
would  allay  any  feeling  of  doubt  and 
suspicion  that  had  arisen  in  South  Africa 
as  well  as  in  this  country.  He  wished  to 
express  his  regret  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oxfordshire  had  stated  that  the 
Dutch  were  engaged  in  a  seditious  propa- 
ganda in  South  Africa.  They  had  it  on 
the  authority  of  Lord  Milner  that  the 
Dutch  had  frankly  observed  the  Vereeni- 
ging  Treaty.  Personally  he  had  had  a 
great  deal  to  do  with  South  Africa  and  he 
knew  of  no  such  state  of  things  as  that 
which  had  been  asserted  by  the  hon. 
Member,  and  he  deeply  regretted  that 
such  a  statement  had  been  made  in  this 
House.  With  regard  to  the  Denshawi 
executions,  upon  a  former  occasion  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
asked  the  House  not  to  criticise  that 
incident  until  they  were  in  possession  of 
the  facts.  To-day  they  were  in  posses- 
sion of  those  facts,  and  he  trusted  that  in 
what  he  had  to  say  he  would  not  b3 


unmindful  of  the  difficulties  which  those 
who  administered  the  affairs  of  Egypt 
had  to  meet  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties.  He  did  not,  however,  think 
that  the  man  on  the  spot  was  the  person 
who  ought  to  be  entrusted  with  the 
policy  and  the  principle  which  ought  to 
be  administered  in  Egypt.  Those  were 
matters  which  ought  to  be  settled  in 
this  House,  and  they  oould  not  escape 
from  their  responsibilities  in  regard  to 
that  matter.  Therefore,  he  thought  it 
was  quite  right  and  proper  that  they 
should  discuss  this  matter.  He  did  not 
propose  to  go  into  detail,  but  he  would 
just  state  the  salient  facts.  They  had 
had  four  executions  for  one  death,  and 
they  had  resorted  to  the  system  of 
flogging  and  public  executions.  He  re- 
gretted that  they  had  adopted  that 
extremely  hasty  method  of  dealing  wifch 
this  question.  What  was  the  condition 
of  the  country  ?  Was  there  anything 
to  justify  resorting  to  such  extreme 
measures  ?  It  was  a  fait  reflection  of 
the  position  when  they  realised  that  this 
special  tribunal,  which  was  created  in 
1895,  had  only  been  called  into  operation 
once.  It  could  hardly  be  suggested  that 
these  outrages  had  followed  upon  any 
serious  outbreak  of  crime,  or  that  the 
state  of  the  country  justified  them  in 
reporting  to  such  drastic  punishments. 
He  found  that  this  crime  had  been 
deacribed  as  homicide  with  robbeiy. 
It  was  curious  that  Mr.  Findlay  described 
it  as  a  particularly  brutal  and  pre- 
meditated murder.  He  thought  the 
punishments  had  been  very  excessive. 
Two  persons  had  been  condemned  to 
penal  servitude  for  life,  and  sixty  years 
penal  seivitude  had  betn  divided  amongst 
ten  persons.  Flogging  had  been  carried 
out  in  such  a  way  as  to  create  a  sense  of 
honor  to  all  those  who  read  the  Blue- 
book.  Even  Lord  Cromer  suggeiited  that 
in  future  the  decision  of  this  special 
tribunal  should  be  confirmed  by  some 
uuperior  authority,  and  his  Lordship 
did  not  conceal  his  dislike  of  this  mode 
of  procedure.  He  also  proposed  that 
the  terms  of  the  decree  should  be  so 
amended  as  to  permit  in  the  future  pun- 
ishments of  this  kind  to  come  under  the 
penal  code.  Where  the  ordinary  law 
did  not  permit  these  punishments  to  be 
carried  out  they  should  not  be    allowed 
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to  resort  to  this  special  tribunal.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  give  their 
support  to  the  suggestions  which  had 
been  made  by  Lord  Cromer.  He  would 
also  like  to  know  if  the  Minister  for 
Foreign  Afiairs  could  teU  them  what 
sort  of  defence  was  set  up  by  the  prisoners. 
He  should  also  be  glad  to  know  whether 
the  evidence  given  at  the  trial  would  be 
forthcoming.  Then  there  were  the  cir- 
cumstances attending  the  death  of  a 
native.  A  native  was  found  with  his 
head  broken  open,  and  apparently  a 
court  of  inquiry  was  held  to  go  into  that 
subject.  Had  that  inquiry  been  con- 
cluded and  what  was  the  result  ?  [Cries 
of  "  Divide."]  The  tone  of  the  despatch 
as  far  as  Mr.  Findlay  was  concerned 
seemed  to  him  to  be  wholly  unsatisfactory, 
for  he  used  certain  threats  if  they 
adopted  the  course  of  discussing  these 
matters  in  the  House  of  Commons.  It 
did  not  seem  to  him  to  be  quite  proper 
for  any  officials  to  make  threats  of  that 
kind  to  this  House. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  Edward 
Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick) :  The 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down  has 
corrected  an  omission  in  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tyneside,  when  he 
referred  to  the  appeal  which  I  made  on  a 
previous  occasion  not  to  discuss  this 
question.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dum- 
friesshire pointed  out  that  I  asked  the 
House  not  to  discuss  the  matter  until 
we  had  full  information  before  us.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Tyneside  omitted  that, 
and  that  was  really  the  point  of  my 
appeal.  The  Court  in  Egypt  was  com- 
posed of  the  highest  Judges.  It  had 
come  to  a  decision,  after  taking  evidence 
for  three  days,  on  a  very  serious  case, 
and  if  the  House  of  Commons  had  rushed 
to  the  assumption,  and  had  been  un- 
willing to  wait  for  further  information 
before  it  came  to  the  assumption,  that 
such  a  decision  must  necessarily  be 
wrong,  the  effect  must  have  been  most 

prejudicial  and  must  have  conveyed  the 
impression  abroad  that,  the  moment 
anything  occurred  which  the  House  of 
Commons  did  not  quite  understand,  it 
was  at  once  assumed  that  the  official 
on  the  spot  was  to  blame.  That  im- 
pression I  wished  to  avoid,  and  I  have 
Mr.  MoUeno, 


to  thank  the  House  for  having  responded 
as  they  did  to  the  appeal  which  I  madr 
the  other  day.  Of  course  it  fdlowt 
from  that,  that  now  the  Papers  are 
before  the  House,  I  do  not  complain  of 
anybody  exercising  his  right  of  saying 
what  he  thinks  upon  them.  But  I  must 
demur  to  the  suc^estion  that  the  anony- 
mous letter,  published  in  the  Blue-book, 
addressed  to  Lord  Cromer  is  to  be  put  on 
one  side.  Lord  Cromer  is  likely  to  be 
the  best  judge  of  whether  such  a  letter 
is  likely  to  be  erenuine  or  not.  I  read 
that  letter  with  very  great  interest,  and 
it  seemed  to  me  to  bear  on  the  face  of  it 
evidence  that  it  probably  represented, 
as  nearly  as  you  can  get  it  from  one 
person,  the  truth  of  the  native  mind. 
The  first  intimation  I  got,  after  we  came 
into  office,  of  restlessness  —  I  do  not 
want  to  use  the  word  fanaticism  if  it  is 
objected  to — or  of  unsettled  feeling  in 
Egypt  was  in  the  very  early  days,  at  a 
time  when  we  were  one  of  four  Powers  in 
occupation  of  certain  islands  belonging  to 
the  Sultan  because  of  difficultioB  which 
had  arisen  with  Turkey  about  the  Mace- 
donian question.  That  fact  had  begun 
to  have  its  effect  in  Egypt,  and  when  you 
have  conflicts  of  that  kind  with  the 
Turkish  Government — conflicts  which, 
unfortimately,  it  is  impossible  for  ua  to 
avoid — ^you  may  be  quite  sure  it  is  bound 
to  have  a  certain  effect  on  the  Mahomedan 
races  who  are  imder  British  rule  or  in 
countries  imder  British  occupation.  Then 
there  was  the  further  difficulty  about  the 
frontier  question — at  one  time  a  very 
serious  matter — and,  undoubtedly,  any- 
body who  reads  the  Akabah  Blue-book 
will  see  that  it  is  perfectly  natural,  and 
indeed  inevitable,  that  there  should  have 
been  restlessness  and  an  unsettled  feeling 
created  by  these  occurrences.  I  think 
tha^  in  time  that  will  pass,  but  it  has  been 
necessary  already  to  increase  the  garrison 
in  Egypt.  That  was  done  some  months 
ago,  and,  undoubtedly,  if  that  feeling  were 
to  spread,  we  should  have  to  take  the 
further  measures  to  which  Mr.  Findlay 

refers  for  still  further  increasing  the 
garrison.  It  was  that  sort  of  step  whioh 
I  wished  to  avoid,  and  that  was  why  I 
deprecated  premature  discussion  in  the 
House  on  this  particular  question.  The 
nature  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tyneside  makes  it  necessary  for  me  to 
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say  one  or  two  words  ou  a  personal  matter 
in  connection  with  this  subject.  I  regret 
much  of  the  language  which  was  used  by 
the  hon  Member  for  Tyneside.  Surely 
if  your  officials  have  done  wrong,  you  can 
criticise  them  without  callmg  them 
constantly    "  cowardly    officiak." 

Mb.  J.  M.  ROBERTSON :  I  did  not 
apply  that  term  to  Mr.  Findlay. 

Sib  EDWARD  GREY :  No.  The  hon. 
Member  applied  it  generally,  but  those 
terms  were  constantly  used  throughout 
the  hon.  Member's  speech. 

Mb.  J.  M.  ROBERTSON  :  There  was 
no  constant  reference  to  cowardly  officials 
at  all.  There  was  no  imputation  of  that 
kind  against  the  officials  in  this  case,  and 
I  only  spoke  of  Mr.  Findlay  because  he 
had,  in  a  letter  which  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  has  published,  made  an  attack 
upon  this  House. 

Sib  EDWARD  GREY  :  I  wiU  come  to 
Mr.  Findlay  in  a  moment.  But  there 
were  other  expressions  in  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  which  I  think  were 
equally  unfortunate.  If  you  are  to 
assume,  where  you  think  a  mistake  has 
been  made,  that  your  officiak  in  general 
are  likely  to  be  guilty  either  of  moral  or 
intellectual  deficiencies,  and  if  you  are  to 
assume  and  to  adopt  the  tone  that  they 
have  done  wrong,  you  are  undoubtedly 
adopting  a  tone  which  would  make  it 
quite  impossible  to  conduct  the  business  of 
the  British  Empire.  Let  me  come  to  the 
question  of  Mr.  Findlay.  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tyneside  has  mistaken 
the  character  of  the  particular  telegram 
from  Mr.  Findlay  with  which  he  found  so 
much  fault,  and  which,  I  could  not  help 
thinking,  was  in  part  responsible  for  the 
tone  of  much  of  his  speech.  I  think  that 
if  he  had  not  regarded  it  as  a  provocative 
telegram,  his  own  language  would  have 
been  softer  than  it  was.     I  do  not  think 

it  was  so  intended  by  Mr.  Findlay.  I  did 
not  take  it  so.  I  did  not  take  it  at  all  as 
a  criticism  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
but  at  a  statement  of  the  effect  which, 
as  Mr.  Findlay  said,  it  was  his  duty  to 
make.  If  I  made  a  statement,  or  used 
language  in  this  House  which  had  a 
prejudicial  effect  abroad,  I  should  expect 


the  officiak  of  the  Diplomatic  Service 
to  inform  me  of  what  that  effect  had  been, 
and  I  should  consider  it  their  duty  to 
do  so.      Mr.  Findlay  was,  in  my  opinion, 
quite    rightly    performing   his    duty    in 
saying  what  the  effect,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  and  not  of  criticism,  of  certain  pro- 
ceedings in  the  House  of  Commons  would 
be  on  the  spot,  and  I  think  he  was  bound 
to  say  so.    One   of   the  difficulties   of 
governing   the   British   Empire   is   that 
criticism  of  what  is  done  in  various  parts 
of  the  Empire  is  always  certain  to  have  a 
disturbing  effect  on  the  spot.    That  is 
not    always   the  paramount    considera 
tion,  but  the  officiak  on  the  spot  ought 
to  let  us  know  what  it  is,  because  it  is 
one   of   the  elements  which    we    must 
take    into   account  in   forming  a  judg- 
ment.     I  might,  on  some  future  occa- 
sion, find  it  my  duty   to  ase   language 
in  the  House  which  I  knew  would  have 
an   unfortunate    effect    in   a   particular 
country  abroad,  but  which,  for  graver 
considerations,    I   thought   it   necessary 
to  use.    I  should  expect  our  representative 
abroad  to  tell  me  the  effect  on  the  spot, 
but    I    should    reserve    to    myself    the 
decision  of  whether  that  was  or  was  not 
to  be  the  paramount  consideration.    In 
this  case  Mr.  Findlay  was  bound  to  point 
out  what  the  effect  of  discussion  in  this 
House  would  be ;    and  that  leaves  it  to 
the  House  to  decide  whether  that  effect 
should  be  the  paramount  consideration 
or  not.    I  do  not  think  he  has  gone 
beyond  his  duty  in  stating  the  fact.    As 
Mr.  Findlay  has  been  attacked,  I  must 
say  that  his  whole  career  in  the  Diplo- 
matic Service  makes  us  sure  that  he  is 
a  man  of  character  and  ability  who  is 
fitted    to    render    useful    service.      As 
to     whether     the     telegram,    if     sent, 
ought     to     have     been     published,     I 
knew  that  it  was  not  sent  for  publica- 
tion ;    but  I  had  promised  the  House 
the   fullest   information ;     I   wished   to 
edit  these  things  as  little  as  possible  ; 
and  I  published  the  message  in  order  to 
give  the  House  the  full  truth,  so  that 
they   might  bear   the   consideration   in 
mind.     I  left  it  to  the  House  to  consider 
what    weight    it    ought  to    have    with 
them,   just    as    Mr.    Findlay    left  it  to 
me.    The   House   should   take   it  as   a 
statement  of  fact,  and  not  as  criticism 
upon   itself — the   placing   before   it    of 
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basis  of  the  Bill,  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
would  be  well  advised  if  he  took  full 
advantage  of  the  Report  of  the  Small 
Holdings  Committee  which  had  not  yet 
come  to  hand. 

♦Mr.  MORTON  (Sutherland)  called 
the  attention  of  the  Prime  Minister  to 
a  grievance  which  existed  in  a  district 
(Elphin)  in  Sutherlandshire.  Early  in 
the  year  a  petition  was  sent  from  this 
district  to  the  Postmaster-General  asking 
for  a  telegraph  station  as  there  was  not 
one  within  about  twenty  miles.  In 
reply  the  people  were  asked  to  guarantee 
the  whole  of  the  expense,  £100  per 
annum,  whereas  they  had  been  promised 
in  the  debates  arising  out  of  the  Budget, 
that  two-thirds  would  be  borne  by  the 
Department.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
saia  that  we  ought  to  colonise  our  own 
country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement  was  greatly  welcomed  all  over 
the  country,  and  the  carrying  out  of  it 
would  greatly  aid  the  settlement  of  the 
"unemployed"  question,  and  he  (Mr. 
Morton)  hoped  that  it  would  have  the 
immediate  attention  of  his  right  hon. 
friend.  In  Sutherland  increased  postal 
and  telegraphic  services  were  urgently 
needed,  ana  he  hoped  that  the  Prime 
Minister  would  see  that  the  poor  crofters 
in  Sutherland  were  treated  as  well  as 
the  rich  people  in  other  counties.  Ho 
also  wished  to  know  on  behalf  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Gloucestershire 
whether  the  Home  Secretary  proposed 
to  legislate  upon  the  question  of  vaccina- 
tion. Vaccination  was  a  very  trouble- 
some auostion,  but  at  least  all  parties 
should  be  treated  equally  before  the  law. 
With  regard  to  the  land  question  in 
Scotland  which  had  been  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lieith  Burghs,  he  did 
not  propose  to  go  into  that  further  than 
to  say  that  the  Scottish  people  seemed 
more  anxious  as  a  rule  to  rent  than  to 
purchase  land.  There  should  be  com- 
pulsory renting  of  the  land  with  the 
option,  if  necessary,  of  compulsory  pur- 
cnaso,  the  object  being  to  induce  the 
land  owner  to  let  at  a  fair  rent  with 
fixity  of  tenure  and  no  imfair  conditions. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Glad- 
STONE,  Leeds,  W.)  replied  that  the  present 
condition    of    the    law    was    extremely 
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unsatisfactory,  and  he  would  be  glad 
to  see  it  amended.  But  the  Home 
Office  only  had  to  administer  the  law 
as  it  stood.  He  believed  the  whole 
administration  of  the  Vaccination  Act 
was  under  the  consideration  of  his  right 
hon.  friend  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board. 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Sinclair,  Forfarshire)  said  he  recog- 
nised to  the  full  the  cordial  support  Sir 
Arthur  Bignold  had  given  to  the  main 
provisions  of  the  Small  Landholders 
(Scotland)  Bill.  In  him  everybody  recog- 
nised a  progressive  and  enlightened 
owner  of  land  who  was  desirous  to  open 
up  the  land,  as  far  as  possible  for  the 
benefit  of  the  people  of  his  own  country. 
He  was  sorry  that  the  Bill  was  not  in  the 
hands  of  Members,  but  the  delay  would 
only  be  brief. 

Mr.  MORTON  :  Will  it  be  next  week  ? 

Mr.  SINCLAIR:  Probably.  As  he 
had  said  before,  they  wished  to  open  up 
the  land  in  the  interests  of,  the  country, 
and  that  could  only  be  done  gradually ; 
the  Bill  attempted  nothing  else,  and  it 
held  out  certain  inducements  which,  in 
the  belief  of  the  Government,  would  mean 
progress  in  that  direction.  But  the  Bill 
rested  mainly  upon  agreement,  and  it  was 
hoped  that  the  adjustments  might  be 
carried  out  largely  by  agreement.  It 
was  only  where  agreement  was  found 
impossible,  and  where,  for  instance, 
there  might  be  unreasonable  refusal  on 
the  part  of  one  of  many  interested  in  the 
land,  or  where  one  might  be  unable  or 
unwilling  to  give  his  consent,  that  the 
exercise  of  compulsory  powers  came  in. 
and  then  only  after  careful  examination 
by  public  authority  of  a  semi-judicial 
character,  with  every  possible  safeguanl 
for  existing  rights.  It  was  agreed  on  all 
hands,  at  any  rate  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House,  that  compukion,  in 
some  form  or  other,  was  ab8olut4*ly 
necessary.  It  was  certainly  the  experi- 
ence of  those  bodies  who  had  worked 
land  legislation  in  Scotland  that 
without  compulsion  in  some  form  or 
other  their  whole  efforts  could  not  be 
properly  and  successfully  develop«vl. 
The  question  raised  to-day  was,  should 
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been  raised.    With  regard  to  Sir  Robert 
Hart,    we    have    had    no    information 
that  he  intends  to  resign,  and  I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  say  what  his  intentions 
may  be.    I  assume  that  when  he  does 
resign  he  will  take  some  more  direct 
method  of  intimating  the  fact  than  that 
which  has  hitherto  been  stated  in  the 
Press.    With    regard    to    the    Chinese 
Customs,  I  do  regard  it  as  most  vital  in 
the  interests  of  trade,  in  the  interests  of 
Chinese  revenue,  and  in  the  interests  of 
Chinese  credit,  that  the  administration 
of  the  Customs  should   be  maintained 
on   the  lines  on  which  it  has  been  so 
successfully  worked  hitherto,   and  that 
it  should  be  maintained  as  an  efficient 
and  honest  administration.    Chinese  pro- 
gress is  intimately  bound  up  with  the 
maintenance  of  the  Chinese  Customs  on 
the  lines  laid  down  by  Sir  Robert  Hart, 
and  that  is  a  subject  which  will  receive 
the    close    attention    of   His    Majesty's 
Government.     On  the  question   of  the 
Baghdad  Railway  I  have  no  statement 
to   make.    That  railway  is  a  German 
concession.    One  section  of  it  has  been 
made.    I    admit   it   is   an    enterprising 
and    important    imdertaking.    If,  later 
on,  either  this  country  or  other  Powers 
interested  in  that  part  of  the  world  are 
to  be  brought  into  the  matter,  it  will 
be  because  they  are  brought  in  by  agree- 
ment with  the  Grerman  interests.    When 
the  Germans  wish  for  participation,  then 
will  be  time  enough  to  discuss  whether 
any  countries,  and,  if  so,  what  countries, 
should  participate,  and  if  so,  on  what 
conditions.    With    regard    to    the    in- 
crease of  the  customs  duties  in  Turkey, 
I  will  only  say  we  have  not  yet  agreed 
to  that  increase.    It  is  true  we  have 
stated  certain  conditions  on  which  we 
are  prepared  to  agree.    If  we  do  agree 
it  will  be  for  a  limited  period  of  years, 
and  I  think  the  time  to  discuss  whether 
our  action  was  right  or  not  can  only  arise 
when  we  have  taken  definite  steps  and 
can  place  our  policy  before  the  House. 

Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith 
Burghs)  said  his  object  in  rising  was  to 
ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  as  to  the 

nature  of  the  Bill  which  he  had  intro- 
duced the  other  day  in  regard  to  land 
legislation.  He  understood  that  it  was 
based   unon   compulsory   purchase,    but 


he  now  understood  that  it  was  based 
not  upon  compulsory  purchase,  but 
compulsory  leasing,  and  perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  clear  up  any  doubt 
upon  that  poiftt.  The  Bill  not  being  in 
print,  it  was  not  possible  to  ascertain  its 
objects  with  certainty.  He  did  not  rise 
to  criticise  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  but 
having  served  on  the  Small  Holdings 
Committee  he  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  keep  his  mind  to 
some  extent  open  in  order  to  ascer- 
tain more  clearly  upon  the  evidence 
which  that  Committee  had  taken, 
whether  greater  flexibility  could  be 
secured  in  regard  to  the  small  holdings 
which  might  be  set  up.  By  flexibility 
he  meant  this.  In  one  part  of  the 
country  they  had  freeholders  established, 
in  another  they  had  yearly  tenants,  or 
they  might  have  a  system  of  feuars,  as 
they  termed  them  in  Scotland,  who 
were  there  under  permanent  conditions; 
If  a  system  of  permanent  leasing  was 
introduced  they  would  have  to  create  a 
comprehensive  system  of  rules  and  regu- 
lations and  the  system  must  be  based 
upon  dual  ownership.  He  believed  that 
dual  ownership  was  the  worst  possible 
form  of  tenure.  He  therefore  laid  great 
stress  upon  this  question  of  flexibility, 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  very  dis- 
astrous to  the  success  of  small  holdings 
if  that  flexibility  were  wanting.  The 
State  could  perfectly  well  purchase  the 
land  required,  whether  for  small  holdings 
or  for  the  holdings  contemplated  by  his 
right  hon.  friend  in  his  Bill.  The  lands 
should  be  purchased  upon  a  large  and 
adequate  scale,  and  where  small  holdings 
were  required  a  great  deal  could  be  done 
in  the  way  of  organisation.  That  should 
be  started  in  suitable  centres  rather 
than  upon  any  scattered  scale  throughout 
the  land,  and  he  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  find  opposition  to  his 
proposals  if  he  took  the  opportunities 
of  purchase  as  they  offered.  Some  of  the 
owners  might  object  to  purchase,  he 
thought  wrongly,  because  in  his  opinion 
it  was  a  proper  check  upon  the  vagaries 
of  particidar  owners,  and  every  fanner,  he 
was  afraid,  would  object  to  a  proposal  by 
which  he  would  see  other  people  put 
down  upon  his  farm.  Desiring  as  he  did 
most  earnestly  the  creation  of  small 
holdings,  he  could  not  conceal  from  him- 
self that,  compulsory  leasing  being  the 
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basis  of  the  Bill,  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
would  be  well  advised  if  he  took  full 
advantage  of  the  Report  of  the  Small 
Holdings  Committee  which  had  not  yet 
come  to  hand. 


A  \, 


♦Mr.  MORTON  (Sutherland)  called 
the  attention  of  the  Prime  Minister  to 
a  grievance  which  existed  in  a  district 
(Elphin)  in  Sutherlandshire.  Early  in 
the  year  a  petition  was  sent  from  this 
district  to  the  Postmaster-General  asking 
for  a  telegraph  station  as  there  was  not 
one  within  about  twenty  miles.  In 
reply  the  people  were  asked  to  guarantee 
the  whole  of  the  expense,  £100  per 
annum,  whereas  they  had  been  promised 
in  the  debates  arising  out  of  the  Budget, 
that  two-thirds  would  be  borne  by  the 
Department.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
saia  that  we  ought  to  colonise  our  own 
country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement  was  greatly  welcomed  all  over 
the  country,  and  the  carrying  out  of  it 
would  greatlv  aid  the  settlement  of  the 
"unemployed"  question,  and  he  (Mr. 
Morton)  hoped  that  it  would  have  the 
immediate  attention  of  his  right  hon. 
friend.  In  Sutherland  increased  postal 
and  telegraphic  services  were  urgently 
needed,  and  he  hoped  that  the  Prime 
Minister  would  see  that  the  poor  crofters 
in  Sutherland  were  treated  as  well  as 
the  rich  people  in  other  counties.  Ho 
also  wished  to  know  on  behalf  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Gloucestershire 
whether  the  Home  Secretary  proposed 
to  legislate  upon  the  question  of  vaccina- 
tion. Vaccination  was  a  very  trouble- 
some question,  but  at  least  all  parties 
should  be  treated  equally  before  the  law. 
With  regard  to  tlie  land  question  in 
Scotland  which  had  been  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leith  Burghs,  he  did 
not  propose  to  go  into  that  further  than 
to  say  that  the  Scottish  people  seemed 
more  anxious  as  a  rule  to  rent  than  to 
purchase  land.  There  should  be  com- 
pulsory renting  of  the  land  with  the 
option,  if  necessary,  of  compulsory  pur- 
chase, the  object  being  to  induce  the 
land  owner  to  let  at  a  fair  rent  with 
fixity  of  tenure  and  no  unfair  conditions. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Glad- 
STONE,  Leeds,  W.)  replied  that  the  present 
condition    of    the    law    was    extremely 
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unsatisfactory,  and  he  would  be  glad 
to  see  it  amended.  But  the  Home 
Office  only  had  to  administer  the  law 
as  it  stood.  He  believed  the  whole 
administration  of  the  VaccLiiation  Act 
was  under  the  consideration  of  his  right 
hon.  friend  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board. 

The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Sinclair,  Forfarshire)  said  he  recog- 
nised to  the  full  the  cordial  support  Sir 
Arthur  Bignold  had  given  to  the  main 
provisions  of  the  Small  Landholders 
(Scotland)  Bill.  In  him  everybody  recog- 
nised a  progressive  and  enlightened 
owner  of  land  who  was  desirous  to  open 
up  the  land,  as  far  as  possible  for  the 
benefit  of  the  people  of  his  own  country. 
He  was  sorry  that  the  Bill  was  not  in  the 
hands  of  Members,  but  the  delay  would 
only  be  brief. 

Mr.  MORTON  :  Will  it  be  next  week  ? 

Mr.  SINCLAIR:  Probably.  As  he 
had  said  before,  they  wished  to  open  up 
the  land  in  the  interests  of.  the  countrv, 
and  that  could  only  be  done  gradually ; 
the  Bill  attempted  nothing  else,  and  it 
held  out  certain  inducements  which,  in 
the  belief  of  the  Government,  would  mean 
progress  in  that  direction.  But  the  Bill 
rested  mainly  upon  agreement,  and  it  was 
hoped  that  the  adjustments  might  be 
carried  out  largely  by  agreement.  It 
was  only  where  agreement  was  found 
impossible,  and  where,  for  instance, 
there  might  be  unreasonable  refusal  on 
the  part  of  one  of  many  interested  in  the 
land,  or  where  one  might  be  unable  or 
unwilling  to  give  his  consent,  that  the 
exercise  of  compulsory  powers  came  in, 
and  then  only  after  careful  examination 
by  public  authority  of  a  semi- judicial 
character,  with  every  possible  safeguard 
for  existing  rights.  It  was  agreed  on  all 
hands,  at  any  rate  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House,  that  compulsion,  in 
some  form  or  other,  was  absolutc'ly 
necessary.  It  was  certainly  the  experi- 
ence of  those  bodies  who  had  worked 
land  legislation  in  Scotland  that 
without  compulsion  in  some  form  or 
other  their  whole  efforts  could  not  be 
properly  and  successfully  developed. 
The  question  raised  to-day  was,  should 
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there  be  purchase,  or  was  it  possible  to 
attain  the  object  in  view  by  compulsory 
letting  of  the  land  ?  If  so,  must  they 
transfer  the  whole  ownership  of  the  land, 
or  was  it  possible  to  transfer  the  use  of  the 
land  in  the  pubUc  interest  ?  Looking 
at  it  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  public 
interest,  what  were  the  conditions  under 
which  small  holdings  might  have  some 
prospect  of  being  successful  ?  As  his 
hon.  friend  h  \d  suggested,  there  must  be 
some  regard  to  markets,  communications, 
transport,  and  security  of  tenure,  without 
which  combination  would  not  be  under- 
taken for  this  purpose.  All  these  objects 
so  far  as  he  could  see,  could  equally  be 
achieved  by  a  system  of  compulsory 
letting  as  by  a  system  of  compulsory 
purchase.  Then  there  was  the  land- 
owner's interest.  He  did  not  think  he 
was  wrong  in  assuming  that  in  a  large 
majority  of  cases  the  landowners  of  the 
country  wore  wiUing  to  let  their  capital 
remain  in  the  land,  even  under  the  new 
conditions,  if  the  return  to  them  was 
going  to  be  equal  under  the  new  con- 
ditions to  what  it  had  been  under  the 
old.  Why  then  force  them  to  remove 
their  capital?  The  obstacle  hitherto 
to  the  development  of  small  holdings  had 
been  the  initial  obstacle  of  expense. 

Mr.  G.  CROYDON  MARKS  (Cornwall, 
Launceston)  called  attention  to  the 
fact  there  were  not  forty  Members 
present. 

House  counted  and  forty  Members 
being  found  present, 

Mr.  SINCLAIR,  resuming,  said  there 
had  been  endeavours  to  overcome  the 
obstacle  of  expense,  as  hon.  Members 
would  see  when  they  studied  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  if  not  wholly,  at  any 
rate  in  part.  In  contrasting  again 
1  he  system  of  purchase  \vith  the  system  of 
letting,  he  would  point  out  that  under 
the  system  of  letting  the  landlord  was 
relieved  from  his  outlay  on  repairs,  and 
got  a  net  rent,  while  a  return  was  secured 
to  the  tenant,  who  was  all  the  time  im- 
proving the  interests  of  the  land,  and  if 
the  land  was  sold  in  the  pubKc  interest 
then  the  landlord  reaped  his  share,  and 
the  largest  share  of  the  increment,  in 
the  capital  value  of  the  land.  So  much 
for  the  public  interest  and  the  landlord's 


interest.  They  were  familiar  with  the 
syBtem  of  purchase,  and  his  hon.  friend 
had  expressed  his  view  of  the  system  of 
compulsory  leases  ai  a  rigid  and  not 
flexible  system.  Under  the  Crofters 
Act  he  thought  there  had  been 
more  renouncement  of  tenancy  in  the 
taking  of  poor  and  the  larger  holdings, 
more  interchange  of  occupancy  of  hold- 
ings than  had  been  possible  under  any 
system  of  land  purchase.  Added  to  that, 
the  amount  of  capital  needed  for  the 
holding  was  much  less  in  the  case  of  the 
occupying  tenant  than  in  the  case  of  the 
owner ;  but  on  the  vhole  there  wai  good 
ground  for  the  beUef  in  Scotland  th\t 
for  the  needs  of  Scotland  a  system 
of  occupying  tenancy  was  certainly 
desired.  In  conclusion  he  expressed  the 
hope  that  hon.  Members  would  be  good 
enough  to  reserve  any  final  conclusion 
imtil  they  saw  the  Bill  in  print. 

♦Mr.  ESSEX  (Gloucestershire,  Ciren- 
cester) invited  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  state  whether 
in  a  short  period  of  time  he  would  pass 
under  review  the  present  Poor  Law  system 
of  tho  country.  The  separation  of 
aged  couples  in  workhouses  was  a  scandal 
and  an  outrage.  Then  the  system  which 
obtained  throughout  our  rural  villages 
of  compelling  sons  and  daughters  to 
contribute  to  the  maintenance  of  their 
parents  in  workhouses,  of  ten  inflicted  hard- 
ships upon  people  who  out  of  very 
slender  earnings  had  already  to  provide 
for  a  family.  He  did  not  for  very  good 
reasons  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
when  it  was  under  consideration,  for 
he  woukl  much  rather  address  his  plea 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  heart. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
assured  his  hon.  friend  who  had  just 
sat  down  that  his  right  hon.  friend  the 
head  of  the  Department  was  well  aware 
of  the  condition  of  things  to  which 
reference  had  been  made,  for  he  had  had 
the  advantage  from  sitting  next  to  his 
right  hon.  friend  of  seeing  the  notes 
he  had  taken  in  legible  hand  writing. 
Postal  facilities  in  the  Highlands  also 
was  a  matter  of  which  he  had  no  doubt 
the  Treasury  realised  the  importance 
while  having  regard  to  the  general 
interest  of  taxpayers.    He  made  a  little 
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Adjournment 


{COMMONS} 
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appeal  now  to  the  House,  after  the  oUa 
podridla  of  the  day,  including  some  little 
matters  and  others  of  great  importance. 
Mr.  Speaker  had  been  in  the  chair  for  a 
long  time  during  a  great  many  days 
and  nights  and  he  was  sure  was  anxious 
to  be  relieved  from  his  duties  for  a  time. 
It  was  convenient  to  have  Mr.  Speaker 
and  the  overburdened  officials  of  the 
House  to  prut  this  plea  upon,  while  all 
the  time  it  was  themselves  who  wished 
to  get  away;  but  from  Mr.  Speaker 
downwards  they  all  wished  to  go,  and 
imless  there  was  any  matter  of  such 
urgency  to  raise  that  it  could  not  go  over 
till  October  he  appealed  to  hon.  Members 
to  consult  the  feelings  and  comfort 
of  their  fellow  Members  by  bringing  the 
discussion  to  a  close. 

Mr.  SEDDON  (Lancashire,  Newton) 
said  he  would  willingly  respond  to  the 
Prime  Minister's  appeal,  but  asked  two 
minutes  in  order  to  call  attention  to  the 
disorders  in  Widnes  on  a  question  of  a 
right  of  public  meeting  in  a  public 
square.  The  right  of  meeting  there 
had  never  been  questioned  until  the  last 
few  weeks.  The  dominant  Party  on 
the  bench  was  very  sore  at  the  great 
turnover  to  the  Labour  Party  at  the 
last  election,  and  they  had  been  per- 
sistently summoning  people  to  the  Gourc. 
He  was  given  to  understand  that  when 
he  left  this  House  he  would  lose  his 
privilege  as  a  Member,  and  would  become 
a  prison  guest  of  His  Majesty.  He  was 
afraid  that  there  was  likely  to  be  public 
disorder  in  Widnes  if  the  Home  Secretary 
did  not  see  his  way  to  use  his  good 
influence  to  secure  again  the  right  of 
public  meeting  which  had  been  enjo}ec'' 
lor  long  yeais  in  the  square. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  that  the  facts 
stated  by  his  hon.  friend  were  not 
within  his  knowledge,  and  he  had  no 
control  over  either  the  local  police  or  the 
magistrates,  but  he  would  certainly  make 
full  inquiry,  and  he  would  be  glad  if  he 
could  promote  a  settlement  ol  any 
question  thr  atening  the  public  peace. 


Mr.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Woodbiidge) 
said  he  wanted  before  the  House  separated 
to  make  an  appeal  to  the  Prime  Minister 
that  during  the  recess  he  and  the  officials 
should  consider  the  possibility  of  eSec'iig 
further  saving  of  time  in  the  taking 
of  divisions.  The  House  was  vcry^ 
grateful  for  what  had  been  done  m 
saving  time  and  labour  in  tramping 
through  the  lobbies.  Could  we  not  now 
take  a  step  further  1  We  decided  ques- 
tions by  a  majority.  Why  not  do  as 
all  other  public  bodies  do,  vote  by  show 
of  hands  or  by  standing  up,  only  aetuallj 
dividing  when  there  was  not  an  un- 
questionable majority  visible  to  the 
Chairman?  Many  days  of  valuable 
Parliamentary  time  would  be  saved  in 
this  way  in  the  course  of  a  session,  and 
''  the  time  of  Parliament  was  the  treamxn 
of  the  people."  Was  not  our  time  more 
precious  instead  of  less  precioos  than 
that  of  other  public  bodies,  none  of  whom 
wasted  the  time  in  divisions  that  we  did. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolved,  "  That  this  House  at  its  nsiitt 
to-day  do  adjourn  until  Tuesday,  2Sra 
October  next,  and  that  for  the  remainder 
of  the  session  Government  business  hare 
precedence  at  every  sitting,  and  at  the 
conclusion  of  Government  business  on 
each  day  Mr.  Speaker  do  adjourn  the 
House  without  Question  put." 


CENSUS  OF  PRODUCTION  (EXPENSBS)l 
Resolution  reported. 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  provided  hj 
Parliament,  of  any  Expenses  incurred  for 
the  purpose  of  the  Census  under  any  Act 
of  the  present  session  to  provide  for 
taking  a  Census  of  Production." 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker,  pursuant  to 
the  Order  of  the  House  of  the  13th  July 
last,  adjourned  the  House  without  Ques- 
tion put  till  Tuesday,  23rd  October. 

Adjoamed  at  one  minnte  before 
Two  o'clock. 
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PUBLIC  BILLS 

DEALT   WITH   IN    VOLUME    CLXIL 

Those  marked  thus*  are  Government  Bills.  The  figures  in  parentheses  in 
the  last  column  refer  to  the  page  in  this  volume.  "[hj^.]"  following  title 
indicates  that  the  Bill  originated  in  the  House  of  Lords. 


(A.)    HousB  OF  Lords. 


Title  of  BUI. 


^Alkali,  &c.,  Works 

*Billsof  Exchange  Act  (1882) 
Amendment 


^Charitable  Loan  Societies 
(Ireland) 


^Colonial  Marriages  [H.L.] 

^Consolidated    Fund   (Ap- 
propriation) 

♦Crown  Lands 


♦Deanery  of  Manchester 


♦Dean  Forest 


♦Dogs 


Brought  in  by 


Earl  Carrington 
Lord  Chancellor 


LordDen/nuin 


Earl  of  Elgin 
Marquess  of  Ripon 


Marquess  of  Bipon 


Marquess  of  Ripon 


Lord  Denman 


Earl  Carrington 


Royal  Assent  4th  August  (1 789) 

Co^idtteel  2,,,  ,^,^  ^^^ 

Read  3*  and  passed  SOth  July 

(401) 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 

Read  2«  SOth  July  (330) 
Committee  i    oi  i.  t  i 

Read  3«  and  passed  J       ^^^"^ 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 

Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 

All  Stages  4th  Aug.  (1789) 
Royal  Assent,,    „    (1789) 

Read  2«  30tb  July  (405) 
Committee  j  ^^^^^^ 

ReSs^  and  passed/     ^^^^^^ 
Royal  Ajisent  4tb  Aug.  (1790) 
Read  2«  30th  July  (401) 
Committee  ^    ^y.  y.,. 

Report  I  ^^%lfj 

Read  3* and  passed  J       ^^^^f 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 
Read  2«  27th  July  (3) 

Read  3*  and  passed  31st  July 

(610) 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 
Read  2«  27th  July  (54) 
Committee  30th  July  (395) 
Report  \  31st  July 

Read  3' and  passed  f     (611) 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1791) 


VOL.  CLXn.    [Fourth  Sbries.] 


3  Q 


(A.)    House  of  Lords — contimMed. 


Titieof  But 


^Education  (England  and 
Wales 


♦Extradition  [h.l.] 

♦Fatal  Accidents  and  Sud- 
den Deaths  (Inquiry) 
Scotland 


♦Fertilisers    and    Feeding 
Stuff 


Ground  Game 


Isle  of  Man  (Customs) 


♦Justices    of     the     Peace 

(No.  2) 
•Labourers  (Ireland) 


♦Local  Authorities  (Trans- 
fer of  Treasury  Powers) 


Brought  in  1^ 


Earl  of  Crewe 


Lord  Chancellor 
Lord  Chancellor 


Earl  Carrington 


Lord  Burghdere 


Marquess  of  Ripon 


Lord  Chancelloi' 


Lord  Denman 


Earl  Granard 


Local  Government  (Ireland)     Lord  Kibbei^dale 
Act  (1898)  Amendment 


♦Marriage  with  a  Foreigner 


Earl  Beauchamp 


Read  1*  30th  July  (401) 
Second  Reading  Ist  Aug.  (883) 

2nd   ^   (1180) 
3rd    „    (1475) 


>» 


»» 


» 


>♦ 


Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (I78&) 

Read  I-  30th  July  (288) 

Read2»l8t  Aug.  (1021) 

Committee  \    »  j  a 

\^"^  \    2nd  Aug. 

R:ad  3- and  passed'      ^^"^^ 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 

Read  2«  27th  July  (28) 
Committee  30th  (330) 
Report  \  31st  July 

Read  3'  and  pa<tsed/      (610) 
Royal  Absent  4  th  Aug.  (1790) 

Read  3*  and  passed  27th  July 

(31) 
Royal  A*^nt  4  th  Aug.  (1790) 

Read  2-  27th  July  (4) 

Read  3''  and  passed  30th  Jnir 

(401) 
Royal  Assent  4  th  Aug.  (1790) 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 

Read  2«  27th  July  (33) 
Committee  30th  July  (346) 
Report        31st     „     (610) 
Read  3'  and  passed  31st  Jalj 

(667) 
Consideration    of   Commons 

Amendment  2nd  Aug.  (1306) 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 
Read  2*  2nd  Aug.  (1179) 

Read  3- and  passed)      ^^^^^ 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 

Read  1*  2nd  Aug.  (1179) 
R«id  2«  I  o^  A 

Read  3*  and  passed j     ^^^'-^^ 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 
Read  2«  31st  July  (608) 
Committee  ^  i  .  * 

Report  \  '"^"f 

Bead  3«  and  pwMdj      ^'^' 


(A.)    House  of  Lords— «w«nii«f. 


TttltofBiU. 


^Musical  Copyright 


'*Open  Spaces 


♦Post  Office  (literature  for 
the  Blind) 


^Post  Office  Sites 


Prevention  of  Comiption[HL] 
Public  Slaughter  Houbce 
♦Public  Works  Loans 


Brought  In  by 


Earl  Beauehamp 


Earl  Carringtan 


Earl  of  Oranard 


Earl  of  Oranard 


Earl  of  Halsbuj-y 
Earl  of  Donou/ghmore 
Marquess  of  Ripon 


♦Bevenue 


Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors 

(Ireland) 
'''Solioitors 
♦Statute     Law     Bevision 

(Scotland) 


Marquess  of  Ripon 


Earl  of  Mayo 

Lord  Chancellor 
Lord  Chamcellor 


Slst  July 
(610) 


Bead  1«  31st  July  (667) 
Read  2«  Ist  Aug.  (1022) 
Committee  I  oo  j  a 

Report  rnsm^' 

Read  3*  and  passed  J    (^^^^> 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 
Read  2*  27th  July  (30) 
Committee  30th  July  (342) 
Report  \  31st  July 

Read  3'  and  passed/      (610) 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 
Read  2«  30th  July  (326) 
Committee 
Report 

Read  3"*  and  passed 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 
Committee  1  oi  i.  t  i 

Report  [  ^^''A^^y 

Read  3*  and  passed>'      V^*^^ 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1791) 
Read  2«  3l8t  July  (603) 
Read  1*  2nd  Aug.  (1179) 
Read  2«  >  3rd  A^. 

Read  3«  and  passed/    (1468) 
l^yal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 
^     "  1-  27th  July  (3) 

2«S0th    „     (330)     tx 
3'  and  passed  31st  July 
(610) 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug,  (179( ) 
Readl*3lst  July  (609) 

Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (179  ) 
Committee  ^   i  ^  «  ^- 

Read  3*  and  passed  1     ^^"^r^ 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aufg.  (1790) 


(B.)    House  of  Commons. 


Title  of  Bill. 


•AlkaU,  etc  Works 
♦Bills    of    Exchange    Act 

(1882)  Amendment 
^Census  of  Production 
♦Charitable  Loan  Societies 

(Ireland) 
♦Colonial  Marriages 


'*     V    • 


Brought  in  hj 


Mr,  John  Bums 
Sir  J.  Walton 

Mr.  Lloyd  George 
Mr.  Cherry 

Mr.  Churchill 


Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (178u) 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 

Read  2Mst  Aug.  (1171) 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 

Read  2^  30th  July  (583) 
Committee  Ist  Aug.  (1142) 
Report  )  2nd  Aug. 

Read  3*  and  passed/   (1459)^ 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 


^Q2 


(B.)    HOUSB   OF  C!0BCM0NS — eorUinued. 


TlUe  of  BilL 


*Cou8olidated    Fund  (Ap- 
propriation) 


Brought  In  by 


Mr.  Asqu/Uh 


*Crown  Lands 
^Deanery  of  Manchester 
♦  Dean  Forest 
*Dog8 


^Education  (England  and 
Wales) 

♦Extradition  [h.l.] 

♦Fatal  Accidents  and 
Sudden  Deaths  Inquiry 
(Scotland) 

♦Fertilisers  and  Feeding 
Stuffs 

Ground  Oame 

♦Isle  of  Man  Customs 

♦Justices  of  the  Peace  (Na  2) 

♦Labourers  (Ireland) 


Mr.  MeKenna 

Sir  JET.  CampheU-Banr 

nerman 
Mr.  McKevma 

Sir  E.  Strachey 


Mr,  Birrell 


Sir  Edward  Orey 
Mr.  T.  Shaw 


♦light  Bailways 

♦Local  Authorities  (Trans- 
fer of  Treasury  Powers) 

Local  Government  (Ireland) 
Act  (1898)  Amendment 


'Musical  Copyright 


-  -'  -'  i' J  - 


Sir  E.  Strachey 


J/r.  Beale 
Mr,  McKerma 
Sir  W.  Robsan 
Mr.  Bryce 


Mr.  IZoydrOeorge 
Mr.  MeKenna 


Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien 


Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor 


Read  1"  1st  August  (1137) 
Bead  2<'  2nd  Aug.  (1382) 

£jrt''''}3«l  Aug.  (1785) 

Bead  3®  and  passed  4th  Aof;. 

(1804) 
Boyal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1789) 

Boyal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 

Boyal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 

Boyal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 

Cont^ideration  of  Lords  Amend 

raent  2nd  Aug.  (1459) 
Boyal  Assent  4th  Aur.  (1790) 
Bead  S*"  and  passed  30ui  Julj 
(476) 

Boyal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1789) 

As  Amended  28th  July  (278) 
Boyal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 


Boyal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 


Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 

Boyal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 

Boyal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1789) 

Lords  Amf^ndments  conndered 

1st  Aug   (1138) 
Lords  Amendments  considered 

3rd  Aug.  (1786) 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 
Bill  withdrawn  2nd  Aug.  (1383) 

Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 


Read  2""  31st  July  (880) 
Committee  "k  i  ^  * 

Report  i  ^ 

Read  3*  and  passed  J  ^^^^^^ 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 
Read  3«  and  passed  31st  July 

(857) 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 


(fi.)    HotTSB  OF  ComiO^B^eofdinued. 


TIU«of  BUI. 

Brought  In  bj 

Progrtw. 

^National  Galleries  of  Scot- 
land 

Mr.  Sinclair 

Read  2*  28th  July  (222) 

*Open  Spaces 

Sir  E.  Strachey 

Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 

Poor    Law    (Scotland) 
Amendment 

SvrT.  GlmCoaies 

Read  1*  30th  July  (476) 

♦Post  OflSce  (Literature  for 
the  Blind) 

Mr.  BuxUm 

1 

Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 

♦Post  OflSce  Sites 

Mr.  Buxton 

Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 

♦Prevention  of  Corruption 

[H.L,] 

Sir  J.  Walton 

Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1791) 

♦Public  Works  Loans 
♦Revenue 

Mr.  McKewna 
Mr.  AsguUh 

Read  !•  30th  July  (476) 
Read  2*  31st  July  (87T) 

g^*^                1  1st  Aug. 

Read  3* and  passed  i     ^^^^^) 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790)  , 

♦Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  (Ireland) 

♦Sea  Fisheries    (Scotland) 
(Application  of  Penalties) 

Mr.  Sloan 
Mr.  Sinclair 

As  Amended            1 30th  July 
Considered                     /k«i\ 
Read  3*  and  passed  -      ^^^*^ 
Read  P  31st  July  (729) 

*Small  Leaseholders  (Scot- 
land) 

Mr.  Sinclair 

Read  1*  28th  July  (257) 

Solicitors  [h.l.] 

Sir  Ed.  Clarke 

Committee               ^3^^^  j^, 
Keport                       ■     /gygv  •' 
Read  3*  and  passed  J     ^       ' 
Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  1790 

♦Statute     liaw      Revision 

(Scotland) 
♦Street  Betting 

♦Trade  Disputes 

Mr.  T.  Shaw 
Mr.  YoxaU 
Sir  W.  Robson 

Royal  Assent  4th  Aug.  (1790) 

Read  2°  SUt  July  (860) 
Committee  Ist  Aug.  (1144) 
Committee  27th  July  (120) 
Committee  3rd  Aug.  (1607) 
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List  of  Bulbs,  Orders,  &c.,  which  have  been  presented  during  the  Session,  and  are 
required  by  Statute  to  lie  for  an  appointed  number  of  Days  upon  the  TaUe  of 
the  House. 

In  Continuation  of  LUt  given  in  previous  Volwnei 


Title  of  Paper. 


factory  and  Workshop  Acts  (Period  of  Employment), — 
Ck>py  of  Order,  dated  24th  July  1906,  made  by  the 
Seoretarv  of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  in  pnr- 
iuance  of  Section  36  of  The  Factory  and  Workshop  Act, 
1901,  revoking  an  Order  of  the  12th  January  1884, 
and  granting  a  special  exception  as  regards  the  period 
of  employment  of  women  and  yoong  persons  in  Fac- 
tories in  the  county  of  London,^  in  which  letterpress 
bookbinding  is  carried  on  [1  Edw.  VII.,  c.  22,  s.  126 
(3)] 

Factory  and  Worshops  Acts  (Period  of  Employment), — 
Oopy  of  Order,  dated  24th  July  1906,  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  in  pur- 
suance of  Section  36  of  The  Factory  and  Workshop 
Act,  1901,  revoking  certain  previous  Orders  and  grant- 
ing a  special  exception  for  a  period  of  one  year  as  re- 
gards tne  hours  of  employment  of  women  and  young 
persons  in  certain  classes  of  Factories  and  Workshops 
[1  Edw.  Vn.,  c.  22,  s.  126  (3)]  ' 


Universitieis  (Scotland)  Act,  18^9  (Ordinanoe),-^Copy 
of  Universitv  CourtiOrdinance  No.  XVIL  (St,  ^drews, 
No.  3)  (Insntution  of  Degrees  in  Agriculture  and  re- 
lative Regulations)  [52  and  53  Yic,  o.  55,  a  20] 


Shop  Hours  Act,  1904, — Copy  of  Order  made  by  the  Ur- 
ban District  Council  of  Portadown,  and  tonnrmed  by 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  closing  certain  Shops 
within  the  said  Urban  District  [4  Edw.  VII.,  c  31,  s. 

3(3)] 

Shop  Hours  Act,  1904,— Copy  of  Order  made  by  the 
Council  of  the  City  of  fiath,  and  confirmed  bv  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  nxing 
the  Hours  of  Closing  for  Hairdressers'  and  Barberr 
Shops  within  the  City  [4  Edw.  VII.,  c.  31,  s.  3  (8)] 


Universities  (Scotland)  Act,  1889  (Ordinance),— Copy  of 
Universitv  (Dourt  Ordinance  No.  XVIII.  (Edinburgh, 
No.  7)  (Alteration  of  Ordinance  No.  16  of  the  Com- 
missioners (1889),  Edinburgh  No.  1,  R^;n]ation8  for 
Degrees  in  Medicine)  [52  and  53  Vic,  c.  56,  s.  20] 


Date  from  which 
the  P^eriod  runs. 


28  July 


28  July 


Period  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 


40  days 


40  days 


31  July 


1  August 


1  August 


12  weeks 


40  thiy 


,H 


40  days 


4  August 


12  weeks 
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EXPLANATION  OF  ARRANGEMENT  AND  ABBREVIATIONS. 

ISills  :   Read  First,  Second,  or  Third  Time  =  iB.,  2b.,  3r.    [e.]  =  Commons.    [/.]  =  Lords. 

J fiteiui^.  =  Amendment.     Oa,  =  Observations.       Qa,    =   Qnestions.        As,  =>  Answers. 

Com,  =  Committee.     Con,  =s  Consideration.    Hep,  =  Report. 
Where  in  the  Index  *  is  added  with  Reading  of  a  Bill,  or  a  Vote  in  Committee  of  Supply,  i  t 

indicates  that  no  Debate  took  place  on  that  Stage  of  the  Bill,  or  on  that  Vote. 
Sabjects  discussed  in  Committee  of  Supply  are  entered  under  their  heading^,  and  also  under 

Members'  Names,  without  reference  to  the  actual  Vote  before  the  Committee. 


Abraham,  Mr.  W.  [Cork  Co.,  N.E.] 

Clyda  Riyer  Salmon  Poaching  Prosecution, 
— Payment  of  Costs  incurred  by  Mr. 
D.  O'Connell,  Jn^  30»  432. 

Kingston  Estate,  Sale  proposals  for — 
Appointment  of  Mr.  S.  Smith  as 
Inspector,  etc.,  July  SO,  426. 

Abyssinia 

German    Conuneroial    Treaty,    PtoTisions 
of. 
Q,    Mr.  Ashl^ ;    ^.    Sir  E.  Grey, 
Aug.  4,  1801. 

Adoock  V,  Bex,  Case  of 

Result  of  Trial,  etc. 
Q,    Mr.  Lonsdale ;    A,    Sir  J.  Walton, 
Jfdy  30,  471. 

Admiralty 

Fird    Lord—Rt.    Hon.    Lord    Tweed- 
mouth. 

Financial  Storetary — Rt.  Hon.  E.  Robert' 
son. 

Accountant  Genoral's  Department — Re- 
organisatioQ  proposals. 

Q,    Mr.  Weir;    A,    Sir  H.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman,  Jvly  27,  61. 


Admiralty— coiu. 

Canned     Foodstuffs  —  Meat,    Stock     of. 
Regulations    as    to   serving  out,  etc. 
Q,     Mr.    Alden;         A,      Mr.     E. 
Robertson,  Aug.  2,  1341,  1342. 

Granite  Contracts,   Specification  in. 
Q.    Sir  E.  Boyle ;    A,    Mr.  E.  Robert- 
son,  Aug,  3,   1602. 

Jam  Contracts 

Provision  as  to  good  Fruit,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  J.  C.  Was(m;  A. 
Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Aug,  3, 
1603. 

Quantity  condemned.  Price  paid,  etc. 
Qa.    Mr.  Alden,  Mr.  Lupton;    As. 
Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Aug,  i?,  1341, 
1342. 

Vote  for,  July  27,  119. 

Afghanistan 

Frontier,  Railway  Extension  to,  see  India 
— Railways. 

Africa,  Central 

British  Protectorate— Proposals  as  to'Leds- 
lative  Council.  ^^ 

Q,    Mr.  Rees;     A,    Mr.  Churchillr 
Jidy  30,  453w 


Afr-AU] 


Africa,  Eait 

See  aUo  names  of  jdaees. 

Fauna,    Preserv'atioii   of»    Proteotion      of 
Lake  Rudolf  Besenre,  etc. 
Q.    Sir  C.  mU ;   A,    Mr.  ChurohiU, 
July  30,  462. 

Kilinditii  Port,  Proposals  for  Improve- 
ment of. 

^Q.    SirC.  HiU;   A.    Mr.  ChurohiU, 
July  30,  462. 

Nairobi  and  Naivasha  Government  Farms, 
Tabling  Reports  on,  proposed. 
Qa.    Sir  C.  Hill;     As,    Mr.  Chnr- 
chill,  July  31,  677;     Aug.  3, 
1687. 

Africa,  Souih 

See  also  Names  of  Colonies, 

Basutoland  and  Beohuanaland,  Visits  of 
High  Commissioners  to — Reports  P^- 
sented,  July  27,  3,  CO. 

British  Indians,  SkOius  of— Literary  Test, 
Representations  as  to,   proposed, 
Q,    Mr.  Rees;     A,    Mr.  ChurohiU, 
Aug,  2,  1346,  1347. 

Africa,  Wcft 

See  also  names  of  places. 

Fauna,  Proservation  of. 

Q.    Sir   C.    Hill;      A,    Mr.    Churchill, 
July  30,  462. 

Sokoto  and  Hadeija— Tabling  Papers  deal- 
ing with  Military  Operations,  pro- 
posed. 

Q.    Sir  Q.  Parker ;    A.    Mr.  Chur- 
oUU,  July  30,  464. 

MbGloin,  P.,  Case  of. 
Q,    Mr.  Dolan;     A,    Mr.  Bryce,  Aug, 
1,  1066,  1067. 

Agricnltnral  Organifation  Society  (Iriflh) 

Clrants  to 

Discontinuance  of,  proposed. 

Qa,    Mr.  Flynn;     As,    Mr.  Bryce, 
Aug,  1,  1063,  1064. 

Incidence  of  Expenditure,  etc. 

Q,    Mr.  Hazleton;    A,    Mr.  Bryce, 
July  30,  438. 

Agriculture  Department  (Scotiand) 

^  ^  Establishment  of.  Proposals  as  to. 
Os,    Mr.  Sinclair,  July  28,  266. 

Agriculture  and  Fisheries,  Board  of 

President — Rt.  Hon.  Earl  Carrington. 
Grants  paid  to. 

Q,    Mr.  Essex;    A,    Mr.  Asquith,  July 
30,  433. 


INDEX. 
July  27 — Aug.  4. 

Agriculture  ud 


[VoLlSl 


Report  of  Proceedings,  Presented,  July  27, 
3. 


Instmettn 
Department,  Ireland 

Experimental  Farm  and  Laboratory,  Pro- 
vision of,  proposed. 

Q,    Sir    T.    Esmonde;        A.    Mr. 
Bryce,   Aug,    1,    1057. 

Ckants  paid  ta 

Q,    Mr.  Essex;    A,    Mr.  Asquith,  July 
30,  ^^S3. 

Veterinary  Branch  Staff,  Pay  and  Sidtus 
of. 
Q,    Sir    T.    Esmonde;       A.    Mr. 
Bryce,   Aug.   1,    1057. 

Ainsworih,  Kr.  J.  &  [Argyll] 

Army — Disbanded  Battalions — Faoilities 
for  Re-engagement  of  men,  etc,  Aug,  1, 
1043. 

Land  Commission  for  Sootland,  Proposals 
as  to  Establishment  of,  July  28,  276. 

Small  Landholders  (Sootland)  BID,  Intro., 
July  28,  275. 

Alcohol 

Beverages   produced    and    oonaomad    in 
various  Conntoies — Return  proposed. 
Q,    Mr.  A.  C.  Corbett;     A.    Mr. 
Lloyd-George,  July  30,  439. 

Alden,  Kr.  P.  [Middlesex,  Tottenhaml 

House  of  Commons  lighting  etc..  Depart* 
ment  employees.  Pension  Claims  of, 
July  30,  470. 

Navy  Victualling  Stores,  Jam  aad  Tinned 
Meat  in,  etc.,  Aug.  2,  1341. 

Prisons,  London,  Hindustani  Interptetect 
in,  Aug,  2,  1358. 

Alexandra  (Vewport  and  South  Wales) 
Docks  and  Bailway  Bill 

I.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4, 1791. 

Aliens 

Russian  Refuflees  on  Board  the  "  Schwalbe  ** 
and  '*  Adler,"  Reason  for  Refusal  of 
Admission  to. 
Q,    Mr.  Levy;   A.    Mr.  Gladstone, 

July  30,  481. 
Q.    Mr.    Lupton;     A.    Mr.    Glad- 
stone,  Aug,  2,  1358. 

Alkali,  ftc.,  Works  Regulation  Acts 

Report  (1905)  Presented,  July  28,  206, 
July  30,  287. 

Alkali,  ftc.,  Works  BiU 

I.  Royal  Assent,  Aug  4,  1789. 

Allen,  Mr.  A  A  [Chrlstchurch] 

Federated  Malay  States 

Gaming    Houses,  Regulations    as    to 
Licensing,  July  30,  454^ 

Opium  Payments  to  Minen,  allegedt 
July  30,  456. 
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Ampfhill,  Lord 

Sdnoation  (England  and  Wales)  Bill  2b., 
Aug.  2,  im 

l^mvj.  Strength  of— PoUoy  as  to  Reduc- 
tion in,  July  30,  313. 


Aniline  Dyeing  Trade 

Begulations  for.  Necessity  for  Scheduling 
as  a  Dangerous  Trade,  etc. 
Os,    Mr.   Tennant,  Aug.   1,   1088; 
Mr.  Jowett,  1093;    Mr.  Glad- 
stone,  1104. 

Annally  Estate 

Soho<^,  Endowment  of. 

Q.    Mr.    Meagher    ;    A,     Mr.    Bryoe, 
Jut^  30,  ho. 

Anftrather-Oray.    Xajor    [St.    Andrews 

Burghs]  " 

Army     Horse-Breeding     Establishments, 
Formation  of ,  proposed,  Ju^y  28,  209. 

Rosyth  Water  Supply,  Arrangement  for, 
July  28,  208. 

Anthrax 

Oases  of.  Method  of  Dealing  with — ^Neces- 
sity for  Stricter  Inspection  of  Wool 
at  Port  of  Entry,  etc. 
Os.    Mr.  Jowett,  Aug.  1, 1093-1095, 
1106 ;    Mr.  Byles,  1096,  1097  ; 
Mr.  Gladstone,  1105,  1106. 

Antrim 

Magistracy,      Religious      and      Political 
Opinions  of. 
Q9.    Mr.  0.  Oraig,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ; 
A9.    Mr.  Bryoe,  Aug.  1,  1064- 
1066. 

Arabia 

Muscat— Trade  Report  Presented,  July  30, 
287. 

Archdale  Estate 

Sale  Proposals  for. 
Q.    Mr.  Farrell;    A.    Mr.  Bryoe,  July 
30,^22. 

Argentina 

Buenos  Ayres,  Imprisonment  of  Enslish- 
^  men  at,  while  awaiting  Trial — AUeged 

suinneness  of  En^dish  Oonsul,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.  J.  H.  Wilson;   A.    Sir  E. 
Grey,  Aug  3,  1586. 

Arklow 

Harbour  Works,  Decision  as  to. 

Qa.    Mr.   W.   Long,  Sir  T.   Esmondo ; 
As.    Mr.  Bryoe,  Aug,  1,  1058. 

Armagh 

Direct    or    Contract    Labour — Result    of 
Inquiry. 

Q.    Mr.  McKillop;    A.    Mr.  Bryoe, 
Aug.  3»  1597,  1598. 

Orange     Disturbance — Case     of    Lucinda 
Roche. 

Q.    Captain  Craig ;  A.    Mr.  Bryce, 
J^y  31,  693. 
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Armaments 

Hague  Conference,  Submitting  Question 
to. 
Os.  Mr.  E.  Robertson,  July  27, 
71,  72;  Mr.  A.  Lee,  78;  Mr. 
Beauchamp,  82;  Mr.  Bright, 
101 ;  Mr.  Madaison.  105,  106  ; 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.  109-111  ; 
Sir  H.  Campbell-Bannerman, 
117,  118. 


Reduction  of— Proposals  as  to  Negotiations 
with  Foreign  Powers. 
Os.    Mr.  A.  Lee,  Jtdy  27,  77,  78 ; 
Mr.  Keir  Hardie,  80. 


Army 


Seereiary    of     Stale— Ut.    Hon.    R.    B. 
Haldane. 

Parliamentary  Secreljry—J&eal  of   Ports- 
mouth. 

Financial      Secretary  —  Mr.      T.       R. 
Buchanan. 

Ammunition — ^Marks     iv.,     v.     and     vi., 
DifEerence  between  Quantities  manu- 
factured, etc. 
Q.    Mr.    J.    M.     Robertson;     A. 
Mr.  Haldane,  July  30,  446 

Artillery 

Field — Horses  required  for  Mobilisa- 
tion under  New  Scheme. 
Qs.    Mr.    Soames;     A.    Mr. 
Haldane,  July  31,  696. 

Reduction  Proposals— Experts'  Opin- 
ions on 
Q.     Mr.     Arnold -Forstcr ;     A . 
Mr.  Haldane,  Aug.  2,  1326. 

Terms   of   Service,    Proposals   as    to 
Altering. 
Q.      Major     McMicking;      A. 
Mr.     Haldane,     July     30, 
450,  451. 

BarraoloB 

Contracts  for  Painting,  etc.— Proviso 
as  to  Fair  Wages. 

Q.  Mr.  Clynes;  A.  Mr. 
Haldane,   July  31,    674. 

Norwich  Barracks,  Decision  as  to. 

Q8.  Lord  Castlereagh,  Mr. 
Lehmann;  Aa.  Mi.  Hal- 
dane, July  30,  449,  450. 

Q.  Mr.  Fell;  A.  Mr.  Hal- 
dane,  July  31,  674. 

Bremner,  Mr.,  Case  of. 

Q.    Mr.   C.   Salter;    A.    Mr.   Hal- 
dane,  Aug.  1, 1042. 

Canteens 

Ballincollig— Decision  as  to  Contracts 
of  Canteen  and  Mess  Co-operative 
Society,  Limited. 
Q.    Mr.     Sheehan;      A.      Mr. 
HaWane,  July  30,  449. 

Supply    System— Contracts    held    by 
Messrs.  Dickeson,  etc. 
Q.    CoL     Herbert;      A.     Mr. 
Haldane,  July  30, 445, 446. 

[cant. 


Arm — ^Ami] 


Anny — cant. 

Ciyil  Emplpymeiit  of  Officers  under  Soper- 
annustion  Act,  see  under  efMeaaing 
Offioers — ^Betired. 

Ck>inpiilsoi7  Military  Semoe,  aee  that  tide. 

Connaii^t   Bangen*   alleged   attack   on, 
by  Nationalists  in  DorogaL 
Q,    Mr.    Lonsdale;    A,    Mr.    Hal- 

dane,  Ava.  S,  1600,  1601. 
Q,    Viscoant  Castlereagh;   A.   Mr. 
Bryce,  Aug.  3,  1606. 

Contracts,  see  under  War  OfjUe. 

Bdenoe  of  the  Empire,  see  that  U&e. 

Engineer  Servioes  in  Soathem  Cammand — 
Expense  of  Gheoldngaf  Measnrements 
by  Inspector. 
Q,    Mr.  Fetherstonhangh ;   A,   Mr. 
Haldane,  Aug.  3,  1509. 

Good  Conduct  Medal,  Conditions  of  Chant- 
ing. 
Q.    Mr.  Sloan;    A.    Mr.  Haldane, 
July  30,  428. 
Guards 

Coldstream,   3rd   Battalion — Decision 
as  to  sending  to  i^gypt. 
Q.    Sir    S.     Scott;     A.    Mr. 
Haldane,  July  30^  446. 

Irish,  Estimated  savins  by  disbanding 
instead  of  3rd  Coldstream,  etc. 
Q.    Sir  B.  Hobart;     A.    Mr. 
Haldane,  July  30,  447. 

Musketry  Scores,  figure  of  Merit  for 

Signalling,  cost  of  Mobilising,  etc. 

Qs.    Mr.  Coorthorpe ;  As.  Mr. 

Haldane,    July,    28,    210, 

211. 

Guns  and  Ammunition  Besenre,  C^reation 
of,  proposed. 
Q.    Mr.    Fell;     A.    Mr.    Haldane, 
July  28,  209. 
Horses 

Breeding   Establishments,   Formation 
of,  proposed. 
Q.    Major       Anstmther-Gray ; 
A.     Mr.  Haldane,  July  28, 
209. 

Priyate    Chargers,    etc.,    of    Officers, 
Accommc^tion  for,   in   Grovem- 
ment  stables. 
Q.    Mr.  Clancy ;  As.    Mr.  Hal- 
dane, Aug.  2,  1346. 

Indiui,  see  under  India. 

Lance,  Decision  as  to  use  of. 
Q.    Mr.     Ashley;      A.    Mr.     Haldane, 
Aug,  4,  1800. 

Militia,   Vohmteers,   Yeomanry,   see  (hose 
tiOes. 

Officers 

Majors  on  Begimental  Duty,  Begnla- 
tions  as  to  Number  of,  proposed. 
Q.    Sir  B.   Hobart;     A.    Mr. 
Haldane,  July  30,  447. 

Betired,  Civil  Employment  under 
Superannuation  Act  —  Betnm 
Presented,  July  30,  288,  407. 
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Pay— list  of  Ezoeptions 

3(7,406;  JulySl^  S9^ 

Pensions. 

Bryson,  T.  H.,  Case  oL 
Q.    Mr.  T.  Smitk;    A.    Mr.  Hal- 
dane, Aug.  2,  1346. 

Betum   (1906-6)   Preseoted   Au§.    2, 
1179,  1320. 

Personnel,  Beduction  of 

Disbanded   Battalioiis 

Encouragement      of      Nod-oom- 

misnoned  Officers  and  smb 

to  re-engage. 

Q.    Ibm    AiBSwnrtli;      A. 

Mr.  Haldane,  Aug.   I. 

104S. 

Beservists  comieoted  with. 
Qs.    Sir  a  Basch;    As.    Mr. 
Haldane,  JuX^  30,  444^ 

Political   GatheringB,    Begulatkns   as   to 
Attendance  at. 
Qs.    Mr.   Mocrell;    Am.    Ific  Hal- 
dane, Aug.  3,  1603. 

BeomitB — ^Measurements  of,  object  of  Be- 
tnm as  to. 

Q.    Mr.  Brodie ;  A.    Mr.  Haldane, 
Aug.  3,  1599,  160a 

Begimental  Debts  Act — ^Further  BQgols- 
tions  Presented,  Aug.  1,  882 ;  Aug.  2, 
1320. 

Beorganisation  proposals 

Issue  of  pftper  showing  Details,  pro- 
posea 
Q.    Sir    J.    Diokson-Poynder : 
A.    Mr.  Haldane,  July  30, 
447,  448. 

Memorandiun  Resented,  Aug.  1,  882. 

Papers,  etc..  Presented,  Aug.  i,  881 

Beserve,  Further  Beoulationa  Presented. 
July30,4S)%',  July  31  m^ 

Seditious  literature  Circulated  among 
Soldiers  in  Ireland,  method  of  dealing 
with. 

Os.    Mr.  Long,  Aug.  2,  1442;   Mr. 
Bryoe,   1452. 

Stobs    Cami>— Arranj|ement8    for    safety 
of  Pedestrians  using  drove  Bead,  etc 
Q.    Sir  J.  Jardine;    A.     Mr.  Hal- 
dane,  Aug.  2,  1325. 

Stores — Provisions   in   Contract   far  Con- 
veyance from  DubKn  to  Kilbride. 
jQ.    Mr.  Field;    A.    Mr.   Haldaae, 
Aug,  i,  1041. 

War  Office,  su  that  Ode. 

Army  Estimates 

Ordnance  Factories— £100,  Com.^  Jmly  ZU 
842,  Rep.*  Aug.  1,  1074. 

Beduction    Proposals  for  1906-7. 
Qs.    Mr.    Fell,    Lord    Baloarree;     As. 
Mr.  Haldane,  July  28.  200,  2ia 


Vol.  162.] 


Army  Ertimatet — cant, 

SurphiB   on   one   Vote   applied  to  meet 
Ezoeeses  on  othra  Votes. 

Explaoatioa  of  System. 

Of.  Mr.  W.  Rntbecf ord,  Jvly 
30,  576,  578,  582;  Mr. 
CS&airmaii,      576 ;  Mr. 

McKemia,  576,  578;  Mr. 
C.  Hay,  576,  578,  581 ;  Mr. 
Haldane,  577,  581,  582; 
Mr.  V.  Cavendish,  Sir  E. 
Carson,  Mr.  H.  Beach,  578. 

MoUon  (Mr.  MoKenna),  July  30,  573- 
575 ;  Jvly  31,  871-874. 

Vohmteer  Corps,  Pay  and  Allowances — 
£1,244,000,  Com.*,  Jvly  31,  841; 
iJep:*,  Avg,  1,  1074. 

War  Office  and  Army  Accounts  Depart- 
men1^£559,000.  Com.*,  JuLy  31,  842  ; 
Rep.\  Aug.  1,  1074. 

ArnoldFonter,  Bt  Hon.  H.  0.  [Croydon] 

Artillery  ReduotioQ  Proposals,  Experts' 
0|union8  on,  etc.,  Aug,  2,  1326. 

Transvaal,  Self-Qovemment  for — Terms 
of  New  Constitation,  July  31,  794-795. 

Arran,Earl  of 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  2b.,  July  27,  48 
C<m.,  July  30,  348,  367,  372. 

Art  and  Science  Buildings 

Vote  for,  July  31,  809  ;  Aug.  1,  1070. 

Artillery 

8et  under  Army. 

Afloot  District  Oas  (Electric  Lighting)  Bill 

I,  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1791. 

AdLbonme,  Lord 

Dogs  Bin,  C<im,t  Jnly'SO,  399. 

Lalxraiers  (Irehmd)  Bm,  2b.,  July  27,  34, 
37-40 ;  Cam.,  July  30,  349,  355>358, 
359,  361,  362,  366,  386,  387,  388,  391, 
392,  394. 

Lamidries,  Lispection  of — Amendment  of 
Faotoriee  Act,  proposed,  July  27,  24. 

Local  Goyemment  (Ireland)  Act,  (1898) 
Amendment  Bill,  2b.,  Aug.  3,  1470, 
1472,  1573,  1574. 

Public  Works  (Loans)  Bill,  2b.,  Aug,  3, 
1468,   1469. 

Alhloy,  Mr.  W.  W.  fLancashire,  N.,  Black- 
pool] 

Abyssinia  —  Proyisions  of  Commercial 
Treaty  with  Germany,  Aug,  4,  1801. 

Army — ^Lanoe,  Decision  as  to  Use  of, 
Aug,  4,  1800. 

Consolidated  Fond  (Appropriation)  Bill, 
2b.,  Aug.  2,  1435. 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill — 
Teachers'  Kegister,  Names  on,  etc., 
July  30,  466. 
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Ashley,  Mr.  W.  W.— cotu. 


[Arm— A84 


Qreenwioh  Observatory,  Effect  of  Lbndon 
Ooonty  Coonoil  Electric  Pow«»r  Station 
— Bate  of  Presenting  Committee  Re- 
port, July  31,  695. 

Income-Taz  Liability  of  Foreign  Traders 
with  OfBoes  in  United  Kingdom, 
Aug.  4,  1802. 

London  Water  BnjapLy,  Defects  of  and 
Proposals  for  Beuing  with,  Aug.  4, 
1803. 

Morocco 

British  Trade  with.  Development  of, 

Aug.  2,  1435,  1436. 
Land  Sales  to  Foreigners,  Conditions 

of,  Aug.  2,  1353. 

Police  in  Coast  Towns,  Powers  of,  to 
deal  with  Slavery,  Aug,  2,  1352. 

Slavery,  in  Result  of  Negotiations  as 
to,  Aug,  2,  1436,  1437. 

Navy— Torpedo  Boat  Destroyers,  Pro- 
vision of  Turbine  Machinery  for, 
Aug.  4,  1799,  1800. 

Post  Office  Mail  Van  Contracts— Result  of 
Inquiry,  July  31,  708. 

ABqoith,  Et  Hon.  H.  R.—Chancellor  of  the 
Excheqtier  [Fifeshire,  K] 

Agriculture  Boards  in  England  and  Ireland 
Grants  Paid  to,  July  30,  433. 

Beer  Duty,  Revenue  from — Effect  of 
Consumption  of  Lighter  Beers,  etc., 
July  31,  704. 

Consols,  Decline  in— Losses  of  Savings 
Bank  Investors,  etc.,  July  31,  70".. 

Death  Duties— Payments  during  last  six 
Years,  Aug.  2,  1355. 

Dublin  Revaluation,  Proposals  as  to 
Proceeding  with,  July  28,  219. 

Ecclesiastical  Discipline  Commission  Re- 
port, Cost  of,  Aug,  2,  1356. 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill, 
3b.,  July  30,  483-490. 

Inoome-Tax 

Foreign  Traders  with  Offices  in  United 
Kingdom,  Liability  of,  Aug,  4, 
1802. 

Percentage  of  Population  Liable  for 
in  Different  Portions  of  United 
Kingdom,  July  30,  423. 

London  Custom  House  Quay,  Decision  as 
to,  Aug,  3,  1595. 

Members  of  Parliament,  Payment  of — 
Legislative  Proposals,  etc.,  July  30, 
413. 

Nickel  Coins,  Issue  of,  instead  of  Bronze, 
proposed,  July  31,  705. 

Taxes,  Collectors  of.  Conditions  of  Appoint- 
ment of,  Aug.  2, 1356. 

Tea  Duty — Amount  paid  u:  cler  Concession, 
fvly  28t  214. 

[cont. 


A8<[-Bal] 


AiqniflL  Bt  Hon.  H.  H.~eoni 

Trade  DispntoB  Bill,  Com.^  Aug.  S,  1712- 
1714,  1763, 1764, 1766,  1771. 

Whisky,  Patent-Stillaiid  Pot-StiU,  Regula- 
tiooB  as  to  Blending — Sentence  on 
Mr.  Foley,  July  30,  413;  July  31, 
685. 


INDEX. 

July  VJ—Aug.  4. 

Baker,  Mr.  J.  A.  [Rn-bmy.  E.] 


|ToLl63. 


Bengal,  Eastern,  see  under  India. 
Tea  Lands,  Assessment  of. 
Q.  Mr.  Laidlaw ;   A,  Mr.  Morley,  July  3, 
698. 

Aihen 

Rural  Postmen,  Wages  of. 
Q,  Mr.  O'Shaoghnessy ;  A.  Mr.  Bu2cton, 
Aug.  i,  1029,  1030. 

Atherley- Jones,  Kr.  L.  [Durham,  N.W.] 

New  Forest  Crown  Lands,  Alleged  En- 
croachment on — Case  of  Purkis,  Jidy 
30,  470. 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com,,  Jyljf  27,  168- 
171 ;  Avg.  3,  1632,  1658,  1686-1688, 
1755. 

Attomey-Oeneral 

8ir  J.  Lawaon  Wallon. 

Attomey-Oeneral  for  Ireland 

JRl.  Hon.  B.  R.  Cherry. 

Antomn  Session 

See    under    Parliamentary    Procedure- 
Session. 

Avon  and  Stonr  Conservaney 

Extension — Proposals  as  to  Tabling  Report. 
Q.    Mr.     W.     D.   Ward;      -4.    Sir    E. 
Strachey,    Amg.    i,     1040;      Aug. 
2.  1337. 

Baoon 

American — Measures    proposed    for    Pre- 
▼entioQ  ol  Importatioa  ol  TabereukMis 
Baoon. 
Q.  Mr.    Fetherrtonhaogfa ;     A.  Mr. 
Bcyoe,  Jufy  31, 686,  687. 

Baenp  Corporation  Bill 

c  Lords'  Amendts.,  Co».*  Jviy  27,  57. 
I.  Royal  Assent,  Avg.  #,  1792. 

Baghdad  Eaihray 

Oontrol  of  poriioQ  between  Ba^- 
dad  and  tike  Persian  Gulf,  Importanoe 
of. 
(h.  Mr.  Bees,  Auf.  2,  1419,  14^0. 

to    Khor    Abdullah,    Decision 
as  to. 

Q.  Captain  Faber ;   A.  Sir  K.  Grey. 
Amg.  ^,  13^ 

Information  as  to  ProjgreBB  made  wiUu  etc. 
Of.    Mr.     R(«a,     Ang,    ^    18U,  1813, 
Sir  E.  Gwy.  1S37, 
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PriaonB 

Convicts  unfit  for  Priaoo 

Proposals  as  to,  Jtdy  30,  463. 

Epileptic  ConTicts,  Number  of  (1904-0) 
jMJUf  30,  463. 

Transvaal — Restrictions  on  sale  of  Opicoi 
to  Chinese,  Jyly  30,  456. 

Baker,  Sir  J.  [Portemonth] 

Naval  Shipboilding — Distribrtian  of  Work 
between  Private  aad  GoTeranent 
Yards,  JmJU/  27,   119. 

Baker  Street  and  Waterloo  Baihray  Bm 

I.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1791. 

Balcarres,  Lord  [Lancashire,  N.,  Cborlpy] 

Army  Estimates  1906-7,  Ptopoaak  as  to, 
Juiy  28,  210. 

Census  of   Prodnotioa   Bill,  2k^   Aug.  h 

1171,  1175. 
Coal  Mines  Inspection  System,   iVopossk 

for  Extension  of,  July  2$,  213. 

EdiHjation  (England  and  Wales)  Bifi- 
Teachers*  Re^ster,  Proposals  at  to 
Renewal  of,  Jwly  30,  467. 

London  Custom  House  Quay.  DeeiaicB 
as  to,  Aug.  3, 1505. 

National   Galleries   of   Scotlazid  BiB,  2m.. 

J«(y  2^,243. 
Naval     Expenditure — Surpluses     oa     ooe 

Vote  applied  to  meet  Excesses  ao  odicr 

Votes.  Jmly  30,  574. 
Street   Betting  Bill,   Com.,  Aug.   U  W^ 

1158,  1162.  11G3. 

Balfonr,  Bt  Hon.  A.  J.  [London] 

Armaments,  Reduction  of — Sobmitttif 
Question  to  Hague  Coniemce,  Jiig 
27,  100-llL 

Business  of  the  House,  Coarse  oC.  J«if  !#. 
474,  475. 

Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  BiU. 
2k.,  A^.  2,  1389.  1394. 

DeftsDoe  of  the  Empire. 

Oommittee  of  Defence. 

ConHitution    of,    Aug.    2.    1388. 
1390. 

Prime     Minister     aa     Hnd 
of,  Aug.  2,  1390,  VBl. 

Fonoiioos  of,  Amg.  2,  I39S,  ISH 

Leader  of  the  Oppoeitaoa  to  at 
on,  pn^oeed,  Aug.  2,  IXSr 
1397. 

Party  Dement,  Ncceasity  kf 
Elimination  of,  Aug.  2,  130^ 
1393. 

Repfeeentativce  from  the  Ookmiri 
and  India,  proposed,  Aug.  i, 
1392,  1393. 

Edaoatioii  [Eoglaod  and  Walea]  Bil,  3^ 
July  »»  518,  54S-552. 
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BaUbnr,  Bt  Hon.  A.  J—e<mt. 

Nayy 

Reduction  in  Strength  of»  Proposals 
as  to  —  Responsibility  of  Sea 
Lords,  eta,  Jtdy  27,  107-113. 

Shipbuilding — Speed  in  Construction, 
Advantages  of  Great  Britain 
over  Foreign  Nations,  July  27, 
112,  116. 

Two-Power  Standard,  Proposals  and 
Neoessity  for  Maintaining,  July  27, 
111,  112;  Aug,  2,  1395,  1396. 

Trade  Disputes  BiU,  Cam,,  Aug.  3,  1685, 
1686,  1707-1712,  1763,  1764,  1769- 
1771,  1775. 

Transvaal  Self-government  —  Terms  of 
New  Constitution,  July  31,  798-804. 

Balfour  of  Burleigh,  Lord 

duoation  (England  and  Wales)  Bill, 
2b.,  Aug,  2,  1210,  1211 ;  Aug,  3, 
1571. 

Committee  Stage,  Date  of  Taking, 
Aug.  3,  1571. 

House  of  Lords  Offices. 

Report   of   Select   Committee,    Post- 
ponement   of    Consideration    of, 
?ropo8ed,    Aug.    3,    1472,    1474, 
675,  1576. 

Rooms  proposed  to  be  given  over  to 
Commons,  Aug.  3,  1472,  1575- 
1577. 

Labourers    (Ireland)    Bill,    Commons* 
Amendts.  to  Lords*  Amendts.,  Con,, 
Aug.  e,  1315. 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Act  (1898) 
Amendment  BiU,  2b.,  Aug.  3,  1471, 
1574. 

Ballina 

Fairs,   Decision   as   to   New   Patent  for 
Hdding. 
Q,    Mr.  Fetherstonhaugh ;  A.    Mr. 
Cherry,  Aug.  1,  1037. 

BaUinooUig 

Canteen,  Me  under  Army — Canteens. 

Ballybofey 

Extra  Police,  Reason  for  Employing. 

Q.    Mr.  BlacVeigh;  A.    Mr.  Bryce, 
July  30,  419,  420. 

Ball3rsadare 

Foreshore,    Ownership    of    —    Claim    of 
Mr.  McQloin,  etc. 
Qe.    Mr.  Fetherstonhaugh ;   A.  Mr. 
Uoyd-Qeorffo,    July   28,  217; 
Aug.  2,  13^. 

Banbury,  Sir  F.  G.  [London,  (3ity  of] 

Public  Works  Loans  Bill,  2b.,  July  31,  877. 
Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Cam.,  July  27,  131- 

133,   158-161,  165-167,  177-180; 

Aug.  3,  1609,  1610,  1611,  1641,  1644,  | 


SESSION  1906. 
Jvly  21— Aug.  4. 

Baiiii  Biver 


[Bal-Bea 


1645,  1684,  1699-1702. 


Drainage  Scheme,  Proposals  as  to  Carrying 
out. 
Oe.   Mr.  Qordon,  Aug.  2,  1445. 

Barking  Light  Bailways  (Lands)  Order 

Prcsentod,  Aug,  1,  882,  1026. 

Barlow,  Mr.  P.  [Bedfo  d] 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill, 
3r.,  July  30,  537,  538. 

Barnard,  Lord 

Dogs  Bill,  Cam,,  July  30,  395. 

Barnard,  Mr.  E.  B.  [Kidderminster] 

Corporation  of  London  [Blaokfriars  and 
other  Bridges)  Bill,  Lords*  Amendts. 
Con,,  July  30,  665-567. 

London  County  Council  (Tramways  ard 
Improvements)  Bill,  Lords*  Amendts., 
Con.^  July  30,  569. 

Barrie,  Mr.  H.  T.  [Lcmdonderry,  N.] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill, 
Con,,  July  30,  593. 

Barry,  Mr.  E.  [Cork  Co.,  S.] 

(>)olmountain  School  Teachers*  Salary, 
Amount  of,  July  31,  714. 

Land  Purchase. 

Mining   Rights,   Powers   of  Commis- 
sioners as  to,  July  31,  712. 

Stamp    Duty    Payable    on    Transac- 
tions, July  31,  726. 

Barrymore,  Lord 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com.,  July  30, 
388. 

Baih 

Shop  Hours  Act,  Order  made  under.  Pre- 
sented, Aug.  1,  882,  1025. 

Bawden,  Dr.  J.  B.,  caie  of 

Decision  of  General  Medical  Council. 

Q.    Mr.    Bowles;    A.    Mr.    Glad- 
stone, July  28,  216. 

Beach,  Mr.  M.  Hioks  [Gloucester,  Tewkes- 
bury] 

Army  Estimates — Surpluses  on  one  Vote 
applied  to  meet  Excesses  on  other 
Votes,  July  30,  578. 

C!ape  Colony  Voters  Disfranchised  after 
the  War — Date  of  regaining  Votes, 
Aug,  2,  1348. 

Dogs  Bill,  Lords'  Amendts.  Con.,  Aug. 
2,    1459. 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill. 
Clause  4 — Liability  for  Cost  of  Ballots, 
etc.,  Aug.  2,  1368. 

Vtteet  Betting  BiU,  Com.,  Aug.  1,  1154. 

Beale,  Mr.  W.  P.  [Ayrshire,  S.] 

National  Galleries  of  Scotland  Bill,  2b., 
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July  28,  257. 
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Beanohamp,  Earl 

Laundries,  Inspeotion  of — ^Amendment  of 
Factories  Act,  proposed,  Jvly  27,  23. 

Leckhampton  Hill  Right  of  Way  Dis- 
turbance— Sentence  on  Barrett,  etc., 
Jvly  30,  328. 

Marriage  With  Foreigners  Bill,  2b.,  Jtdy 
31,  608 ;  Com.,  Aug,  1,  1021. 

Mus'cal  Copyright  Bill,  2b.,  Aug,  J,  1022 ; 
Com.,  Aug.  2,  1306. 

Beanohamp,  Mr.  H.  W.  [Suffolk,  Lowestoft] 

Armaments,  Reduction  of — Submitting 
Question  to  Hague  Conference,  July  27, 
82. 

Navy 

Armoured  GruiBers,  Suspension  of 
Construction  of,  proposed,  July 
27,  84. 

Battleships 

Comparative  Value  of   Small  and 
Large  Ships,  July  27,  83,  84. 

New  Construction,    Proposals   as 
to,  July  27,  82. 

Increased  Cost  of  Lidividual  Ships, 
July    27,    83. 

Shipbuilding  —  Foreign  Programmes, 
July  27,  83. 

Beer 

Duty,    Revenue   derived  from — Effect   of 
Consumption  of  Lighter  Beers,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.  H.  Roberts;  A.    Mr.  As- 
quith,  July  31,  704. 

Belfast 

Dock    Accommodation — Offer    of    Messrs. 
Harland  &  Wolff,  etc. 
Q.     Mr.    J.    Redmond,    Mr.    Mac- 
Veagh  ;  As.    Mr.  Lloyd-George, 
Aug.  2,  1377,  1378. 
Post  Office 

Clerical  Staff  Memorial,  Reply  to. 

Q,    Mr.  Sloan;  A,    sSi.  Buz- 
ton»  Aug,  1,  1028. 

Counter  Work,  Facilities  for  Learning. 
Q.    Mr.  Sloan;  A,    Mr.   Buz- 
ton»  Aug,  4,  1794. 

Learners,  Transfer  of,  to  Lcmdon — Li- 
crease  of  Pay  as  Lodging  Allow- 
ance, proposed. 
Q,    Mr.  J.  O'Connw;  A,    Mr. 
Buxton,  July  31,  678. 

Overship,  Promotion  to  in  1906. 

Q,    Mr.  Sloan;  A.     Mr.   Bux- 
ton,  Aug,  2,  1331. 

Postmaster's    evidence    before    Select 
Committee  as  to  Postmen's  Wages. 
Q.    Mr.  Sloan;  A,    Mr.  Bux- 
ton, Aug.  4,  1794. 

Smoke  Nuisance,  Measures  for  Abate- 
ment  of. 
Q.    Mr.   Sloan;  A.     Mr.   Bux- 
ton, Aug.  2,  1331,  1332. 

Queen's     College — Report     (1906-6),  Pre- 
sented, Aug.  2,  1178,  1318. 
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INDEX. 

July  27 — Aug,  4. 

Belfiwt— «>w<- 

Stock  Exchange,  Registration  d. 


Q.    Mr.     MaoVeagh;    A,    Mr.    lioyd- 
George,  Aug,  2,  1378. 

Bell,  Mr.  E.  [Derby] 

Railways 

Accidents — ^Date  '  c^  Issuing  Ratnm 
for  1906,  July  31,  681. 

Hours  of  Labour — Date  of  Presenting 
Return,  July  31,  68L 

Bellairs,  Mr.  C.  [Lynn  Regis] 

Bermuda  Old  Floating  Dock*  Ships  Docked 
in  since  1902,  etc.,  July  30,  411. 

Cunard  Company,  Amount  of  Subndy  to, 
Aug.   3,    1589. 

German  Naval  Shipbuilding  Programme, 
Aug.  3,  1592. 

Navy 

Battleship  to  be  named  Lord  Neboo, 
proposed,  July  27,  65. 

Information  as  to  date  of  baildiog 
certain  Battleships,  Aug,  3.  1591 

''  Montagu "  Salving  Operatiooi, 
Casualties  involved  in,  Aug.  2, 
1342. 

Policy  of  the  (xovemment,  basis  for 
framing,  July  21,   127,   728. 

Strength 

Comparative  strength  with  France 
and  Germany,  in  BatUeshipi 
and  CmiBeiB,  Julv  27,  95« 
96. 

Reduction  in,  Proposak  as  to— 
Responsibility  of  S«a  Lords, 
eta,  July  27,  93,  94. 

Tonnage— Comparison  with  loragn 
Countries,  Aug.  2,  I34I. 

Portsmouth  Canteen  Committee,  alleged 
Attempt  to  override  Decision  d, 
Aug.  1,  1038. 

Belloo,  Mr.  H.  V.  P.  E.  [Salford.  S.] 

Education  (England  and  Wake  BiD,  3  b-. 
July  SO,  506-607. 

Berkshire 

Charities  —  Farther  Return  Presented. 
Aug.  1,  1026. 

Bermuda 

Floating  Dock,  old.  Ships  docked  in  since 
1902 — ^Amount  nnezpended  of  Dock 
Extension  Item. 
Q.  Mr.  Bellain ;  ^.  Mr.  £.  Robert- 
son, July  30,  411,  412. 

Bertram,  Mr.  J.  [Herts,  Hitchin] 

street  Betting  BiD,  Cam,  Aug.  1,  1166. 

BetheHMr.  J.  H.  [Essex,  Romford] 

Tel^aph  Office,  Central — Testing  auali- 
ficationsfor  supervisory  duties,  July  27, 
62.* 
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Bills 

Private— standing   Orders  220  and  246, 
Suspension  of,  ordered,  July  30,  403. 

Bills  of  Exchange  Act  (1882)  Amendment 
Bill 

/.   Com*  and  Rep.*  July  27,  4. 
3b.,  Jvly  30,  401. 
Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

B  rmingham^ 

Housing   Committee  v.  J.  Roderick,   De- 
cision in  case  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Steadman;  A.  Mr.  Boms, 
Aug.  3,  1691. 

Birmingham,  Bishop  of 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2b., 
Aug,  3,  1522. 

BirrelL  Et    Hon.  Kr-PreaiderU,    Board  of 
Education  [Bristol,  N.] 

Education  (England  and  Wales  Bill),  3b., 
July  30,  662-560. 

Clause  4 

Liability  for  cost  of  ballots,  etc., 
Aug.  2,  1368. 

Regulations  referred  to  in  Sub  -  section 
(1)  (o).  Date  of  publishing, 
July  30,  409. 

Subsection  4,  application  of,  Aug. 
3,  1591. 

Teachers*  Register,  Names  on,  pro- 
posals as  to  renewing,  etc., 
July  30,  466,  467. 

Transfer  of  officials  under  Clause  26, 
Date  of,  July  28,  207. 

Free  Education,  Right  of  Parents  to 
demand,  July  30,  469. 

Grant  of  £200,000,  Items  and  Particulars 
of,  Aug.  1,  1049. 

HoUoway— Partitions     in     Eden     Grove 
School,  Aug.  1,  1031. 

Karston  Siooa— Date  of  tabling  Report 
on  Cooper  School,  July  30,  469. 

Oxford  Pupil  Teachers  Centre,  Reason  for 
closing,  etc.,  J^y  30,  430;  Aug.  2, 
1337. 

Secondary  School.  Regulations — Interpre- 
tation of  Paragraph  8,  Aug.  4,  1797. 

Watford  Grammar  Schools  Inquiry — ^De- 
cision as  to  need  for  Secondary  School, 
etc.,  July  30,  467,  468. 

West  Ham  Schools,  alleged  overcrowding 
at  Hermit  Road  and  Star  Lane, 
July  30,  468. 

Worsthome  Council  School,  Proposals 
for  closing,  Aug.  3,  1589. 

Births 

Annual  Report  (Ireland)  1905,  Presented* 
Aug.  2,  1178,  1318. 
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Bissett,  Mr.  C*  Case  of 

Decision  as  to. 

Q.    Mr.  Thomasson;    A.    Mr.  Churchill, 
July  31,  676,  677. 

Blairgowrie 

Water  storage  of  Mills,  Powers  of  Com- 
missioners to  take  away. 
Q.    Mr.   Wilkie;    A.    Mr.   Sinclair, 
Aug,  3,  1605,   1606. 

Blythswood,  Lord 

Education  (England  and  Wales  Bill,  2b., 
Aug.  2,  1249. 

Boiler  Explosions  Acts 

Working  of — Report  Presented,  Aug.  3, 
1462,  1581. 

Boland,Mr.J.P.[Kerry,S.] 

Holloway — Partitions  in  Eden  Gro.o 
School,  Aug.  1, 1030, 1031. 

Irish  Language,  Teaching  in  Schools — Pro- 
cedure  in  Introducing  Bi-lingual 
System,  July  31,  720. 

Magillicuddy  Estate,  Sale  of — Reason  for 
Exclusion  of  Mrs.  E.  Joy,  July  31,  715. 

National  Galleries  of  Scotland  Bill,  2b., 
July  28, 245. 

Portmagee — Appointment  of  Justice  of  the 
Peace,  proposed,  Aug.  3,  1595. 

Trade  Statistics,  Irish,  Decision  as  to 
Publication  of,  July  31,  721. 

Bookbinding 

Period  of  Employment  of  Women  and 
Young  Persons  —  Order  Grant  i.g 
special  Exceptions  presented,  July  2^, 
206  ;  July  30,  288. 

Borneo 

Brunei  Order  in  Council  Presented,  Aug.  3, 
1462,  1580. 

Bottomley,  Mr.  H.  W.  [Hackney,  S.] 

Servia,  Diplomatic  Relations  with — Con- 
ditions  of  Renewing  by  Great  Britain, 
Aug.  2,  1352. 

Street  Betting  BiU,  2b.,  Jti/y  31,  861,  868  ; 
Com.,  Aug.  1,  1148,  1149,  1150,  1163, 
1154,  1163. 

Bonlton,  Mr-  A-  C  F-  [Hunts,  Ramsey] 

Richmond  Park  Roads,  Condition  cf, 
July  31,  709. 

Bowles,  Mr.  G.  8.  [Lambeth,  Norwood] 

Bawden,  Dr.  J.  B.,  Case  of — ^Decision  of 
General  Medical  Council,  July  28,  216. 

Navy 

Canteen  System — ^Decision  as  to  In- 
quiry, Aug.  2, 1344. 

Gunnery  Practice — Alleged  Waste  of 
Ammunition  by  Sheemess  Divi- 
sion, Aug.  2,  1344. 

\e(yrU. 


Bow— Bry] 


Bowles,  Mr.  G.  8.— c<w<. 

Navy — cont. 

Shipbuilding — Speed  in  Onstruotion, 
Advantages  of  Great  Britain  over 
Foreign  Nations,  July  27,  08,  09. 

Strength. 

**  Dilke "  Betum,  Misleading 
Nature  o^  Jtt/y  ;?7, 97, 9a  • 

Beduotion  in.  Proposals  as  to, 
July  27,  96-100. 

Navy  Estimates — Surpluses  on  one  Vote 
applied  to  meet  Excesses  on  other 
Votes,  July  30,  571. 

Revenue  interception — Return  (1904-1907) 
proposed,  Aug,  1,  1039. 

Tax  Collectors,  Conditions  of  Appointment 
of,  Aug.  2, 1366. 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com.,  July  27,  120- 
127,  134,  168,  172,  173,  183-186,  197 ; 
Aug.  3,  1610,  1614r-1616,  1639,  1641, 
1673-1676, 1723,  1724,  1733. 

Boyle,  Sir  B.  [Taunton] 

Admiralty  Granite  Contracts,  Specifications 
in,  Aug.  3, 1602. 

Brace,  Mr.  W.  [Ghimorgan,  S.] 

Mines,  Eight  Hours  Day  in — Objecticms  to 
Appointment  of  Committee  of  In- 
quiry into,  Aug.  1,  1099,  1100,  1101. 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com.,  Aug.  3,  1765. 

Bramadon,  Mr.  T*  A.  [Portsmouth] 

Navy. 

Courts  Martial  Procedure,  Inquiry  into, 
proposed,  July  31,  695. 

Discipline— Sentences  for  Offence  of 
Striking  Superior  Officer,  July  31, 
693,  694. 

Strength  of.  Proposed  reduction  in — 
Responsibility  of  Sea  Lords,  etc., 
July  27,  91,  92. 

Brassey,  Lord 

Marines,  Beserve  for,  proposed,  July  30, 
290. 

Navy 

Beserve 

Admiral  Superintendent  d, 
Bepresentation  of  at  Chief 
Commercial  Ports  by  an 
Officer  of  Standing  in  the 
Service,  July  30,  291. 

)ffioers,  securing  higher  standard 
of  efficiency  proposed,  July 
30,290. 

Becommendations  of  Committee 
on,  July  30,  288,  290. 

Shipbuilding,  Beduotion  in  Vote  tot, 
posnbilly  ol  effeoting,  Julif  30, 
289. 

16 


INDEX.  [Vol.  162. 

July  27 — Aug.  4. 

Brldgeman,  Mr.  W.  C.  [Shropshire,  OsiwcBtzy] 


Education  (Englaiid  and  Wales)  BOL 

Begulations  Beferred  to  in  CSame  4 
(i)  (a),  date  of  puUishing,  J«l^  J0. 
408. 

Magistrates,  Political  Test  for,  on  Appoiav 
ment,  proposed,  Aug.  2,  1381,  1382. 

Orange  Biver  Colony  Constitatuxw  Re- 
posals for  Discussion  of,  Jui^  31,  677. 

Bright,  Kr.  J.  A.  [Oldham] 

Armaments,  Beductioa  of  —  Submitting 
Question  to  the  Hague  Coolereoee, 
July  27,  101. 

Navy,  Expenditure  on — Ptopoeals  as  to 
Beduction,  July  27, 100,  101. 

Bristol  Corporation  Bill 

e.  Lords'  Amendts.,  Cam.,  Aug.  2,  142S. 
l.  Boyal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1793. 

Britiih  MuBeum 

Irish  Newspapers  in — ^Transfer  to  Doblta 
National  Library,  proposed. 

Q.  Sir  T.    Esmonde;    A.  Mr.   Me- 
Kenna,  July  31,  726,  727. 

Vote  for,  July  31,  823 ;  Aug.  1,  1078. 

Broadmoor  Criminal  Lnnatie  Asylum 

Vote  for,  July  31,  819 ;  Aug.  1,  1072. 

Brodie,  Mr.  H.  C.  [Snrrey,  Beigate] 

Army  Becruits,    Object  of  Betmn  as  to 
Measurements  of,  Aug.  3,  1500. 

Hospita  s.  Exemption  of,  from  Bates  aad 
Taxes,  proposed,  Aug.  3,  1601. 

Yeomanry 

Discharges,  Period  of  BenderingBetam 
as  to,  Aug.  3, 1599. 

Expenditure  Betum,  Annual  imatb  oL 
proposed,  Aug.  3,  1000. 

Becruits  for  Army,  Disoontinwance  of 
Betum  as  to,  proposed,  Aug.  1, 
1600. 

Bromsgrore  Bnral  District  Council 

Loan  for  Improvement  Works  in  Hsgky 
and  Clent,  Beason  for  Befusal  oi. 
Q.  Mr.  C.  B.  Harmsworth ;   A.  Mr. 
Bums,  Aug.  2,  1337,  1338. 

Brown.  B.  L.,  Estate  of 

Beinstatement  claim  of  P.  Byan. 
Q.  Mr.  Joyce ;    A.  Mr.  Bryoe,  July  31, 
713. 

BryoOf  Mr.  X  A.  [Inverness  Boigfas] 

Militia  Uniform  Contracts,  Allocation  of» 
Aug.  2,  1326. 

Post  Office  Uniform  Contracts,  AUocatiQa 
of,  Aug.  2, 1366. 
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July  27—Auff.  4. 


P&ry— Bry 


Bryoe,  Bt    Hon.    J.—Chk/   Secretary  for 
Ireland  [Aberdeen,  S.] 

Aghanlish— Case  of  P.  McGloine,  Aug,  1, 
1067. 

Agricultural   Organisation  Society  Grants 

Discontinuance  of,  proposed,  Aug.  1, 
1053,  1054. 

Incidence  of  Expenditure,  etc.,  July 
•  30,  438. 

Agriculture,  etc.,  Department 

Experimental  Farm  and  Laboratory, 
Provision  of,  proposed,  Aug,  1, 
1067. 

Veterinary  Branch  Staff,  SUUua,  etc., 
of,  Aug,  1,  1057. 

Annally  and  Clifden  Estates— Endowment 
of  Schools,  July  30,  420. 

Antrim  BCagistracy,  Religious  and  Political 
Opinions  of,  Aug.  1,  1065,  1066. 

Archdale,  Galbraith  and  King-Harman 
Estates,  Sale  Proposals  for.  July  30, 
422. 

Arklow  Harbour  Works,  Decision  as  to, 
Aug,  1,  1058. 

Armagh 

Orarige  Disturbances — Case  of  Lucinda 
Rochd,  July  31,  693. 

Result  of  Inquiry  into  Emplojrment  of 
Direct  or  Contract  Labour,  Aug. 
3,  1698. 

Bacos  American — Measures  proposed  for 
Prevention  of  Importation  of  Tuber- 
culous Meat,  July  31,  687. 

Ballybofev  Extra  Police,  Reason  for 
Employing,  July  30,  420. 

firow.i,  R.  L.,  Estate  of — Reinstatement 
Claim  of  P.  Rya-.,  July  31,  713. 

Burtonport  Railway  Delays,  Cause  of, 
Auj.  1,  1055. 

Butler  Estate — Reinstatement  Claim  of 
W.  Agar,  Aug.  2,  1338. 

Cahertrim  Gra-'.ing  Farm,  Disposal  of, 
July  30,  425. 

CasUeblakeney  Estate  Grass  Lands,  Dis- 
posal of,  Aug.  1,  1058. 

Cavan  Magistrates,  Religion  of,  July  30,  420. 

Charitable  Donations,  etc..  Commissioners, 
Names  and  Conditions  of  Appoint- 
ment  of,  July  30,  440. 

Clanricarde  Estate,  Situation  on — Eviction 
of  Mr.  Ward,  etc.,  Aug.  1,  1439, 1452. 

Clearing  House  Banking  Returns,  Informa- 
tion as  to,  July  30, 423. 

Congested  Districts — Commission  of  In- 
quiry, Scope  of,  Aug.  2,  1449. 

Congested  Districts  Board,  Land  Pur- 
ohaaed  by,  prices  paid,  etc.,  Aug.  1, 
1062. 
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Bryoe,  Bt  Hoil  3.—eont. 

Connaught  Ransers,  Alleged  Assault  on, 
by  Nationalists  in  Donegal,  Aug.  3 
1606. 

Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  Bill 
2b.,  Aug.  2,  1439,  1448. 

Constabulary 

Cast-off  aothing,  Disposal  of,  July  27, 
66. 

Inspectors,    Age    for  Retirement    of, 
July  30,  442. 

Promotion  System,  Aug.  2,  1376. 

Reductions,  Proposals  as  to,  July  31. 
722;  Aug.  2,  1375. 

Coolmountain  School  Teacher's  Salary, 
Amount  of,  July  31,  715. 

Cork,  Registration  of  Title  in— Authority 
for  Collecting  Fees,  Aug.  4,  1798. 

Corrib,  Lough— Decision  as  to  Grant  for 
Ferry,  July  30,  439. 

Crimes  Act,  Repeal  of,  proposed,  Aug.  2, 
1448.  ^^       ^      ' 

Cusack  Estate,  Untenanted  Land,  Disposal 
of,  July  30,  421. 

Dalystane  Labourer's  Cottage  Scheme- 
ownership  of  Land,  etc.,  July  30,  436. 

De  Salis  Estate,  Sale  Proposals  for,  July  30, 
416. 

De  Vesci  Estate— Reinstatement  Claim  of 
S.  Maxwell,  July  31,  688. 

Delmege  Estate— Progress  of  Sale  Negotia- 
tions,  July  30,  416. 

Dickson  Estate,  Sale  of— Decision  as  to 
Turbary  Rights,  etc.,  July  30,  442. 

Down  County  Dog  Licences  Insufficiently 
Stamped,  Decision  as  to,  Aug.  3,  1598 

Drumran^y  Shooting  Outrage  —  Police 
Efforts  to  Trace  Offenders,  Aug.  3 
1606.  ^ 

Dublin  Corporation — Charge  against  two 
Councillors  in  connection  with 
Carting  Contract,  Aug.  1,  1063. 

Result  of  Investigation,  etc.,  Aug.  J. 
1597. 

Dungannon  Disturbances — Police  Measures 
to  Preserve  the  Peace,  etc.,  Aug.  1, 
1062. 

Dunraven  Estate,  Sale  of— Price  of  Mr.  G. 
Spearing's  Holding,  July  30,  416. 

Education 

Afflicted    Children,    Proposals  as   to, 
Aug.  1,  1033. 

Boys'  Schools  under  Masters,  Appoint- 
ment  of  Assistant  in,  Aug.  1, 1066. 

Commissionter,    Resident,    Salary    of 
July  30,  436. 
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Bryce,  Rt.  Hon.  J,—cont. 

Education—  cotit 

Intermediate  Board 

Meetings,  Press  Admittance  to — 
Publication  of  Minutes,  etc., 
Aug.   4,   1796. 

Minutes  and  Correspondence,  Pro- 
posals as  to  Tabling,  July  31, 
692 ;  Aug,  2,  1376. 

Parliamentary    Control    over — 
Refusal  to  carry  out  Resolu- 
tion, etc.,  Aug,  1,  1453,  1454. 

National    School    Teachers 

Dismissals  for  Inefficiency  since 
1900 — ^Inquiry    proposed, 
July  31,  690. 

'y  Salaries 

Period  for  Payment  of,  July 
30,  436. 

Teachers  Completing  Training 
in  1900,  Aug.  2,   1376. 

Primary,  Proposals  for  Improvement 
of,  Aug.  2,  1374. 

Schools,  Non- vested —  Number  Re- 
ported as  unsanitary,  etc.,  July  30, 
443. 

Starkie,  Dr.,  Services  of,  Aug.  1, 
1066,    1067. 

Erne,  Lough,  Fisheries,  Decision  as  to 
Protection  of,  July  31,  688. 

Erne  River  Hatchery,  Management  of,  etc., 
July  31,  687. 

Evans,  Abraham,  Reason  for  delay  in 
Sale  of  Estate  of,  July  30,  443. 

Export  and  Import  Returns,  Decision  as 
to  Issuing,  July  30,  424. 

Fema  Bridse— Position  of  Myles  O'Reilly 
Coat  of  Arms,  Aug,  2,  1339. 

Ferns — Decision  as  to  building  Grants  for 
Clologue  and  Ballindaggin  Schoob, 
Aug.  2,  1374. 

Fisheries 

Development  of,  Aug,  2,  1448. 
Statistics  for  past  six  months,  Aug,  1, 
1061. 

Fowney  Cattle  Maiming  Outrage— Police 
e£fort8  to  trace  Offenders,  etc.,  Aug,  1, 
1064,    1056. 

Game  Preservation — Enforcement  of  Game 
Laws,  etc.,  Aug.  1,  1034. 

Gardenham — Turbary  Rights  of  W. 
Browne,  Aug.  2,  1340. 

Glenties  Sheep-dipping  Inspector,  Quali- 
fications of,  Aug.   1,   1030. 

Gun  Licences 

Flanagan,  Mr.  T.,  Refusal  of  Licence 
to,  July  30,  434. 

Power,  Mr.  E.,  Reason  for  Refiisal  to, 
Aug,  1,   1029. 

Hungerford    and    Clorahn    Estate — Rein- 
statement claim  of  J.  and  G.   Hinir, 
-Jiug.  1,  1033. 
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Bryce>  Et.  Hon.  J,— cant, 

Irish  Language,  Teaching  in  Schook— 
Procedure  in  introducing  bi-hngittl 
System,  July  31,  720, 

Judgeship,  vacant,  propoeala  as  to  fiBing, 
Aug.  3,   1584. 

Keady  Orange  Disturbance,  InformatioB 
as  to,  July  27,  65. 

Kilcogy  Bog  Estate,  Sale  proposak  foTt 
July  30,  422. 

Killafee — Reinstatement  claim  of  D. 
Maguire,  Aug.  2,   1373, 

Kingston  Estate,  Sale  proposals — ^Appomi- 
ment  of  Mr.  S.  Smith  aa  Inspector, 
etc.,  July  30,  426. 

Kingstown  Police  Court — Complaint  against 
Superintendent  Talbot,  Aug,  1,  1063t 
1064. 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Acta — Definitioo  of 
Agricultural  Labourer,  July  30,  419. 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  Lords*  Amcodtaw. 
Con.,  Aug,  I,  1138,  1139,  1140,  1142. 

Land  Act — Powers  of  future  Tenants,  m 
to  fair  rents,  Aug,  i,  1061. 

Land  Commission 

Assistant  Commissioners,  Reasons  for 
Dismissal  of,  Aug,  2,  1468L 

Church  Property  Branohy  Bents  a, 
July  31,  689. 

Fair  Rent — Cases  Dealt  with,  pro- 
posals for  Expediting  Hearingi, 
etc.,  Aug,  2,  1375. 

Land  Purchase— Delay  in  Purchase  d 
Grazing  Lands,  alleged,  Aug.  2,  1440, 
1450. 

Lavally 

Parish  Committee   Scheme,    Dedsica 

as  to,  Aug,  2,  1340. 
Reason  for  refusing  Grant-in-aid  to, 

July  30,  437. 

Law  Courts — High  Court  of  Jostioe  dork- 
ships.  Examinations  for,  July  30^  437. 

Leigh  Estate — Reinstatement  daim  of 
Mrs.  Colfer,  July  31,  693. 

Leitrim  ^Congested  Districts — Plropoisli 
as  to  holding  Royal  Commlsaion  Sit- 
ting,  July  31,   714. 

Listowel  Union  Poor  Law  Reli^,  IncresM 
in  Cost  of,  July  31,  691. 

Local  Government  Board 

Members'  Names  imd  Conditions  oi 
Appointment,  July  30,  441. 

Officials,  Information  given  in  Beton 
as  to,  July  31,  717,  718. 

Longford  Congested  Areas,  proposals  for 
Relief  of,  July  30,  424. 

Loughrea — Untenanted  Lands  in  nei^* 
bourhood,  Disposal  of,  July  SO,  &, 

Magillicuddy  Estate,  Sale  of— Beaacn  for 
Exclusion  of  Mrs.  £.  Joy,  July  31, 
716. 

Magistrates,  Resident.  AcooantsoC,J«lyJ/, 
685,686. 
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Bryoe.  Bt  Hon.  J.—cont 

Maraham  Estate  Evicted  Tenants,  Re- 
statement of,  July  31,  715. 

Montgomery  Estate,  Sale  of — Grazing 
Rights  of  Tenants,.etc.,  July  31,  690. 

Moody  Estate — Case  of  J.  Gallagher, 
July  31,  714. 

Mnllaranny — Decision  as  to  Railway  to 
BelmuUet,  Aug,  1,  1059. 

Newman  Estate,  Purchase  of — Case  of 
Mr.  T.  C.  O'Callaghan,  Aug,  1,  1053. 

O'Brien  Estate,  Sale  of,  July  30,  ^22, 

Pennyfeather  Estate  —  Reinstatement 
Claim  of,  P.  Pranty,  July  31,  714. 

Pbtty  Sessions  Clerkships — Age  Limit  for 
Appointment,  July  31,  719. 

Pier  and  Harbour  Schemes,  Delay  in 
carrying  into  effect,  Aug  2,  1454. 

Poor  Law  Commission,  Irish  Representa- 
tion on,  July  30,  441 ;  Aug,  H,  1339. 

Portayogie  Harbour  Works,  Decision  as 
to,  Aug.  1,  1059,  1060. 

Portmagee— Appointment  of  Justice  of 
the  Peace,  proposed,  Aug.  3,  1596. 

Prison  Medical  Officers,  Conditions  of 
Appointment  of,  July  30,  439. 

Railways  Commission  of  Inquiry,  Con- 
stitution of,  Aug.  2,  1451. 

Raphoe  Orange  Disturbance,  Information 
as  to,  Jtdy  30,  417. 

Ross  Lodge  Estate  Townlands,  Appb'ca- 
tiops  from  Residents  in — Procedure 
in  registering  Area  as  Congested,  etc., 
July  30,  436,  437. 

Royal  Canal,  Necessity  for  Cleansing, 
Aug,  i,  1032. 

Royal  Commissions  appointed  in  Ireland* 
Constitution  of,  Aug,  2,  1450. 

Ruthyen  Estate — Reinstatement  Claim  of 
P.  McLoughlin,  Aug.  2,  1374. 

Seditious  Literature  circulated  among 
Soldiers  quartered  in  Ireland,  Aug,  2, 
1452. 

Sessiaghoneill  East  Donegal  Co-operatiye 
Society — Case  of  Mr.  McMonag  e,  Aug. 
3,  1607. 

Shimna  Riyer  Fi«(hery  Rights — Claim  of 
Earl  of  Annesey,  July  31,  719. 

Shinrone  Police  Force,  Strength  of — 
Duties  of  Head  Constable,  etc., July  31, 
721. 

Sinclair  Holyhill  Estate — Case  of  Kee  v. 
Doherty,  Remarks  of  Lord  Justice 
Fitzgibbon,  etc.,  Aug,  3,  1585. 

Shgo  Sawmills  and  Joinery  Company, 
Formation  of  —  Responsibility  of 
Agriculture  Department,  etc.,  July 
SO,  427  ;  Aug,  S,  lo'JO. 

Tarbert  Process  Seryer,  Duties  of,  etc. 
Aug,  4,  1799. 

Telegraph  Poles,  Allocation  of  Orders  for 
Creoeoting,  Aug,  2,  1366. 
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Bryce,  Rt.  Hon.  J,-<ont. 

Tobacco  Cultiyation  in  Ireland — Result 
of  Negotiations,  July  30,  443. 

Trade  Statistics,  Decision  as  to  Publica' 
tion  of,  July  31,  722. 

Trawling,  Gunboats  for  Protection  of, 
Aug,  2,  1449. 

Tuam  Police  Barracks,  New,  Decision  as 
to,  July  30,  438. 

Wexford,  Crimelessi.ess  of — Withdrawal  of 
Proclamation  under  Crimes  Act, 
proposed,  Aug,  2^  1448. 

Wicklow  Harbour  \^';;rlxS 

Contract  for,  All(.cation  of,  July  27* 
63. 

Proposals  as  to,  Aug.  1,  1060. 

Wynne  Estate — Reinstatement  Claim  ifH 
P.  Fiely,  July  31,  690.         ♦ 

Backhaven,     Methill    and    InnerlefMlt 
Burgh  Extension  Bill 

c.  Report*  July  30,  402. 

Con.  and  3b.*  Aug.  1,  1023. 
I,  Commons,  Amendts,  Con.*  Aug.  2,  11)0^ 

Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1792. 

Buckmaster,  Mr.  S.  0.  [Cambridge] 

Blind  Persons,  Postage  on  Literature  f|||| 
July  30,  465.  ™ 

Bull,  Sir  W.  J.  [Hammersmith J 

Railway  Carriage  Doors,  Iinpro-,  e  J^  ;/  ^ 
Fastening,  proposed,  A  tig.  2^/f^ 

Women's  Suffirage  Diaturbau'  jhA '///  of 
Mrs.  J.  Sparborough,  A  ug 

Borghclere,  Lord  } 

Dogs  Bill,  Com,,  July  30,  391,^^' 

Education  (England  and  'J^fj^piU,  2b. 
Aug.  1,910. 

Fertilisers  and  Feeding  llMil'I'ilK  2b. 
July  27,  29 ;  Com.,  JmM^^U  332, 
333,337. 

Ground  Game  Bill,  3b,  Juj^^^iH,  32. 

Laundries,  Inspection  of  Ar/i^y)^Iment  ot 
Factories  Act,  proiM).  m^^27,  27. 


Borke  Estates 

Untenanted  Land,  Di  i/oftj^ 
Q,     Mr.    Dufify;     A.    W-^ 
30, 425.  \      • 

Bormali 


yce,   July 


Opium,     Indian,     consu  ^iHi-   during    last 


Thirty    Years 
30,  408. 


Rcti  UP  .Ordered,   July 


Boms,  Rt  Hon.  J'—Presi 

Oovernment  Hoard  j^Ba. 

Birmingham  Housing  ' 
Roderick,  Deoi  ion  i 
1591. 

Bromsgrove  Rural  District  Council  Loan 
Reason  for  Refusal  of  Saljction  to,  Aug 
2,  1338. 


•  of  the   Local 
]• 

iti^ee    v.    J. 
e  of,  Aug.  3, 


3r  2 
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Burns,  Et  Hon.  J^—cont. 

Children,  Underfed,  Provision  of  Meals  for 
—Working  of  Order,  July  3Jy  679. 

Food,  Preservatives  in — Proposals  for  In- 
vestigation of  Subject,  July  30,  429. 

Ipswich    Workhouse    Farm,    Report    on 
Tuberculosis  Outbreak  at,  Aug.  2, 136.3. 

Kinder  Reservoir  Works,  Reason  for 
Stopping,  Av^.  4,  1804. 

Leigh  Cockles,  Reason  for  Stoppage  of  Sale 
of,  at  Billingsgate  Market,  Aug.  2, 1325. 

London  County  Council— Parliamentary 
Bills,  Expenditure  on  Promoting  and 
Opposing — Return  proposed,  Aug.  1, 
1037  ;    Aug.  3,  1606. 

LoiMdon  Squares  and  Enclosures  Bill,  3r. 
Aug.  h  1024. 

London  Water  Supply,  Defects  of  and 
Proposals   for   dealing   with,   Aug.  4, 

1803. 

Motor  Omnibuses,  Speed  Indicators  for, 
proposed,  July  30,  409. 

Poor  Law 

Children 
^  Amendment  of  Within  the  Union 

Boarding-out  Order,proposed, 
July  30,  ^11. 

Cost  of  Maintaining  under  Various 
Systems,  July  31,  680. 

Metropolitan  Asylums  Board 
Special  Schools  —  Alleged 
want  of  Appreciation  by  Guar- 
dians, July  30,  410. 

Guardians*      Accounts,      System     of 
Auditing,  Aug.  2,  1364. 

Rates — Amendment  of  Law  as  to  Particu- 
lars given  on  Demand  Notes,  etc.* 
proposed,  Aug.  3,  1592. 

Tuberculosis  Royal  Commission  Report, 
Date  of  Issuing,  Aug.  1,  1036. 

Unemployed 

Grant,  Proposals  for  Distributing,  Aug. 
2,  1363. 

Manitoba    Harvest    Work,    Employ- 
ment on,  proposed,  Aug.  2, 1362. 

Watford  Secondary  School,  Scheme  for, 
Aug.  3,  1692. 

West  Ham 

Burgess  Roll,  Persons  Entitled  to  be 
Registered  on,  Aug.  2,  1362. 

Unemployed      Distress      Committee, 
Grant  to,  proposed*  Aug.  2,  1363. 

Bortonport 

Railway  Delajrs,  Cause  of 
Q.    Mr.     MacVeigh;    A»    Mr.     Bryce, 
Aug.  1,  1055. 
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Course  of. 
Oa.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Sir  H.  CampbeD 
Bannerman,  Mr.  J.  Redmond,  Mr. 
Keir  Hardie,  July  30,  474,  475,  Eiri 
of  Camperdown,  Marque«  of 
Lansdowne,  Marquess  of  R^oa« 
Aug.  3,  1578. 

Butcher,  Mr.  S.  H.  [Cambridge  UnirerMty] 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  BUI,  U. 
July  30,  501-605. 

National  GaUeries  of  Scotland  Bill.  2i. 
July  28,  240. 

Bute  (English  and  Welsh  Estates)  Bill 

e.  Eep.*  July  27,  5S. 
3b.*  July  31,  668. 
I.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1793. 

Butler  Estate 

Agar,  W.,  Reinstatement  Claim  of. 

Q.    Mr.     Hammond ;     A.     Mr.    Bryce, 
Aug.  2,  1338. 

Buxton,  Et.  Hon.  8.  Q,— Postmaster  Geneni 
[Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar] 

Adare  and  Rathkeale  Parcels  Pdet  Facili- 
ties, Improvement  of,  July  SO,  472; 
Aug.   1,   1029. 

Athen  Rural  Postmen.  Waoes  of,  AM9.  h 
1030. 

Belfast 

Clerical  Sta£f  Memorial,  Reply  to. 
Aug.  1,  1028. 

Counter  Work,  Facilities  for  Learnicf 
Aug.  4,  1794. 

Learners,  Transfer  of,  to  Locdon— 
Increase  of  Pay  as  Lodgtsf 
Allowance,  proposed,  July  II 
678. 

Overseership,  Promotion  to,  Aw§.  * 
1331. 

Postmasters  Eyldenoe  beforv  ScfeH 
Committee  as  to  Postmen*!  Wafei 
Aug.  4,  1794. 

Smoke  Nuisance,  Measures  for  Abste 
ment  of,  Aug,  2,  1332. 

Blind  Persons,  Postage  on  Literatore  ior. 
July  30,  465. 

Cape  Colon^f — Import  Duty  on  Catakgw* 
and  Price  Lists,  Aug.  2,  1365. 

Circulars,   Regulations  as  to  Special  De- 
liveries of,  Aug,  4,  1795. 

Cork 

Telegraph  Departmlent 

Oversews,  Duties  of,  Aug.  2,  IX*^ 

Staff  required  in,  Aug.  2,  1380. 

Telephone      Department     VacancieK, 
Ifethod  of  Appoiating  to,  J«^ 
I  2,  1380. 
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Bnxfam,  Bt  Hon.  8. 0.—cani. 

Dablin 

BCail  Cftrt  Service  Contract,  Duration 
of— Visit  of  Officials  to  Con- 
tractors* Premises,  etc.,  Aug.  2, 
1322. 

Overtime,  Amount  and  Cause  of,  Aug, 
2,  1323. 

Finchley  Telephone   Extension,  Proposals 
as  to,  Aug,  2,  1332. 

Glasgow 

Hedical  Officer,  Appointment  of,  July 
27,  62. 

Volunteers,  Reason  for  Refusal  of 
Leave  to,  July  27,  64. 

Hampstead  Telephone  Employees,  Reason 
for  Discharge  of,  Aug.  2,  1332. 

Killarney     Postmen,     Weight     of     Mails 
carried  by,  Aug.  2,  1380. 

KilldjTsert  Postal  Facilities,  Improvement 
of,  proposed,  July  31,  725. 

Kingsbridge    Post    Office    Staff  Luncheon 
Accommodation,  July  27,  64. 

Leixlip  Postal  Facilities,  Improvement  of, 
proposed,  Aug,  2,  1330. 

Lewis 

Stomoway 

Post  Office,  new,  decision  as  to, 
Aug.  2,  1307. 

Postal  Service,  Improvement  of, 
proposed,  Aug.  2,  1365. 

Limerick 

Learners,  Offer  of  Transfer  made  to, 
July  30,   473. 

Parce!8  Post  Delays,  Inquiry  into, 
proposed,  July  30,  472;  Aug.  i, 
102-\ 

Relief  Duties,  System  of  Selection  for, 
July  30,  473. 

Lisdrumrea  Postal  Facilities,  Improvement 
of,  proposed,  July  3  ,  725. 

Mail  Service 

Canadian  Route — Decision  as  to 
Moville,  July  31,  708. 

Guiana,  British — Mail  Service  Ar- 
rangements, July  30,  464. 

Indian  Contract,  New,  Time  Table  for, 
July  31.   708. 

West  Indies,  Proposals  as  to,  Aug.  2, 
1367. 

Bfail  Van  Contracts,  Result  of  Inquiry  into, 
July  31,  708. 

Penny  Postage  to  United  States — Reason 
for  Refusal  of  Proposals,  Aug.  2, 1364. 

Post-cards — Penalty  for  affixing  Stamps  to 
Back,  July  30,  431. 

Quilty  Postal  and  Telegraph  Facilities,  Im- 
provement of,  proposed,  July  31,  726. 

Rathkeale — Erection  of   New    Office,  pro- 
posed, July  30,  474. 
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Savings  Bank 

Unclaimed  Balances,  Procedure  in 
transferring  to  Dormant  Ledgers, 
etc.,  Aug.  2,  1322. 

Withdrawals  on  Demand — CaseB  of 
Fraud,  etc.,  Aug.  2,  1368. 

Sunday  Duty,  Pay  for,  Aug.  2,  1330. 

Telegraph  Service 

Central  Telegraph  Office 

Case  of  Evershed,  Aug.  2,  1331* 

Testing  Qualifications  for  Super- 
visory  Duties,  July  27,  62. 

Inspectorship,  Assistant,  of  Messengers, 
Drill  Qualification  for,  Aug.  2, 
1366. 

Poles,  Allocation  of  Orders  for  Creosot- 
ing,  Aug.  2,  1366. 

Terrington,  Telegraph  Delays  at,  Alleged, 
July  30,  466. 

Tollcross  Postal  Facilities,  Improvement  of, 
proposed,  Aug.  1,  1036.      < 

Tormarton  Postal  Facilities,  Improvement 
of,  proposed,  July  31,  707.  '"- 

Towns  on  Cambrian  Railway,  Improve- 
ment of  Postal  Facilities  for,  pro- 
posed, Aug.  3,  1584. 

Travelling  Letter  Sorters — Compensation 
paid  to  Mr.  Winskil  by  Railway 
Company,  Aug.  1,  1035. 

Tullamore — Proposals  as  to  Telegraph 
Service  to  Killeigh,  July  31,  678. 

Uniform  Contracts,  Allocation  of,  Aug.  2, 
1366. 


Byle8,Mr.W.P.[Salford,N.] 

Anthrax,  Prevalence  of — ^Necessity  for 
stricter  Inspection,  etc.,  Aug.  1,  1096, 
1097. 

Factories 

Conditions  of  Employment  of  Toung 
Girls  in,  Aug.  i,  1097. 

Inspectors,  Increase    in    Number    of, 
proposed,  Aug.  1,  1048. 

Particulars,**  Enforcement  and  Ex- 
tension of  Law  as  to,  Aug.  1, 
1096. 


it 


Time-cribbing,  System  of — Necessity 
for  dealing  with,  Aug.  i,  1096. 

Musical  Copyright  Bill,  3b.  t  J^y  31,  859. 

Natal  Native  Rising 

**  No  Surrenders  "  Policy — Alleged 
Speech  of  Brigadier  •  General 
Jeffreys,  Aug.  1, 1044. 

Progress  made  with  Settlement  of,  Aug* 
1,  1043. 


Cab—  Can] 


INDEX. 

July  27 — Aug.  4. 
Cabs  and  Omnibuses  (Metropolis) 

Report  from  Select  Committee  Presented, 
July  31,  728. 

Message  to  Ck)mmons  for  Ck)pies  of 
Select  Committee  Reports,  etc., 
Aug.  3,  1678;  Copies  ordered, 
1583. 

Cahertrim 
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Grazing  Farm,  Disposal  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Duffy  ;    A.    Mr.  Bryce,  July  30, 
424,  425. 

Cameron*   Mr,    R.    [Durham,  Houghton-le- 
Spring] 

Crimes — ^Imprisonment  in  default  of  paying 
Fines  in  1904,  Facilities  for  paying 
Fines,  etc.,  Aug.  2,  1333. 

dampbell-Bannerman,  |tt.  Hon.  Sir  H.— 

First  Lord   of    the    Treasury    [Stirling 
Burghs] 

Admiralty  Accountant-Generars  Depart- 
ment— Reorganisation  Proposals,  July 
27,  61. 

Armaments,     Reduction      of — Submitting 
Question  to   Hague   Conference,  July 
27,  117,  118. 

iJusiness  of  the  House,  Course  of,  July  30, 
474,  475. 

Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  Bill, 
2r.,  Aug.  2,  1397. 

i)efence  of  the  Empire 

Committee 

Functions  of,  Aug.  2,  1397,  1398. 

Leader  of  the   Opposition  to  sit 
on,   proposed,  Aug.  2,  1399. 

Representatives  from  the  Colonies 
and  India,  proposed,  Aug.  2, 
1399. 
Elections  (Meetings  in  Schoolrooms)  Bill, 
Proposals  as  to  taking,  July  30,  444. 

Hospitals,  Exemption  of,  from  Rates  and 
Taxes,  proposed,  Aug.  3,  1602. 

Limited  Partnerships  Bill,  Proposals  as 
to  taking,  Aug.  1,  1068. 

Magistrates 

PoUtical    Test   for,  on   Appointment, 
proposed,  Aug.  2,  1381,  1382. 

Procedure  in   making   Appointments, 
Aug.  h  1067. 
National  Galleries  of  Scotland  Bill,  pro- 
posals as  to,  July  28,  221. 

National  Gallery  Director,  Powers,  Duties 
and  Pay  of,  July  28,  221. 

Navy 

Policy  of  the  Government,  Basis  for 
Framing,  July  31,  728. 

Shipbuilding 

Programme  for  1906-7,  July  27, 
114-117. 

Speed  in  Construction,  Advan- 
tages of  Great  Britain  over 
Foreign  Nations,  July  27, 
110.   117. 
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Nf,vy — cont. 

Strength,  Proposals  as  to  RednctMB 
of — Responsibility  ol  Sea  Lotdi, 
etc,  July  27,  114-117. 

Two- Power  Standard,  Proposah  as  to 
Maintenance  of,  Aug.  2^  1400. 

Opium  Trade,  Proposals  as  to  Legislatka 
to  Restrict,  July  28,  221. 

Parliamentary  Procedure — Autumn  8»- 
sion.  Business  to  be  taken  daring,  etc, 
Aug.  1,  1068,  1069. 

Poor  Law 

Amendment  proposals,  Aug.  4,  1M2. 

Commission,  Irish  Repreeentatiai  oa, 
Aug.  1,  1042. 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank  Deposits,  In- 
vestment of,  in  erecting  Model  Dwel- 
lings, proposed,  July  31,  692. 

Royal   Commissions,    Cost   of,   etc.,  July 

28,   219. 
Sittings   of    the  House   on  Saturday,  4tli 

August — Hoiu-    of    Meeting,    Aug.   h 
1069. 
Stibbert      Bequest,      Negotiations     witfc 
Executors  as  to,  July  28,  220. 

Street  Traffic  Board.  ProposiOs  as  to— 
London  County.  Council  Opinion,  etc, 
July  28,  220. 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com.,  Aug.  3,  1768. 

Committee  Stage,  proposals  for  tak- 
ing, Aug.  2,  1382. 

Camperdown,  Earl  of 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of,  Aug.  J, 
1578. 

Dogs  BiU,  Com.,  July  30,  398,  TW. 

Education  (England  and  Walee)  BiB— 
Powers  of  Local  Authoritiee  to  pay 
Substitutes  for  Teachers  who  rrfu* 
to  give  Religious  Instruction,  Anf- 
3,  1466-1467. 

Navy 

Shipbuilding  Programme,  Ottportonitj 
for  Discussing,  July  27^  5;  J«^ 
30,  308-311. 

Strength  of — Proposals  for  ReductioB, 
Responsibility  of  Sea  Lords*  etc, 
July  30,  308-311. 

Public  Slaughterhouses  Bill,  2r.,  July  3L 
606. 

Canada 

Immigration  Bounties  paid  to  Agents  ia 
Ireland,  Information  as  to. 

Q.     Mr.  Hazleton;    A.     Mr.  Ghnr- 
chiU,  July  30,  455,  456. 

Mail  Service,  see  under  Post  Office— Msil 
Service. 

Canals 

Commission 

Irish  Representation  on. 

Q.     Mr.    J.    Redmond ;    A.    Mr. 
Lloyd-George,  July  30,  461 
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Caimed  Foodstaffii 

Preseryativea  in — Proposals  for  Investi- 
gation. 

Q.    Mr.    O'Malley;   A,    Mr.   Burns, 
Jidy  30,  429. 

Canterbury,  Archbishop  of 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2r., 
Jnly  1,  921,  972,  999;  Aug.  2, 
1204,  1235 ;  Aug,  3,  1572. 

Committee  Stage,  Date  of  taking, 
Aug.   3,    1572. 

Laundries,  Inspection  of — Amendment  of 
Factories  Act,  proposed,  July  27,  24. 

Religious  Instruction  in  Council  Schools 

Number  of  Schools  in  which  no  Re- 
ligious Instruction  is  given,  July 
27,  6,  7. 

Cape  Colony 

Catalogues  and  Price  Lists,  Import  Duty 
on. 

Q.     Mr.  Walrond  ;  A.     Mr.  Buxton, 
Aug.  2,  1365. 

Blanhood  Suffrage,  Information  as  to. 

Q.    Mr.  Gibbs;  A.    Mr.  Churchill, 
Aug.  2,   1349. 

Voters  Disfranchised  after  the  War — Date 
of  Regaining  Votes. 

Q.    Mr.     Hicks    Beach;      A.    Mr. 
Churchill,  Aug.  2,  1348. 

Cardiff 

Public  House,  Alleged  Dlegal  Payment  of 
Wages  to   Workmen   at. 
Q.     Mr.    J.    H.    Wilson;    A.     Mr. 
Gladstone,  Aug.  3,  1590. 

Cardiff  Railway  BiU 

•  L  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1791. 

Carrington,    Earl — President    of    the    Board 
of  Agriculture. 

Dogs  BiU.  2b.,  July  27,  54;  Com.,  July 
30,  396,  397,  398,  399,  400. 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill, 
2b.,  Aug.  1,  995. 

Fertilisers  and  Feeding  Stuffs  Bill,  2b.,  July 
27,  28 ;  Com.,  July  30,  330,  332,  333, 
334,  335,  338   339   340,  341. 

Open  Spaces  Bill  2b.,  July  27,  30,  31, 
Com.,  July  30,  342,  343,  344  346. 

Public  Slaughterhouses  Bill,  2b.,  July  31 

607. 
Sheep^Residt  of  Inquiry  into  Lonping-ill 

and  braxy,  July  30,  329.  • 

Carson,    Bt   Hon.    Sir   £.   H.    [Dublin 

University] 

Colonial  Marriages  Bill,  Com.,  Aug.  1,  1143, 
1144. 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  Lords'  Amendts., 
Con.,  Aug.  1,  1139,  1141. 

Navy  and  Army  Expenditure — Surpluses 
on  one  Vote  applied  to  meet  Excesses  on 
other  Votes,  July  30,  572,  578. 
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street  Betting  Bill,  2b.,  July  31,  867  ;  Con., 
Aua.  1,  1145,  1147,  1148,  1155,  1157, 
1000. 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com.,  July  27, 128-130. 
141-143,  146,  150,  167,  195.  196. 
198;  Aug.  3,  160S,  1605.  1613, 
1619, 1634, 1643,  1646-1648, 1664- 
1666,  1676,  1682,  1702,  1729, 
1733-1738,  1749,  1751,  1771- 
1773. 

Committee    Stage,    Proposals    as    to 
completing,  July  27,  203,  204. 

Castleblakeney  Estate 

Grass  Lands,  Disposal  of. 
Q.  Mr.  MacVeagh ;   A.  Mr.  Bryce,  Aug. 
1,  1058. 

Castlereagh,  Lord  [Maidstone] 

Connaoight  Rangers,  Alleged  Assault  on,  by 
Nationalists  in  Donegal,  Aug.  3,  1606. 

Drumraney  Shooting  Outrage  —  Police 
Efforts  to  trace  Offenders,  etc.,  Aug.  3, 
1606. 

Norwich  Barracks,  Decision  as  to,  July 
30,  449,  450. 

Orange  River  Colony,  British  and  Dutch 
Residents  in,  Jvly  30,  453. 

Transvaal  Kaffirs  Employed  in  Mines, 
July  30,  453. 

Castletown,  Lord 

Crown  Lands  Bill,  Com.,  Aug.  1,  1019, 1021. 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2b., 
Aug.  2,  1257. 

Cavan 

Magistrates,  Religion  of. 

Q.  Mr.  V.  Kennedy ;  ^.  Mr.  Bryce,  July 
30,  420,  421. 

Railway  Facilities,  Improvement  of,  pro- 
posed. 

Q.  Mr.  V.  Kennedy ;   A.  Mr.  Lloyd - 
George,  July  30,  428. 

Cave,  Mr.  G.  [Surrey,  Kingston] 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com.,  Aug.  3,  1679 
1754. 

Cavendish,  Rt.  HonV.  C.  W.  [Derbyshire,  W.] 

Army  Estimates — Smrpluses  on  one  Vote 
applied  to  meet  Excesses  on  other 
Votes,  July  30,  578. 

Cawdor,  Earl 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2b., 
Aug.  2,  1273. 

Hague  Conference,  Proceedings  of  H.M* 
Government  with  regard  to,  July  30* 
J!itj^,   ^ijjO,   o04. 

Navy 

Battleships,    Proposals    as    to    New 
Construction,  July  30,  292,  294. 

[corU, 
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Cawdor  Earl— «ot»f . 

Navy — eofU, 

Shipbuilding  Frogramme,  Opportunity 
for  Discussing,  July  27,  4,  5; 
July  30,  292-298. 

Strength  of 

Reduction  in.  Proposals  as  to — 
;   •  Responsibility  of  Sea  Lords, 

'   >  etc.,  July  30,  292,  294-296. 

Two-power  Standard,  Proposals  as 
to  Maintaining,  July  30,  296- 
298. 

Cecil,  Lord  R.  [Marylebone,  E.] 

Colonial  Marriages  Bill,  2r.,  July  30, 
583. 

Egyptian  attack  on  British  Officers — Mr. 
Findlay*s  despatch  of  5th  July  to 
Secretary  of  State,  July  30,  461. 

Navy  Expenditure — Surr^luses  on  one 
Vote  applied  to  meet  Excesses  on  other 
Votes,  July  30,  572.  673. 

Trade  Disputes  Bill.  Com.,  July  27, 153-166, 
159, 162, 174 ;  Aug.  3, 1614,  1618, 1620, 
1642,  J  677,  1678,  1688,  1689,  1692, 
1697,  1699,  1724-1726,  1749,  1750, 
1751,  1766-1768. 

Cecil,  Mr.  £.  [Aston  Manor] 

Orange  River  CJolony,  Postponement  of 
Self-Govemment  for,  July  31,  780. 

Trades  Disputes  Bill,  Com.,  July  27,  195, 
196. 

Transvaal 

Civil  Servants,  Position  of,  under 
New  Constitution,  July  31,  781. 

Self-Govemment  for — Terms  of  New 
Constitution,    July   31,    779-782. 

Cement 

Imports  in  1905,  Regulations  as  to  Trade 
Marks,  etc. 
Qs.    Mr.  J.  Ward  ;  As.    Mr.  Llovd- 
George,  ^tty.  4,  1795,  1802, 1803. 

Census  of  Production  Bill 

c.  2e.  Aug.  1,  1171. 

Bill   referred   to    Sta.dir.g    Committee 
on  Trade,  Auj.  2,  1458. 

Expenses  —  Resolution,  Aug.  3,  1786 ; 
Aug.  4,   1844. 

Ceylon 

Irrigation  Works 

Proposals  for  AdiuipJstering — Reason 
for  Abolition  of  Board,  etc. 
Q.     Lord  Stanmore;    A.    Earl 
of  Elgin,  July  30,  324,  325. 

Tabling  Correspondence  between 
Colonial  Office  and  the  Governor, 
proposed. 

08.     Lord   Stanmore.   July  30, 
324 ;  Earl  of  Elgin.  325. 
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Pearl    Fisheries,    Ccmditions    of    Leaaiiig* 

Loss    of    Revenue    to    the  Cdoo.^— 

Allegations   against   Sir   West   Ridg- 

way,  etc. 

08.    Sir  J.  Jardine,  Aug,  2,  140^ 

1405;     Mr.    Lytteltoa,    1405- 

1411;      Mr.     Churchill,     1406, 

1411-1417  ;  Mr.  Meozies,  1417 ; 

Mr.   Rees,   1418. 

Chairman 

Matter  outside  scope  of  Debate,  Introdne- 
tion  of,  July  31,  783. 

Navy  and  Army  Expenditure— System 
of  applying  Surpluses  on  one  Tote 
to  meet  Excesses  on  other  Voles, 
July  30,  671,  673,  676. 

Personal  Remarks—Not  a  Point  of  Order, 
Aug.  3,  1661,  1662. 

Street  Betting  Bill — Remarks  made  on 
Clause  rather  than  on  Amouiment, 
Aug.  1,  1158. 

Trade  Disputes  BiU 

Amendment,  Substance  of  which  had 
been  covered  by  a  pteTious 
Decision,  Right  <^  Member  to 
move,  Aug  3,  1614,  1615. 

Amendment  Partially  in  Order.  Am§. 
3,  1663. 

Matter  outside  scope  of  Amendment, 
July  27,  126,  126,  131.  139,  15B 
166,  167,  191.  192,  197 ;  Aug.  3' 
1611,  1644,  1676,  1721,  1722, 1724] 

Motion  that  the  Question  be  now  pot 
not  accepted,  Aug.  3,  1723,  1724. 

New  Clause  not  outside.  **  Onkr  of 
Leave,"  Aug.  3,  1733. 

Second  Reading  Speech  in  Committee 
was  not  in  Order,  July  27,  180.  * 

Chairman  of  Committees  of  tlie  Lords 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill. 

Amendments  withdrawn,  July  3$, 
369,  387. 

Clause  11,  Amendments  to,  July  30, 
366. 

Goveriimeat  Amendments  moved,  July 
30,  369. 

Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 

Right  Hon.  Sir  H.  Fowler. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

Right  Hon.  H.  H.  AsquiUi. 

Channel  Lilands 

Merchant  Shipping  Laws,  Proposab  as  to. 
Q.    Sir    W.    J.    Collins;     A,    Mr. 
Gladstone,  Aug.  2,  1359. 

Channing,  Mr.  F.  A.  [Nortkanu,  £.] 

Fertilisers  a  d  Feeding  Stuffs  Bill  Regula- 
tions.   Appointment  of  Committee  to 
I  Consider,    proposed,    Aug,   3,    1593. 
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IroUuid 

Gommiasionen,  Names  and  OmditioiXB 
of  Appointment  of. 

Q,     Mr.Higham;  i4.   Mr.  Bryoe, 
Jtdy  30,  440. 

Report  Presented,  Jvly  30,  286,  407. 

Charitable  Loan  Societies  (Ireland)  Bill 

/.  2b.*  July  30,  330. 

Com.  Rep,  and  3r.*  Jvly  31,  610. 
Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1790. 

Charities 

See  also  names  of  places,  etc. 
Ireland. 

Vote  for,  July  31,  814 ;   Aug,  1,  1071. 
Vote  for,  July  31,  834 ;  Aug,  1,  1074. 

Charity  Commission 

Vote  for,  July  31,  813 ;   Aug.  1,  1071. 

Cherry.  Bt.   Hon.    B.   JL,—AUomey-aeneral 
for  Irdand  [Liverpool,  Exchange.] 

Ballina — Decision  as  to  New  Patent  for 
Holding  Fairs,  Aug,  /,  1037. 

Clyda  River  Salmon  Poaching  Prosecution, 
Payment  of  Costs  incurred  by  Mr. 
D.  0*Connell,  Jvly  30,  432. 

Cork  Registrar  of  Title — Conditions  of 
Appointment  of  Mr.  Wright,  Aug,  2, 
1328. 

Education 

Intermediate    Board,     Parliamentary 
Control  over,  Aug.  4, 1809. 

Primary  System,  Necessity   for    Im- 
proving, Aug.  4,  1807. 

Starkie,  Dr.,  Services  of,  Aug.  4, 1808. 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  Lords*  Amendts., 
Con.,  Aug.  1,  1141. 

Land  Purchase — Powers  of  Commissioners 
as  to  Mining  Rights,  July  31,  713. 

Longford  Petty  Sessions  Clerk — Appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  £.  D.  McCann,  July  30, 
411. 

Sllgo  Sawmills,  etc.,  Company — Trustees  of 
Mr.  B.  Cochran's  Gift,  July  31,  684. 

Street  Betting  Bill,  Com.,  Aug.  1, 1166. 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 

Bl,  Hon.  J.  Bryce, 

Children 

Mortality  among  Children  who  live  (or 
whose  Mothers  live)  in  Non-inspected 
bemi-charitable  Institutions. 

Qs.  Mr.  Wedgwood,  Mr.  T.  L. 
Corbett;  As.  Mr.  Gladstone, 
July  31,  706,  707. 

Poor  Law,  su  thai  tide. 

Underfed,  Provision  of  Meals  for — Working 
of  Order,  etc. 
Q.  Dr.  Blacnamara ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Bums, 
July  31,  678,  679. 
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Anhni   Mining   Final  Contract,    Progress 
made  with. 
Q,  Sir  E.  Sassoon ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey, 
Aug,  1,  1035. 

Customs,  CSianges  in  Administration  of. 

Os.  Mr.   Rees,   Aug.   2,   1418; 

Mr.  J.  Walton,  1420,  1421, 

1423. 
Q.  Mr.  Rees ;   A.  Sir  K.  Grey, 

Aug.  3,  1681,  1585. 

European    Control    over — Rumoured 
Resignation  of  Sir  R.  Hart,  etc 
O,  Mr.  Rees,  Aug,  4,  1812;  Sir 
E.  Grey,  1836. 

Foreign  Trade  of.  Delay  in  Publication  of 
Blue-book  as  to. 
Os,  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Aug,  2,  1420. 

Inland  Navigation,  Progress  of  Negotia- 
tions as  to. 

Os,  Mr.  J.   Walton,  Aug,  2,  1423» 
1424. 

Maokay  Treaty,  Failure  of  CSiina  to  give 
Effect  to. 
Os,  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Aug,  2,  1422. 

Railways — Position  of  British  Concession- 
aires. 

Os,  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Aug.  2,  1424, 
1425. 

Uniform  National  Coinage,  Delay  in  Es- 
tablishing. 
Os.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  Aug.  2, 1423. 

Chiozza-Honey,  Mr.  L.  G.  [Paddington,  N.] 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank 

Deficiency — Securities  held  by  National 
Debt  Commissioners,  JtJy  31,  683. 

Deposits,  Investment  of  in  Erecting 
Model  Dwellings  proposed,  July  31, 
692. 

Chnrohill,  Mr.  W.  L.  B— Under-Secretary  of 
State/or  the  Colonies  [Manchester,  N.W.] 

Africa,  Central — British  Protectorate 

Legislative  Council,  Proposals  as  to, 
July  30,  453. 

Africa,  East 

Fauna,  Preservation  of — Protection  of 
Lake  Rudolf  Reserve,  ete.,  July 
30,  452. 

Kilindini  Port,  Proposals  for  Im- 
proving, Jidy  30,  452. 

Nairobi  and  Naivashi  Experimental 
Farms,  Report  on  Wo  k  of,  pro- 
posed, July  31,  677  ;  Aug.  3, 1587. 

Africa,  South 

British  Indians,  Status  of,  Aug.  2, 1347. 

Self-Oovemment  Proposals  —  Altera- 
tion of  Terras  after  (vranting, 
Powers  as  to,  Aug.  2,  1.327. 


Ohu-Ohu]  INDEX. 

July  27 — Aug,  4. 
Churchill,  Mr.  W.  L.  S-cont. 

Africa,  West 

Fauna,  Preservation  of,  July  30, 452. 
Sokoto  and  Hadeija — ^Tabling  Papers 
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on  Military  Operations,  proposed, 
Jvly  30,  454. 

Bissett,  Mr.  C.,  Case  of,  Jvly  31,  677. 

Canada — ^Immigration  Bounties  Paid  to 
Agents  in  Ireland,  Information  as  to, 
July  30,  456. 

Cape  Colony 

Manhood  Suffrage  in,  Aug.  2,  1349. 

Voters  Disfranchised  after  the  War — 
I)%te  of  Regaining  Votes,  Aug.  2, 
1348. 

Ceylon 

Pearl  Fisheries,  Conditions  of  Leasing* 
Allegations  against  Sir  W.  Ridg- 
way,  etc.,  Aug.  2, 1408,  1411-1417- 

Colonial  Marriages  Bill,  2r.,  July  30,  583 : 
Aug.  7,  1142,  1144. 

Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  Bill, 
2b.,  Aug.  2,  1408,  1411. 

Coolie  Laboiir  in  Colonies,  etc. — Date  of 
Presenting  Return,  July  28,  213. 

Crown  Agents'  Offices,  Administration* 
Work  and  Organisation  of,  July  31, 
700,  701. 

Federated  Malay  States 

Gaming  Houses,  Regulations  as  to 
Licensing,  July  30,  454. 

Opium  Payments  to  Miners,  Alleged, 
July  30,  456. 

Gold  Coast — Tarquah  Railway  Extension 
to  Ancobra  River,  Proposals  as  to, 
July  31,  701. 

Malta  Protestants,  Restrictions  on 

Correspondence,  Date  of  Tabling' 
July  28,  212 ;    July  30,  455. 

Promise     made    to     Roman  Catholic 
Archbishop,  etc.,  July  30,  453. 
Natal 

Church  of  England  Bishop,  Refusal 
of  Archbishop  to  consecrate — 
Government  Proposals  as  to  taking 
Action,  etc.,  Aug.  4,  1801. 

Manhood  Suffrage  in,  Aug.  2,  1349. 

Native  Prisoners,  Proposals  for  Em* 
ployment  of,  by  Mine  Owners* 
etc.,  Aug.  2,  1327. 

Native  Rising 

Chiefs,  Sentences  on — Improper 
Statements  made  by  News- 
papers, etc.,  July  31,  703. 

Grobizembe,  Kulu  and  Meseni* 
Charges  against,  etc.,  July  31, 
703. 

**  No  Surrenders  "  Policy — Alleged 
Speech  of  Brigadier-General 
Jeffreys,  Aug.  1,  1044. 

Progress  made  with  Settlement* 
Aug.  1,  1044. 


Churchill,  Mr.  W.  L.  S.—cont- 

Natal — cont. 

Tilonkwe,  Charges  against,  Prooeduie 
in  Trial,  etc.,  July  31,  702; 
Aug,  4,  1801,  1818. 
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Nigeria 

Allowance    to    Officers    in    Northern 
Nigeria,  July  31,  675. 

Railway  Extensions,  Proposab  as  to, 
July  28,  212. 

Orange  River  Colony 

British     and     Dutch     Residents    in. 
July  30,  453. 

Constitution 

Proposals     for     Discussion,  etc, 
July  31,  677. 

Reason    for   Delay   in    Granting* 
July  31,  731,  796 ;     Aug.  4, 

1819. 

South  African  War  Compensation  CUimB. 

Case  of  Dr.  CUiveibach,  July  30, 455. 

PoUcy  of  His  Majesty's  Government 
as  to,  July  31,  751. 

Transvaal 

Bewaarplaatzen,     Information   as  to> 
July  30,  451  ;    Aug.  1,  1045. 

Bywoners,  Number  of,  Aug.  2,  134ft. 

Chinese  Labour 

Crimes 

Decrease  in.  Reason  for, 
July  31,  701. 

Measures  for  Protection  of 
White  Feoipie,  July  30, 
456. 

Statistics  as  to,  AMg.  4, 1819. 
ImmoraUty,     Allegations    as    to, 
Aug.  4,  1820. 

Murders  by.  During  first  &l 
Months  of  Tear,  Aug.  2, 
1347. 

Opium,  Restrictions  on  Sale  of, 
July  30,  457. 

Ordinance,  Abrogation  of — Claiae 
in  New  Constitution  as  to, 
July  31,  749. 

Repatriation 

Amended  Notice 

Intelligibility  of,  Aug,  2, 
1348. 

Result  of,  July  2S,  211 ; 
Aug.  1,  1045. 

Change  of  Mind  by  Coolie, 
Procedure  in  Case  of. 
Aug.  2,  1348. 

White  Labour,  Efiect  on 
Employment  of,  Aug.  4, 
1821. 

Civil   Service,  British    and  Boen  in, 
Aug.  2,  1349. 

[an/. 
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Churehill,  Mr.  W.  L.  B.'-coni. 

Transvaal — cont. 

Labour,  Supply  of — Policy  of  His 
Majeety^s  Government  as  to, 
Jvly  31,  748,  749. 

Land  Settlement  Schemes,  Board  to 
Deal  with— Proposed  Establish- 
ment, July  31,  749-761. 

Maddison,  Rev.  Q.,  Assault  on — 
Bleasures  take  for  Protection  of 
White  People,  etc.,  Aug,  2, 1347. 

Native  Labour — KaflSrs  employed  in 
Mines,  July  30,  463. 

Natives,  Franchise  for.  Question  of — 
Terms  of  Treaty  of  Vereeniging, 
etc.,  July  31,  746,  747. 

Population — Number  of  White  Adult 
Males,  etc.,  July  31,  678. 

Self-Oovernment     Proposals,      Provi- 
sions of,  Aug,  4,  1818. 

Committee  of  Inquiry,  Work  of. 
Date  of  Presenting  Report, 
etc.,  July  31,  733,  796. 

Date  of  coming  into  Effect  etc. , 
Aug  2,  1365. 

Female  Suffrage,  Question  as  to 
Granting,  July  31,  735. 

Further  Papers,  Date  of  Tabling, 
Aug.  2,  1365. 

Lyttelton  Constitution,  Unwork- 
able Nature  of,  July  31,  731, 
732. 

Munitions  of  War,  Restrictions 
on  Importation  of,  Aug.  2, 
1366. 

Second  Chamber,  Consultation 
of  High  Commissioner  as  to 
Nominations  for,  Aug.  2, 1349. 

Statement  as  to  Terms  of  New 
Constitution,  July  31,  729- 
763. 

War  Contribution  Loan  Liquidation, 
Proposals  as  to,  July  31,161,  762. 

Uganda — Removal  of  Seat  of  Govern- 
ment to  Kampala  proposed,  Aug.  3, 
1687. 

CiTil  Contiim^ncies  Fund 

Repayments 

Letters  Patent  Conferring  Degree  and 
Knighthoods,  Information  as  to. 
Qs.    Mr.  Weir;    As.    Mr.  Mc- 
Kenna,  July  31,  673. 

Lord- Lieutenant    of    Ireland,   Special 
Steamers,  etc.,  for. 
Q.    Mr.    Weir;     A.     Mr.    Mc- 
Kenna,  July  31,  727. 

Sanderson,  Sir  T.,  Reason  for  Re- 
mitting Charges  to,  on  Creation 
as  Baron. 

Q.     Mr.    Weir;     A.    Mr.    Mc- 
Kenna,  Aug.  1,  1046,  1046. 

Vote  for,  July  31,  838  ;  Aug.  1,  1074. 
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Ci?il  Service 
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Assistant  Clerks  (New  Class)— Number 
Employed,  Promotions,  etc. 

Q.    Mr.    Nannetti;     A.    Mr.    Mc- 
Kenna,  Aug.  4,  1797. 

Superannuation — Retention  of  certain  Civil 
Servants  after  age  of  Sixty-five — 
Copy  of  Minute  ordered,  July  27,  61  ; 
Presented,  July  28,  206. 

Civil  Service  Comini88ion 

Report  Presented,  July  30,  287,  407. 

Civil  Service  Estimates 

Art  and  Science  Buildings— £46,800,  Com.^ 
I  July  31,  809 ;    Rep.*  Aug.  1,  1070. 

Bankruptcy  Department  of  Board  of 
Trade— £6,  Cam.*  July  31,  813  ;  Rep.* 
Aug.  1,  1071. 

Board  of  Education— £6,339,600,  Com.* 
July  31,  823 ;  Hep.*  Any.  1,  1073. 

Board  of  Trade— £160,373,  Com.*  July 
31,  813 ;  Rep.*  Aug.  1,  1071. 

British  Museum— £99,998,  Com.*  July  31, 
823 ;  Rep*  Aug.  1,  1073. 

Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum — 
£27,121,  Com.*  July  31,  819;  Rep.* 
Aug.  1,  1072. 

Charity  Commission— £16,079,  Com.*  July 
31,  813 ;   Rep.*  Aug.  1,  1071. 

Colonial  Office  and  Grant  in  Aid  connected 
with  Emigration— £29,060,  com.,  July 
31,  729  ;  Rep.*  Aug.  1,  1070. 

Colonial  Services- £827,952,  Com.*  July 
31,  829  ;  Rep.*  Aug.  1,  1073. 

County  Courts— £2,  Cbm.*  July  31,  819  ; 
Rep.*  Aug.  1,  1072. 

Cyprus  (Grant  in  Aid)— £1,000,  Com.* 
July  31,  830 ;    Rep.*  Aug.  1,  1073. 

Diplomatic     and     Consular     Services — 
£303,856,  Com.*  July  31,  829 ;   Rep.* 
Aug.  1,  1073. 

Foreign    Office— £40,396,    Com.,    Aug.    1, 

1127. 
Harbours  under  Board  of  Trade— £14,606 

Com.*  July  31,  810;    Rep.*  Aug.  1, 

1076. 

Home  Office— £124,086,  Com.*  July  31, 
813 ;   Rep.*  Aug.  1,  1071. 

House  of  Commons  Offices — £17,900, 
Com.*  July  31,  813,  Rep.*  Aug.  1, 
1071. 

House  of  Lords  Offices— £10,210,  Com.* 
July  31,  813 ;   Rep.*  Aug.  1,  1071. 

Liter-Parliamentary  Conference — £5,000, 
Com.*  July  31,  838 ;  Rep.*  Aug.  1, 
1074. 

Lreland 

Charitable  Bequests  and  Donations 
Office— £1,049,  Com.*  July  31, 
814;   Rep.*  Aug.  1,  1071. 

[cont. 
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CiyilSemoe  Estimates— co9i^ 

Ireland — coiU, 

€k>unty  Ck)urt  Officers,  etc.— £66,088, 
Com,*  Jidy  31,920;  Bep.*Aug.l, 
1072. 

'  Development  Grant— £86,000,  Com,* 
July  31,  837  ;  Bep.*  Aug.  1,  1074. 

Dublin  Metropolitan  Police — £35,721, 
Com,*  July  31,  820 ;  Bep.*  Aug. 
1,  1072. 

Diindnim  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum — 
£3,676,  Com,*  July  31,  820; 
Bep.*  Aug.  1,  1072. 

Education— £633,223,  Com.*  July  31, 
824 ;    Bep,*  Aug,  1,  1073. 

Endowed  Schools  Ck)mmi8sioner8 — 
£510,  Com,*  July  31,  824 ;  Bep,* 
Aug,  1,  1073. 

Hospitals  and  Charities — £199,  Com,* 
July  31,  834  ;  Bep.*  Aug.  1,  1074. 

Land  Commission — £124,216,  Com.* 
July  31,  r2);  Bep.*  Aug.  1, 
1072. 

Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecutions 
—£32,652,  Com.*  July  31,  820; 
Bep.*  Aug.  1,  1072. 

Lord-Lieutenant*8  Household — £2,672, 
Com.*  July  31,  814 ;  Bep.*  Aug. 
1,  1071. 

National  Gallery— £1,766,  Com.*  July 
31,  824  ;  Bep.*  Aug.  1,  1073. 

Prisons— £62.556,  Com.*  July  31, 
820 ;  Bep.*  Aug.  1,  1072. 

Public  Record  Office— £3,484,  Com.* 
July  31,  814 ;  Bep.*  Aug.  1,  1071. 

Public  Works  Office— £23,938,  Com.* 
July  31,  814  ;  Rep.*  Aug.  1,  1071. 

Public  Works  and  Buildings— £96,477, 
Com.*  July  31,  810;  Bep.*  Aug.  1, 
1070. 

^Jueen*8  Colleges— £2,361,  Com.*  July 
31,  824 ;   Bep.*  Aug,  1,  1073. 

Railways— £28,663,  Com,*  July  31, 
810 ;    Bep.*  Aug,  1,  1070. 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools — 
£55,995,  Com,*  July  31,  820; 
Bep.*  Aug.  1,  1072. 

Registrar  -  GoneraFs  Office  —  £7, 132, 
Com.*  J^dy  31,  814;  Bep.* 
Aug.  1,  1071. 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary— £710,038* 
Com.*  July  31,  820 ;  Bep.*  Aug, 
1,  1072. 

Valuation  and  Boundary  Survey — 
£12,276,  Com.*  July  31,  814; 
Bep.*  Aug.  1,  1071. 

Land   Registry— £25,602,   Com.*  July  31, 
819;    Bep.*  Aug.  1,  1072. 

Law    Charges— £31,954,    Com.*    July   31, 
819,  Rep.*  Aug.  1,  1072. 

Local  Govemmtent  Board — £147,470,  Com.* 
July  31,  813  ;  Bep.*  Aug.  1,  1071. 
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I  Civil  Service  Estimates— <^<- 

Lunacy  Commission — ^£10,736,  Com.*  Jnftr 


31,  813;    Bep,*  Aug.  1,  1071. 

Mercantile  Marine  Services  —  £69,873, 
Com.*  July  31,  813;  Rep.*  Aug.  J. 
1071. 

Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other  Allow- 
ances—£383,  Com.*  July  31,  8^; 
Bep.*  Aug.  1,  1074. 

Miscellaneous  Expenses — £10,743,  Com.* 
July  31,  837  ;  Bep.*  Aug.  1,  1074. 

Miscellaneous  Legal  Buildings — £34,800, 
Com.*  July  31,  809;  Rep.*  Aug,  1, 
1070. 

Miscellaneous  Legal  Expenses — £21,914* 
Com.*  July  31,  819;  Rep.*  Aug.  1, 
1072. 

National  Gallery— £7,038,  Com.*  July  31, 
823  ;   Rep.*  Aug.  1,  1073. 

National  Portrait  Gallery— £2,619,  Cotm.* 
JiUy  31,  823 ;   Rep.*  Aug.  1,  1073. 

Prisons— £394,255,  Com.*  July  31,  819* 
Rep*  Aug.  1,  1072. 

Rates  on  Government  Property — £340,656, 
Com.*  July  31,  810;  Rep.*  Aug.  1, 
1070. 

Reductions  and  Economies,  Proposals  as  to. 
Q.     Sir      R.      Hobart;       A.     Mr. 
McKenna,  Aug.  1,  1046. 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools— 
£113,977,  Com.*  July  31,  819 ;  Rep.* 
Aug.  1,  1072. 

Registrar-Generars  Office— £25,412,  dm.* 
July  31,  813 ;  Rep.*  Aug.  1,  1071. 

Repayments  to  Local  Loans  Fund — 
£58,  Com.*  July  31,  837 ;  Rep.*  Aug. 
1,  1074. 

Repayments  to  Civil  Contingencies  Fund — 
£22,958,  Com.*  July  31,  838;  Rep.* 
Aug.  1,  1074. 

Scientific  Investigation,  etc.  —  £33,650, 
Com.*  July  31,  823;  Re^*  Aug.  1, 
1073. 

Scotland 

Crofters  Commission — £2,445,  Com.* 
July  31,  819;  Rep.*  Aug.  U 
1072. 

Education— £1,122,128,  Com.*  Jtiy 
31,  824 ;     Rep.*  Aug.  1,  1073, 

Fishery  Board— £13,691,  Com.*  July 
31,  814 ;    Rep.*  Aug.  1,  1071. 

Law  C^rgcs  and  Courts  of  Lsw— 
£60,828,  Com.*  July  31,  819; 
Rep.*  Aug.  1,  1072. 

Local  Government  Board — ^£10,470, 
Com.*  July  31,  814  ;  Rep.*  Aug. 
1,  1071. 

Lunacy  Commission — £3,731,  Com.* 
July  31,  814;  Rep.*  Aug.  1, 
1071. 

National  Gallery,  etc. — £768,  Com* 
July  31,  824;  Rep.*  Aug.  1, 
1073. 

[cont 
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Ciyil  Service  Estimates— ccm^* 

Scotland — cont, 

Peterhead  Harbour— £22,000,  Com,* 
July  31,  810;  Bep*  Aug,  7, 
1070. 

Prisons— £62,000,  Com,*  July  31,  819 ; 
Bep,*  Aug,  1,  1072. 

Register  House,  Edinburgh— £27,745* 
Com.*  July  31,  819 ;  Rep,*  Aug- 
1,   1072. 

Registrar-Generars     Office— £3,241, 
Con.*  July  31,  814  ;    Bep.*  Aug, 
1,    1071. 

Secretary's  Office— £9,750,  Com,* 
July  31,  814  ;  Bep.*  Aug.  i,  1071. 

Secret  Service— £10,000,  Com.*  July  31, 
813;     Bep.*  Aug.  7,  1071. 

Stationery  and  Printing— £401,480,  Com,* 
July  31,  813  ;Bep.*  Aug.  1, 1071. 

Supplementary -Public  Elementary  Schools 
—£200,000,  Com.*  July  27,  119 

Supreme  CJourt  of  Judicature — £179,066, 
Com.*  July  31,  819 ;  Bep.*  Aug.  1, 
1072. 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  and  other 
Legal  Departments— £59,586,  Com,* 
July  31,  820 ;    Bep.*  Aug,  1,  1072. 

Surveys— £124,578,  Com.*  July  31,  810 ; 
B€p.*  Aug.   J,    1070. 

Telegraph  Subsidies  and  Pacific  Gable — 
£49,497,  Com.*  July  31,  829 ;  Bep.* 
Aug.   1,    1073. 

Temporary  Ck)mmi88ions  —  £27,000,  Com.* 
July  31,  837  ;    Bep.*   Aug.  1,  1074. 

Treasury  Chest  Fund— £14,600,  Com,* 
July  31,  830 ;    Bep.*  Aug.  1,  1073. 

Treasury  and  Subordinate  Departments — 
£69,911,  Com.*  July  31,  813;  Bep.* 
Aug,  1,  1071. 

Unemployed  Workmen  Act,  1905,  Ex- 
penses under— £200,000,  Com.*  July 
31,  838 ;    Bep.*  Aug.  7,  1074. 

Universities  and  Colleges  and  Inter- 
mediate  Education,  Wales— £140,400, 
Com.*  July  31,  824 ;  Bep.*  Aug.  1, 
1073. 

WaUaoe  Collection— £3,821,  Com,*  July 
31,  823 ;    Bep,*  Aug,  1,  1073. 

Woods,  Forests  and  Land  Revenues  Office 
—£12,756,  Com,*  July  31,  813  ;  Bep* 
Aug,  1,  1071. 

Works  and  Public  Buildings— £45,278, 
Com.*  July  31,  813 ;  Bep.*  Aug.  1, 
1071. 

'  dancy,  Mr.  J.  J.  [Dublin  Co.,  N.] 

Army  Horses — ^Accommodation  for  Pri- 
vate Chargers,  etc.,  of  Officers,  in 
Government  Stables,  Aug.  2,  1346. 

Dublin  Ordnance  Survey  Staff— Case  of 
Mr.  J.  Fagan,  Aug,  2,  1381. 

Education — Litermediate  Board  Meetings, 
PlresB  Admittance  to.  Publication  of 
Minutes,  etc.,  Aug.  4,  1796. 
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Howth  Harbour  and  Ireland*s  Eye,  Un- 
safe Condition  of  Sunken  Rocks  near, 
alleged,  Aug,  2,  1379. 

Kingstown  Polic3  Court  —  Complaint 
against  Superintendent  Tjilbot,  Aug, 
1,   1063,   1064. 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  Lords'  Amendts., 
Con.,  Aug,   1,   1138,    1142. 

Rush  Coastguard  Station  Passage,  Public 
Right  of  Way  through,  Aug.  4,  1800. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill, 
Con.,  July  30,  592. 

Clanricarde  Estate 

Situation  on.  Eviction  of  M.  Ward,  etc. 
Oa.  Mr.  Long,  Aug.  1,  1439,  1441 ; 
Mr.  Bryce,  1439,  1462. 

Clifden  Estate 

Schools,  Endowment  of. 

Q.    Mr.  Moagher ;    A.    Mr.  Bryc3,  July 
30,   420. 

Clifford  of  Ohadleigh,  Lord 

Bogs  Bill,  Com.,  July  30,  395,  396,  398. 

Educiktion  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2b., 
Aug.  3,  1502. 

Fertilisers  and  Feeding  Stuffs  Bill,  Com,, 
July  30,  330,  335,  336,  339,  341. 

Clonbrook,  Lord 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  2r.,  July  27, 
40-42;  Com.,  July  30,  367,  368,  371, 
380,  387. 

Commons'  Amendts.  to  Lords*  Amendts., 
Con.,  Aug.  2,  1310. 

Clough,  Mr.  W.  [York8!ure,  W.R.,  Skipton] 
Street  Betting  Bill,  Com.,  Aug,  1,  1162. 

Clyda  Biver 

Salmon    Poaching    Prosecution — Payment 
of  Costs  incurred  by  Mr.  D.  0*Connell, 
Q,  Mr.   Abraham ;    A.  Mr.   Cherry. 
July  30,  432. 

Clyde,  Firth  of 

Foreshore,  Right  over  and  Management  of. 
Q.   Mr.  Watt;    A,    Mr.  Kearhy,  July 
31,  682. 

Clynes,  Mr-  J.  R.  [Manchester,  N.E.] 

Army  Barrack  Painting  Contracts,  Fair 
Wages  Clause  in,  July  31,  674. 


Coal 


Statistical  Tables  for  British  Empiro  and 
Principal  Foreign  Countries  (1883- 
1905)  Ordered  and  Presented.  Aug. 
J,  1582. 
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Coal  Mines 

Inspeotion  System,  Proposals  as  to  Exten- 
sion of. 

Q.  Lord   Baloarres;    A,  Mr.   Glad- 
stone, Jvly  28,  216,  216. 

Welsh  Mines,  Inspection  of — Salary,  etc.,  of 
Mr.  Atkinson. 
Q.  Mr.  S.  Hill;    A,  Mr.  Gladstone, 
July  2$,  215. 

Cochrane,  Mr.  T.  H.  [Ayrshire,  N.] 

Fatal  Accidents  and  Sndden  Deaths  Inquiry 
(Scotland)  Bill,  Com.,  July  28,  283. 

National  Galleries  of  Scotland  Bill    2b., 
July  28,  248,  250. 

Small  Landholders  (Scotland)  Bill,  Intro.. 
July  28,  266-270. 

Workmen's  Compensation  Bill  Insnrance^ — 
Effect  of  Clause  1,  July  28,  216. 

Cogan,  Mr.  D.  J.  [Wioklow,  £.] 

Sale    of    Intoxicating    Liquors    (Ireland) 
Bill,  Com.,  July  30,  593. 

Coinage  and  Currency 

Nickel  Coins,  Issue  of,  instead  of  Bronze, 
proposed. 

Q.  Mr.  Essex ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith,  July 
31,  705. 

Colchester,  Lord 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2b., 
Aug.  2,  1236. 

Collins,  Sir  W.  J.  [St.  Pancras,  W.] 

Channel  Islands  Merchant  Shipping  Laws, 
Proposals  as  to,  Aug.  2, 1359. 

London  Ambulance  Service,  Proposals  as 
to,  Aug.  2, 1357. 

Colonial  Marriages  Bill 

e.  2b.,  July  30,  583. 

Com.  and  Bep.,  Aug.  J,  1142. 

Con.  and  3b.*  Aug.  2,  1459. 
/.  Commons*  Amendts.,  Con.,  Aug.  3,  1578. 

Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

Colonial  Office 

Secretary  oj  StaU^BX.  Hon.  Earl  of  Elgin. 

Parliamentary  Secretary— Mi,  W.  Chur- 
chill 

Vote  for,  July  31,  729 ;  Aug.  1,  1070. 

Colonial  Services 

Vote  for,  July  31,  829 ;  Aug.  1,  1073. 

Colonies  and  Protectorates 

{Sec  also  names  of  Colonies,  etc.) 

Coolie  Labour  Regulations  Return,  Date 
of  Presenting. 

Q.  Mr.     NitU ;     A.  Mr.    Churchill, 
July  28,  213. 

Grown  Agents,  Me  thai  title, 
80 
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Colonies  andProtectorates.—^^^^- 

Report,  Annual,  Presetted,  Jul^  30,  26^ 


406. 

Statistical  Tables  Pkvsented,  J«fy  30,  287» 
406. 

Committee  of  Selection 

Report  Presented,  July  27,  3. 

Congested  Districts  Board,  Ireland 

Land  Purchased  hy,  Prioes  paid,  etc 

Qs.  Mr.     riynn;     As.  Mr.     Brjoe, 
Aug.  1,  1052. 

Congested  Districts  Board,  Scotlaad 

Land  Purchase  by.  Price  paid,  etc 

Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A.  Mr.  Sinclair,  Aug. 
2,  1323. 

Consolidated  Fund 

Grant  out  of  Towards  making  good  Supply, 
Com.*  July  31,  860;  Sep.*  Aug.  J, 
1137. 

Consolidated  Fnnd  (Appropriation)  Bill 

c.  iB.,  Aug.  1,  1137. 

2b.,  Aug.  2,  1382. 

3b.*  Aug.  4,  1804. 
I.  1b.,  2b.,  and  3b.*  Aug.  4,  1789. 

Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1789. 

Consols 

Decline  in.  Losses  of  Post  Office  SaTiniji 
Bank  Investors,  etc. 
Q.  Sir    H.    Vincent;     A.  Mr.    Aa- 
quith,  July  31,  704. 

Constabulary,  Boyal  Irish 

(^ee  also  names  of  places.) 

Cast  off  Clothing,  Disposal  of. 

Q.    Mr.  Sloan  ;    A.    Mr.  Bryce,  July  27, 
66. 

Inspectors,  age  for  Retirement  of. 

Qs.  Mr.  Murphy  ;  As.  Mr.  Bryce,  July  30, 
442. 

Promotion  System. 

Qs.  Mr.  Flynn  ;  As.  Mr.  Bryce,  Aug.  2, 
1374,  1375. 

Reduction,  Proposals  as  to. 
Qs.    Mr.  Reddy,  Mr.  J.  Redmond ;    As. 

Mr.  Bryce,  July  21,  722,  723. 
Q.    Mr.  Flynn ;    A.  Mr.  Bryce,  Aug.  2, 
1374,  1376. 

Vote  for,  July  31,  820 ;   Aug.  1,  1072. 

Coolmonntain 

School  Teacher's  Salary,  Amount  of. 

Q.    Mr.  E.  Barry;    A.    Mr.  Bryce,  July 
31,  714,  715. 

Cooper,   Dr.  G.   [Southwark,  Bermondaey] 

House  of  Commons  Kitchen  Committee 
Employees,  Hours  and  Conditions  of 
Labour  of,  Juiy  30,  433. 

[emL 
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Cooper,  Dr.  G.-^o»»<. 

Coaimissionerstpaid, increasing  Number 
of,  proposed,  Aug.  1,  1117. 

Inspection  of  Asylums,  Defects  of 
Present  Syste.n,  Aug,  1,  1117, 
1118. 

Persons  seat  to  Asylums  instead  of 
to  Workhouses,  growing  Practice 
otAug.l,  1119,  1120. 

Plans  for  New  Buildings,  lieaso  is  for 
Delay  in  Iiispoction  a'ld  Passing 
of,  Aug.  i,  1118,  1119. 

Treatment  of  Paupar  LTinatics,  Ap- 
pointment of  Commission  of  In- 
quiry into,  proposed,  Aug.  i, 
1120,  1121. 

Visiting  Staff  from  the  Outside, 
Provision  of,  proposed,  Aug.  1, 
1120,  1121. 

Corbett,  Mr.  A.  C.  [Glasgow,  Tradeston] 

Alcoholic  Beverages  produced  and  con- 
sumed in  various  Counties — Rotum 
proposed,  July  30,  429. 

Corbett,  Mr.  T.  L.  [Down.  N.] 

Children  who  live  (or  whose  Mothers  live) 
in  Non-inspected  Semi-ohari table  In- 
stitutions, Mortality  among,  July  31 
707. 

Factories,  Women  aid  Girls  working 
outside  Protection  of  Acts,  Neces- 
sity for  dealing  with  Question,  Aug.  1, 
1126. 

Glenties  Sheep-dipping  Inspector,  Qualifica- 
tions of,  Aug.  I,  1030. 

Malta,  Restrictions  on     rotestants  in 

Promise  made  to  Roman  Catholic 
Archbishop,   etc.,    July   30,    453. 

Protestant  Mission  Services,  Pfo- 
hibition  of.  Date  of  Tabling 
Correspondence,  July  28,  212, 
213. 

Opium  Trade,  Proposals  as  to  Legislation 
to  restrict,  July  28,  221. 

Indo-Chinese,  Proposals  for  dealing 
with,  Aug,  2,  1350. 

Portavogie  Harbour  Works,  Decision  as  to, 
Aug.  1,  1060. 

Rescue  Homes — Jurisdiction  of  Home 
Office,  July  31,  706. 

Cork 

Post  and  Telegraph  Office 

Telegraph  Department 

Overseers,  Duties   of. 

Q.    Mr.    A.    Roche ;      A .    Mr. 
Buxton,  Aug.  2, 1379. 

Staff  required  in. 
Q,     Mr.    A.    Roche;    A.    Bfr. 
Buxton,  Aug.  9^  1380. 
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July  '2*1 — Aug.  4. 

Cork— con<. 

post  and  Telegraph  Office— ro^t^. 

Telephone      Department      Vacancies, 


Method  of  appointing  to. 
Q.      Mr.     A.     Roche ;      A.      Mr. 
Buxton,  Aug.  2,  1380. 

Registration  of  Title. 

Fees,  Authority  for  collecting,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.   Fetherstonhaugh ;    A.  Mr. 
Bryoe,  Aug.  4,  1798. 

Registrar — Conditions  of  Appointment 
of  Mr.  Wright. 

Q.    Mr.   Fetherstonhaugh ;    A. 
Mr.  Cherry,  Aug.  2,  1328. 

Cork  City  Bailways  and  Works  BUI 

c.   Lords*  Amendts.,  Oon.*  July  27,  57. 
/.   Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1792. 

Corporation  of  London  (BlackMars  and 
other  Bridges)  Bill 

c.   Lords'  Amendts.,  Con.  July  30,  565. 
/.    Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1792. 

Corrib,  Lough 

Ferry    between    Kilbeg   and    Knockferry, 
Decision  as  to  Grant  for,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.   Hazleton ;    A.   Mr.   Bryce» 
July  30,  439. 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S.  [Nottingham,  E.] 
India 

Bengal,  Eastern — Schoolboys  expelled 
for  attendi  g  Swadeshi  Meeting, 
July  30,  414. 

Flogging  as  Judicial  Punishment, 
Abolition  of,  proposed,  July  31, 
697. 

Punjab  Legislative  Council,  Reor- 
ganisation of,  proposed,  Aug.  4, 
1798. 

Tibet  Convention — Date  of  Tabling  Rati- 
fication, etc.,  July  31,  674. 

Conntj  Courts 

Vote  for,  July  31,  819 ;  Aug.  1,  1072. 

County  of  Durham  Electric  Power  Supply 
iiiU 

c  Con.*  3b.*  July  30,  402. 

/.  Commons'  Amendts.,  Con.*  July  31,  607. 

Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1792. 

Courthope,  Mr-  G-  L-  [Sussex,  Rye] 

Guards — Musketry  Averages,  Cost  of  Mobi- 
lising, etc.,  July  28,  210^  211. 

"Montagu,**  H.M.S.,  Cost  of  Salving, 
July  28,  208. 

Courtneyi  Lord 

Transvaal  Self-Govemment  iProposals — 
Terms  of  New  Constitiitioiiy  July  31^ 
640-046. 
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Craig,  Captaitt  J.  [Down.  E.] 

Armagh  Orange  Disturbance — Case  of 
Lucinda  Roche,  Jvly  31,  693. 

Listowel  Union  Poor  Law  Relief,  In- 
crease in  Ck)8t  of,  July  31,  691. 

Militia  Sergeants  and  Buglers  on  the  Per- 
manent Staff,  Allowance  to,  Aitg.  1, 
1041. 

Poor  Law  Commission,  Irish  Representa- 
tion on,  Aug,  2,  133i). 

Craig,  Mr.  0.  C.  [Antrim,  S.] 

Antrim  Magbtracy,  Political  and  Religious 
Opinions  of,  Atig.  1,  1064. 

Bungannon  Disturbances — ^Police  Measures 
to  Preserve  the  Peace,  etc.,  Aug.  1, 
1061. 

Street  Betting  Bill,  Com.,  Aug,  L,  1147, 
1149,  1157,  1162. 

Craik,  Sir  H.  [Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  Uni- 
versities] 

National  Galleries  of  Scotland  Bill,  2r., 
July   28,   255-266. 

Transvaal  Chinese  Labourers 

Crimes  of — Measures  proposed  for 
Protection  of  White  People,  etc., 
July  30,  466. 

Repatriation — Procedure  in  Case  of 
Change  of  Mind  by  Coolie,  Aug. 
2,    1348. 

Crediton  Oas  Bill 

/.  Commons'  Amendts.,  Con.*  July  27,  2. 
Royal  Assent,  Aug.   4,   1792. 

Crete 

Reform  Proposals,  Details  of. 

Q.    Mr.  Lonsdale;  A.    Mr.  Runciman. 
July  30   457. 

CreWCi  Earl  of  — ^orrf  President  of  the  Council 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2r, 
Aug.  1,  885,  911,  915,  916,  917, 
936,  1006,  1007;  Aug.  2,  1296. 
1297 ;  Aug.  3,   1481. 

Reli<9^ou8  Instruction — Powers  of  Local 
Authorities  to  pay  Substitutes 
for  Teachers  who  refuse  to  give 
Instruction,  Aug.  3,  1467,  1468. 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  2r.,  July  27, 
50-64,  Com.,  July  30,  351,  362,  362, 
373,  374,  379,  381,  382,  383,  384,  386, 
393. 

Commons,  Amendts.  to  Lords* 
Amendts.,  Con.,  Aug.  2,  1312. 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Act  (1898) 
/Amendment  Bill,  2b.,  Aug,  3,  1471. 

Public  Works  (Loans)  BiU,  2b.,  Aug.  3, 
1468,    1469. 

Religious  Instruction  in  Council  Schools — 
Number  of  Schools  in  which  no  Reli- 
gions Inatniction  is  given,  July  27, 
5,  6. 
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Crimean  War 

Balaclava  Charge  Survivors,  Pensions  of. 


Q.    Mr.  Dobson ;  A.    Mr.  H&ldsae, 
Aug.  1,  1032. 

Crimes  and  Criminal  Offences 

Imprisonment  in  Default  of  Paying  FioM 
in   1904 — Facilities  allowed  for  Pay- 
ment of  Fines,  etc. 
Q.     Mr.    Cameron;    A,     Mr.    Glad- 
stone, Aug.  2,  1333,  1334^ 

Criminal  Appeal  Bills 

Return  Presented,  Aug,  2,  1179. 

Criminal  and  Jadicial  Statistics 

Ireland — Criminal     Statistics,     Presented 
July  5i,'598,  671. 

Crombie,  Mr.  J.  W.  [Kincardineshire] 

National  Galleries  of  Scotland   Bill,  2i., 
July  28,  242. 

CrOSSley,  Mr.  W.  J.  [Cheshire,  Altrincluun] 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioner,  Licensed  Pre- 
mises  on  Estates  of,  July  Ji,  684. 

Street  Betting  Bill,  Com.  Aug.  1,  1163. 

Crown  Agents  for  the  Colonies 

Offices  of — Administration,  work  mod   or- 
ganisation regulations  for. 

Qs.      Bir.      Walker     ;      Am.      Mr. 
ChurchiU,  July  31,  700,  701. 

Crown  Lands  Bill 

/.  2r.*  July  30,  401. 

Com.  Rep.  and  3r.  Aug.  1,  1010. 
Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

CnUinan,  Mr.  J.  [Tipperary,  S.] 

Street  Betting  BiU,  Com,  Aug.  1,  115L 

Canard  Company 

Government  subsidy,  amount  of,  etc 
Q.    Mr.    Bellairs;     A,    Mr.    MoKemia, 
Aug.  3,  1589. 

Casack  Estate 

Untenanted  Land,  Disposskl  of. 
Q.    Mr.  Farrell ;  A.  Mr.  Bryoe,  Jul^  30, 
421. 

Cyprus 

Grant    in   Aid,  Vote  for,  July  31,  8M; 
Aug.  1,  1073. 

Daly  Estates 

Untenanted  Lands,  Diaposal  of. 
Q.    Mr.  Daffy ;  A,  Mr.  Bryce,  July  30, 
425. 

Dalystane 

Labourer's    Cottage    Scheme— Ownerdiip 
of  Land,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.  Farrell ;  A.  Mr.  Bryoe,  Jidy 
30,  434,  435. 

DalsieL  Mr.  J.  E.  [Kirkcaldy  Bughs] 

Consolidated    Fond    (AppropriAtioo)    Bill 
2b.,  Aug.  2  1410. 
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Davies.  Mr.  T.  [Folham] 

Kleotrio  Lightiiig  Undertakings,  Audit  of 
Aocoonts  of»  Aug,  2, 1360. 

Bavies,  Mr.  T.  H.  [Hackney,  N.] 

India — Karachi  Grain  Traffic,  Railway 
Arrangements  for  Dealing  with,  July 
^,434. 

Davies,  Mr.  W.  H.  [Bristol,  S.] 

Bristol  Corporation  Bill,  Lords*  Amend- 
ments, Con.  Aug.  2,  1428. 

Do  Sails  Estate 

Sale  proposals  for 
Q.    Mr.  Lundon;   A.    Mr.  Bryce,  July 
30,  415. 

De  Vesoi  Estate 

Reinstatement  Claim  of  S.  Maxwell. 

A.    Mr.  Delany;    A.    Mr.  Bryce,  July 
31,688. 

Dean  Forest  Bill 

/.  2b.*  July  27,  3. 
Cam.*  July  30,  395. 
3b.*  July  31,  610. 
Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

Deanery  of  Manohester  Bill 

I.  2b.  July  30,  401. 

Com.  Rep.  and  3b.*  July  31,  611. 
Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

Death  Duties 

Payments  during  last  six  years. 

Q.     Mr.     Thome ;      A.     Mr.     Asquith, 
Aug.  2,  1355. 

Deaths 

Annual  Report  (Ireland  1905)  presented, 
Aug.  2,  1178,  1318. 

Starvation,  Deaths  from,  in  London — 
Return  Presented,  Aug.  2, 1319. 

Defence  of  the  Empire 

Colonial  Contributions  towards 

Os.    Sir  O.  Parker,  Aug.  2,  1387.  1388. 

Committee  of  Defence 

Constitution  of. 
Os.  Maj.  Seely,  Aug.  2,  1382,  1383 ; 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  1389,  1390. 

Functions  of. 
0«.    Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Aug.  2,  1392, 
1394  ;     Sir  H.  CampbeUBan- 
nerman,  1397,  1398. 

Leader  of  the  Opposition  to   sit  on, 

proposed. 

(M.  Maj.  Seely,  Aug.  2,  1393; 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,   1392- 

1397;     Sir    H.    Campbell- 

Bannerman,  1399. 

Party  Element,  Necessity  for  Elimi- 
nation of. 
Os.    Maj.  Seely,  Aug.  2,  1384- 
1386;    Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
1390-1392. 
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Defence  of  the  Empir6-^/»^ 
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Committee  of  Defence— coii^. 

Prime  Mimster  as  Read  of.  Policy  of. 
Os.    Mr.  A.  J.   Balfour,  Aug, 
2,  1390,  1391. 

Representatives  from  the  Colonies  and 
India,  proposed. 
Os.  Maj.  Seely,  Aug.  2,  1383, 
1384  ;  Sir  O.  Parker,  1387, 
1388;  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
1392,  1393  ;  Sir  H.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman,  1399. 

Military  Policy  of  the  Country,  Necessity 
for  Ref(»in  in. 

Os.    Maj.  Seely,  Aug.  2,  1384,  1385, 
1386. 

Delany,  Mr.  W.  [Qneen's  Co  ,  Ossory] 

De  Vesci  Estate — Reinstatement  Claim  of 
S.  Maxwell,  July  31,  688. 

Dublin 

Phoanix  Park,  Charge  for  Chairs  in, 
July  31,  688. 

Post   Office — Overtime,   Amount  and 
Cause  of,  Aug.  2,  1322,  1323. 

Kingsbridge  Post  Office  Sta£f  Luncheon 
Accommodation,  July  S7,  64. 

Limerick  Post  and  Telegraph  Office — 
Allocation  of  Duties,  Offer  of  Transfer 
made  to  Learners,  etc.»  July  30,  473. 

Tullamore^Proposals  as  to  Telegraph 
Service  to  Killeigh,  July  31,  678. 

Whisky — Regulations  as  to  Blending  Pot- 
still  and    Patent-still    Spirit,  JtUy  31, 
685. 

Delmege  Estate 

Sale  Negotiations,  Progress  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Lundon  ;  A,  Mr.  Bryce,  July  30, 
415,  416. 

Denbig^hshire 

Eastern  Division  — New  Writ  Issued, 
Aug.  3,  1603. 

Dennnan,  Lord 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  2r.,  July  27,  33- 
37 ;  Com.,  July  30,  349,  358-360,  364, 
366,  368,  379,  380,  381,  383,  386,  387, 
389,  390,  391,  392,  394 ;  3r.,  July  31, 
667. 

Land  Purchase  Act  of  1903,  Estates  Sold 
under  —  Number  Hav  ing  Sporting 
Rights  Vested  in  the  Land  Commis- 
sion, etc.,  Aug.  1,  884. 

Derby  Oas  Bill 

c  Lords*  Amendts.,  Con.*  July  27,  57. 
/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1792. 

Dorbyihire  and  Nottinghamshire  Eleetric 
Power  Bill 

L  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4.  1791. 
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July  '21— Aug.  4. 
Devonshire 

Charities   —   Further    Return    Presented, 
A^,  1,  1027. 
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Devonshire,  Dake  of 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2r., 
Aug,  2,  1180,  1200. 

Dewar. Mr.  A. [EUnburgh,  S.i 

National  Galleries  of  Scotland  Bill,  2b., 
Jvly  28,  251. 

Dickinson,  Mr.  W.  H.  [?^t.  Pancras,  N.] 

Street  Betting  Bill,  Com,,  Aug,  1,  1164. 

Dickson  Estate 

Sale  of — Decision  as  to  Turbary  Rights,  etc. 
Q,    Mr.  Dolan ;   A,    Mr.  Bryce,  July  30, 
442. 

DicksonPoynder,  Sir  J.[Wilu,  Chippenham] 

Army  Reorganisation  Proposals  —  Issue 
of  Paper  shewing  Details,  proposed, 
July  30,  447. 

Militia,  Winter  Training  Proposals,  July 
30,  448. 

Dilke.    Rt.    Hon.    Sir    C.   W.    [Gloucester, 
Forest  of  Dean] 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill — 
Clause  4,  Sub-section  4,  Application  of, 
Aug,  3,  1690. 

Factories 

Inspection,  Inadequacy  of  —  In- 
creasing Number  of  Male  and 
Female  Inspectors,  proposed,  Aug, 
1,  1076,  1076. 

**  Particulars  "  Enforcement  of  Law 
as  to,  Aug.  1,  1076,  1077. 

Weights  Carried  by  Women  and  Chil- 
dren, Aug,  1,  1078. 

Women  Inspectors,  Increase  in  Num- 
ber of,  proposed,  Aug,  J,  1076. 

Indian  Railway  Exteiv^ion  to  Afghan 
Frontier  —  Extra  MiUtary  Protection 
Required,  etc.,  July  31,  696. 

Lead  Poisoning,  Cases  of — Necessity  for 
Further  ^gulation,  Aug,  1,  1078, 
1079. 

Natal 

Native  Rising  —  Chiefs,  Trial  of, 
Improper  Statements  made  by 
Newspapers  as  to  Sentences,  etc., 
July  31,  702. 

Native  Prisoners,  Proposals  for  Em- 
ployment of,  by  Mine  Owners, 
etc.,  Aug,  2,  1327. 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com,^  July  27,  126, 
129;  Aug,  3,  1629-1631,  1636,  1638, 
1655,  1656,  1658,  1677,  1678,  1698, 
1721,  1722,  1760,  1762,  1763,  1766. 
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Dilke,  Et  Hon.  Sir  C.  W.—eont, 

Transvaal 

Labour,  Supply  of — Pc^cy  of  H.M. 
Government  as  to,  July  31,  'M 

Natives,  Rights  of.  Proposals  as  to 
Safeguarding,   July  31,   77(V-772. 

Self-Govemment  for — ^Terms  of  New 
Constitution,  July  31,  764-773. 

Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  iDSuraoce 
imder 

Date  of  Appointment  of  Committee  of 
Inquiry,  proposed,  Aug.  1,  1079. 

Legality  of  Practice  of  Making 
Deductions  from  Wages,  Aug.  I, 
1047. 

Dillon,  Mr.  J.  [Mayo,  E.] 

Eyypt,  Attack  on  British  Officers — Ghaifirs 
of  Denshawi,  Treatment  of.  Evidence 
given  by  Ombashi,  etc.,  Aug.  1,  1034. 

Prisons,  Irish — Conditions  of  Appoint- 
ment of  Medical  Officers,  July  30, 
439. 


Diplomatic  and  Consular 

Examinations  for  Consular  Senrioe — Oom- 
mercial    Experience    of    CaodidateB, 
etc. 
Q.   Mr.  H.  Heaton ;  A,    Mr.  Bonci- 
man,  July  30,  458. 

Strengthening  of   Consular   Servioe,   Pro- 
posals as  to. 
Q,   Mr.  H.  Heaton ;  A,   Mr.  Bimci- 
man,  July  30,  468,  469. 

Vote  for,  July  31,  829  ;  Aug.  1,  1073. 

Diseases  of  Animals  Acts 

Report    of    Proceedings    (Ireland,    1905), 
presented,  Aug.  3, 1402, 1579. 

Divisions 

See  under  Parliamentary  Prooedore. 

Dobson,  Kr.  T.  W.  [Plymouth] 

Crimean   War — Pensions  of  Survivors   of 
Balaclava  Charge,  Aug.  1, 1032. 

Docks 

Accidents  at.  Arising  from  Defective  Qe&r, 
etc.  Necessity  for  Stricter  Inspection. 
08.  Mr.    O'Grady,    Aug,    1,    1098; 
Mr.  Gladstone,  1106. 

Dockyards,  Naval 

See  under  Navy. 

Dodd,  Serjeant  W.  H.  [Tyrone,  N.] 

Sinclair  Holyhill  Estate — CSaae  of  Kse  v. 
Doherty,  Remarks  of  Lord  JostioQ 
Fitzgibbon,  eto.,  Aug.  3,  1586. 
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BogsBiU 

/.  2r.  July  27,  64. 

Com.,  Jidy  30,  Z95. 

Rep.  and  3b.*  July  31, 61 1. 
e.  Lords*  Amendts.  Con.,  Aug.  2, 1459. 
/.  i^oyal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

Debate  on  Second  Beading  (Lords),  July  27, 
54;  Committee,  Ju/y  J(?,  395. 

Burial  of  Carcasses  of  Animals,  Pro- 
visions as  to,  56. 

*'  Cattle  *'  insertion  of  word  in  lien  of 
*'  sheep  *'  proposed,  395,  396. 

Collars,    Making    Provision   of   Man- 
datory, proposed,  56. 

Fox-hoonds  and  Sporting  Bogs,  Ex- 
emption of,  396,  397. 

Ireland 

Application  of  the  Bill  to,  56. 

Inscription  of  Name  and  Address 
on  Collars  in  Qaelic  Characters 
proposed,  398-400. 

Notification  to  Owners  as  to  Seizure  of 
Dogs,  54. 

Objects  of  the  Bill,  54, 55. 

Police  Register  of  Dogs  seized  and  not 
Tran^rred  to  Homes,  397. 

Register  to  be  kept  of  all  dogs  received 
into  Homes,  provision  as  to,  56. 

Scotland,   Application  to.   Provisions 
*  as  to,  55,  56. 

"  Stray  "  dogs,  Means  of  Identifying 
and  Defining,  396,  397. 

Dolan,  Mr.  (I^itrim,  N.) 

Aghanlish — Case  of  P.  McGloine,  Aug.  1^ 
1056. 

Dickson  Estate,  Sale  of — Decision  as  to 
Turbary  Rights,  etc.,  July  30,  442. 

Evans,  Abraham,  Reason  for  Delay  in  Sale 
of  Estate  of,  July  30,  443. 

Fisheries,  Irish — Statistics  for  Past  Six 
Months,  Aug.  1, 1061. 

Land  Act,  Future  Tenants,  Powers  of  as  to 
Fair  Rents,  Aug.  1,  1060. 

Land  Commission,  Chiu-ch  Property  Branch, 
Rents  in,  July  31,  689. 

Montgomery  Estate,  Sale  of — Grazing 
Rights  of  Tenants,  etc.,  July  31, 689. 

National  School  Teachers  Dismissed  for 
Inefficiency  since  1900 — ^Inquiry  pro- 
posed, July  31,   690. 

Wynne  Estate — Reinstatement  Claim  of 
P.  Fiely,  July  31,  690. 

Donegal 

Sessiaghonein    East  Donegal  Co-oi)erative 
Society — Case  of  Mr.  McMonagle. 
Q.  Mr.    McVeigh ;     A.    Mr.    Bryce, 
Aug.Z,  1607. 
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SESSION  1906. 
July  27 — Aug.  4. 

Donoaghmore,  Earl  of 


[Dog— Dub 


Dogs  Bill,  Com.,  July  30,  400. 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com.,  July  30, 
377-379,  383,  384,  389,  394. 

Public  Slaughterhouses  Bill  2b.,  July  31, 
603. 

Douglas,  Rt  Hon.  A.  A.  [Kent,  St.  Augus- 
tine's] 

National    Qalleries    of  Scotland  Bill,  2b., 
July  28,  232. 

Down,  County 

Dog  Licences  Insufficiently  Stamped,  etc.. 
Decision  as  to. 
Q.  Mr.    McKillop;     A.  Mr.    Bryce, 
Aug.  3,  1598. 

Dminraney 

Outrage  at  Dwelling  of  J.  Cassell — Police 
Efforts  to  trace  Offenders,  etc. 

Q.     Viscount  Castlereagh ;    A.    Mr. 
Bryce,  Aug.  3,  1606. 

Du  Cr08,  Mr.  H.  [Hastings] 

Post    Office — Circulars,    Regulations  as  to 
special  Deliveries,  Aug.  4,  1794. 

Dublin 

Corporation 

Carting  Contract — Charges  against  two 
Councillors. 
Q.     Mr.    Lonsdale;       A.     Mr. 
Bryce,  Aug.  1,  1063. 

Charges  against  Councillors — Result  of 
Livestigation,  etc. 

Q.  Afr.  Sloan ;    A.  Mr.  Bryce, 
Aug.  3,  1697. 

Metropolitan   Police,    Vote   for,   July  31, 
820  ;    Aug,  1,  1072. 

Ordnance   Survey   Staff — Case   of  Mr.   J. 
Fagan. 
Q.    Mr.      Clancy;        A.    Sir      E. 
Strachey,  Aug.  2,  1381. 

Phoenix  Park 

Chairs,  Charge  for,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.     Dolany;      A.     Mr.     Mc- 
Keana,  July  31,  688. 

Glasshouses,  Allocation  of  Contracts 
for. 

Q.     Mr.   Field;      A.     Mr.   Mc- 
Kenna,  Aug.  1,  1032,  1033. 

Post  Office 

Mail  Cart  Service  Contract,  Duration 
of — Visits  of  Officials  to  Con- 
tractors* Premises. 

Qs.       Mr.     Field;       As.     Mr. 
Buxton,  Aug.  2,  1322. 

Overtime,  Amount  and  Cause  of. 
Qs.     Mr.   Delany;  A.  Mr.  Buxton, 
Aug.  2,  1322,  1323. 

Stock  Exchange,  Registration  of,  Aug.  2, 
1378. 

Valuation,  Proposals  as  to  Proceeding  with. 

Q.     Mr.     Fetherstonhaugh ;  J.  Mr. 

Asquith,  July  28,  219. 

3  s  2 
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Duffy,  Mr.  W.  J.  [Galway,  S.] 

Cahoitrim    Grazing    Farm.     Disposal    of, 
Jvly  30,  424. 

Loughrea,    Untenanted    Lands   in   Neigh- 
bourhood, Disposal  of,  Jvly  30,  425. 

Dunblane  Cathedral,  Vesting  in  Commis- 
sioner of  Works,  Eflfect  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Erskine;  A.  Mr.  Sinclair, 
J  tdy  31,112. 

Loiterers.  Beggars,  etc..  Powers  of  Police  to 
deal  with. 

Qa.  Mr.  Morton  ;  As.  Mr.  T.  Shaw, 
Aug.  U  1051,  1052;  Ai^g,  2, 
1372,  1373. 

BonboyiLe,  Lord 

f  A    Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,   Com.,  Jidy  30, 
JJ    ,        366,  366. 

Bancan,  Mr.  E.  [Lanark,  Govan] 

National   Galleries   of   Scotland   Bill,    2b. 
July  28,  245. 

Sundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum 

Vote  for,  July  31,  820  ;  Aug.  1,  1072. 

Bungannon 

Disturbance.8— Police    Measures    for    Pre- 
serving the  Peace,  etc. 
Qs.     Mr.    C.    Craig,    Mr.    Lonsdale. 
Mr.  MacVeagh ;   A8.  Mr.  Bryce, 
Aug.  1,  1061,  1062. 

Dunraven  Estate 

Sale  of— Price  of  Mr.  G.  Spearing's  Holding, 

etc 

Q.     Mr.   Lundon;     A.     Mr.   Bryce, 

July  30,  416. 

Dunraven,  Earl  of 

Labourers  (teland)  Hill,  2b.  July  27,  42-48 ; 
Com.,  July  30,  353,  354,  371,  380,  387. 

Commons*       Amendta.       to       Lords' 
Amendts.,  Con.,  Aug.  2,  1314. 

Durham,  Bishop  of 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2b. 

Aug.  3, 1546. 
Took  the  Oath,  Aug.  1,  881. 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 

Licensed  Premises  on  Estates  in  Lancashire, 
Information   as  to. 

Q.     Mr.     Crossley;    A.     Mr.   Hob- 
house,  July  31,  684. 

Ecclesiastical  Discipline 

Commission  Report,  Cost  of. 

Q.    Sir    J.    Jardine;    A.  Mr.    -os- 
quith,  Aug.  2,  1366. 

Edinburgh 

Register  House.  Vote  for,  July  31,  819; 

Aug.  1,  1072. 
University  Court  Ordinance,  No.  XVIII., 

Presented,  Aug.  4,  1789,  1793. 
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July  11-^ Aug.  4. 

Edinburgh  Corporation  Bill 
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/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1792. 

Education,  Board  of 

PresiderU—Vit.  Hon.  A.  Birrell. 
ParliametUary  Secretary,  Mr.  T.  I»ugh. 

Vote  for,  July  31,  823  ;  Aug.  1,  1073. 

Education  Board  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation  (London,  No.  1)  Bill 

/.  Royal  Asaeat,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

Education,  England  and  Wales 

See  also  Namta  of  Places. 
Free    Education,    Right    of    ParcnU    to 
Demand. 
Q.    Sir     G.     Kekewich;     A.     Mr. 
BirreU,  July  30,  469. 

General  Return,  1904-5— Presented.  Aug, 

2,  1319. 

Grant  of  £200,000,  Items  and  Particulan 

of. 
Q.    Mr.    Meysey    Thompson;     A. 

Mr.  BirreU,  Aug.  1,  1049. 

Local  Authorities,  Application  of  Fundi 
by,  to  Educational  Purposes  other 
than  Elementary  —  Return  ordewd, 
Aug.  2,  1320. 

Religious  Instruction  in   Council   Sobooli 

Number    of    Schools    in    which    bo 
Religious  Instruction  is  giTen- 
Os.     Earl  of  Crewe,   July  27, 
5,  6  ;    Archbishop  of  C«- 
terbury,  6,  7. 

Powers  of  Local  Authoritie*  to  mab 

Payments  for  in  Event  of  Tca^tn 

Declining  to  give  Instmctioii. 

Os.      Earl     of     Camperdon*, 

Aug.  3,   1465-1467;    Earl 

of  Crewe,  1467,  1468. 

Secondary    School    Regulations  —  Inttx 
ret    *         '  *" 


uretation  of  Paragraph  8. 

Mr.    YoxalT;     A.     Mr.    Birrell. 
Aug.  4,  1796,  1797. 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill 

c.  3e.  July  30,  476. 
/.  In.*  July  30,  AOl. 

2b.  Aug.  J,  884;  Aug.  2,  1180;  Au§.  i 
1475. 
Ballot,  Draft  Regulations  Pretented,  A^ 
1,  882,  1025. 

Clause  4 

Cost  of  Ballots,  etc.,  Liability  for. 

Q.  Mr.   Hicks  Beach:   A.  Ifr- 
BirreU,  Aug.  2,  I96& 

Regulations  Referred  to  in,  Dat»  •* 
Publishing. 
Q.    Mr.   Bridgeman;    A.    Mr- 
BirreU,  July  30,  406. 

Sub-section  4,  Application  ot 
Q.    Sir  C.  DiUM ;    A.     Mr.  BixrdL 
Aug.  3,  1590,  1601. 
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Eteeation  (England  and  Wales)  Bill-«<m^. 

Committee  Stage  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
Date  of  Takinff. 
0$,  Lord  Bauonr  of  Burleigh,  Aug, 
3f  1571 ;  Marquess  of  Ripon, 
1671»  1572 ;  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe,  1571,  1572;  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury,   1572. 

Debates  on  Third  Reading  [Commons] 
Jidy  30,  476;  Second  Reading, 
[Lords],  Aug.  i,  884;  Aug.  2, 
1180;   Aug.  3,  1475. 

Act  of  1870,  Principles  of,  025, 926,  r'27, 
979,  991,  992,  998,  1018,  1019, 
1182,  1183,  1192,  1202,  1236, 
1300,  1566,  1567. 

Act  of  1902,  Effect  of,  516,  517.  547, 
548,  554,  886,  887,  912,  913,  944, 
945,  1183,  1568. 

Aid  Grant  of  £1,000,000,  Proposab  as 
to  Allocation,  etc.,  of  906, 
919,  948,  949,  950,  1561, 
1566. 

Necessitous  Districts,  Relief  of, 
949. 

Amendment  by  the  House  of  Lords, 
Attitude  towards,  523,  545,  546, 
560. 

Appeal  from  Decisions  of  Local 
Authorities,  Question  as  to,  1005, 
1006,  1007. 

Charitable  Trusts  and  Endowments, 
School-Houses  held  imder. 

Commission  to  deal  with  settle- 
ments,  895,    1279. 

Constitution  of,  895. 

Duties  of.  Application  of 
Doctrines  of  cy  preSf  895, 
1481,  1565. 

Right  of  the  Education  Board  to 
Interfere  with,  896.  897,  929. 
1298,  1481,  1483,  1554,   1565. 


SESSION  1906. 
July  21— Aug.  4. 

Edueation  (England  and  Walei  BULh-cont. 

Debates  on  Third  Reading eoni. 

Clause  4 — eoni. 

Effect  of,  481,  488,  918,  1556. 
Reasons  for  Introducing,    918. 

Relative      Position     of     Church 
Schools    under,    1476,    1485, 


(C 


il 


Christian    School,*'    Definition    of, 
1212.  1213. 

Church  of  England 

Blow  aimed  at,  alleged,  499,  500, 
520,  533,  539,  551,  553,  554, 
558.  559.  911.  920.  971,  993, 
1019.  1223,  1234,  1293,  1476, 
1553. 

Educational  Work  of,  886,  913, 
927.  983.  996.  1214,  1221, 
1222,  1246,  1492.  1553. 

Schools.  Effect  of  the  Bill  on,  514, 
515.  534.  535,  1215,  1217, 
1218,    1293. 

Stepping  -  stone  to  Disestablish- 
ment of,  alleged,  920,  971. 

Clause  4 

Alteration  of  Limits  in  to  include 
Roman  Catholic  Schools,  pro- 
posed, 494-496.  607. 


1486. 

Conduct  of  the  Bill  in  the  Commons, 
Criticisms  on,  476,  477,  480,  491, 
497,  508,  509,  524,  529,  541,  545, 
920. 

Cost  of  carr3ring  out  the  Measure, 
Extra  burden  on  the  Rates,  etc., 
949-953,  964,  965,  1561. 

Council  for  Wales,  Establishment  of 
489,  497.  908,  909,  918,  919» 
987-991;    1279-1287,1561. 

Central  Welsh  Board,  Duties  and 
Powers  of,  1285,  1286. 

Grante,  Powers  as  to  Distribu- 
tion, etc.,  of  989,  990,  991, 
1280,  1281,  1282. 

Minister,  Proposals  as  to  Appoint- 
ment of  990,  991,  1280,  1281, 
1282. 

Definition  of  the  word  "  Education,** 
957,   1220,   1257. 

Delegation  of  Powers  to  Local  Authori- 
ties, Proposals  as  to.  907.  955, 
956,  1503,  1504. 

Schemes,  Regulations  as  to,  907. 

German  Educational  System,  1270- 
1272. 

Goyemment  Amendments.  Method 
of  Introducing,  476,  477,  920. 

Health  and  Physical  Condition  of 
Children,  Compulsory  Medical  In- 
spection, etc..  Provisions  for,  490, 
544,  908,  919,  950,  957,  958,  1543. 

Estimate  of  Cost,  950,  951,  957. 

History  of  the  Education  Question 
During  the  Past  Century,  921-933, 
956,  974,  1192-1194,  1201-1203. 

Loans  to  Local  Authorities,  Elxtension 
of  Period  of  Repayment  for,  907. 

Nonconformists 

Attitude  of.  Towards  the  Bill, 
478,  479. 

Grievances  of,  547-550,  894,  1188, 
1189,  1215,  1240,  1262,  1263. 

Privileged  position  of.  Allegations 
as  to,  515,  516,  520,  536,  554, 
911,  948,  1223,  1299. 

Opposition  to  the  Bill,  Character  of, 
541,  542,  545,  1197,  1198,  1199, 
1507-1516,  1548,  1549,  1552. 

Patriotism,  Probable  Decline  in  as  a 
Consequence  of  the  Measure, 
Alleged,  961,  962. 

\cont. 
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Education  (England  and  Wales)  ^[HX-^ont, 

Debates  oq  Third  Residing — cont. 

Popular  Control  Established  by  the 
BiU,  502,  523,  534,  558,  892, 
893,  911,  914.  933,  996.  999,  1182, 
1183,  1184,  1219,  1220,  1238, 
1248,  1268,  1542,  1552. 

Postponement  of  Third  Reading,  pro- 
posed, 476,  482. 

Rate,  Removal  of  Twopenny  Limit 
for  Higher  Education,  907. 

Religious  Instruction  in  all  Schools, 
Provision  as  to,  484,  512- 
514,  522,  536,  537,  540,  541, 
556,  977,  991-995,  999,  1011- 
1015,  1186-1190,  1221,  1274, 
1530,  1555,  1563. 

All-round  Facilities,  proposed, 
890,  891,  1268,  1269,  1497, 
1525,  1526,  1527,  1528,  1539, 
1570. 

Axmy  System,  Introduction  of, 
proposed,  527,  986. 

Attendance  at,  to  be  optional. 
Objections  to  the  Provision, 
902-904,  934,  959-961. 

Ballot 

Method  of  Taking,  etc.,  963, 
,K    964,  1276,  1277. 

Regulations  as  to.  Date  of 
Tabling,  480,  481. 

Belgian  and  Dutch  Systems,  1258, 
1259. 

Churches,  Responsibility  of,  904, 
1518. 

Concurrent  Endowment,  Policy  of, 
888-892,  1011,  1537. 

Cowper-Temple  System 

Attitude  of  Anglican  and 
Roman  Cathouc  Churches 
towards,  899,  900,  1216, 
1217,  1243,  1295. 

( /haracter  of  Instruction 

given  under,    979,    980, 

1185,  1217,  1224,   1226, 

1234,  1235,  1243,   1296, 

1301,  1303,  1304,   1477, 

1499,  1514,  1615,   1555, 
1569. 

Objections  to,  1186,  1187, 
1499-1602,  1530-1533, 
1540  1541,  1669,  1570. 

Popularity  of.  897,  898,  1655, 
1563,  1569. 

Definition  of  **  Undenominational 
Teachinjr/*  oa^,  1224-1227, 
1250,  1J61),  1545. 

»8 


Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill-^'"^ 

Debates  on  Thinl  Reading — cont. 

Religions  Instruction — cont. 

Denominational     Instruction     in 
hitherto  Non-provided 

Schools,  Provisions  as  to, 
483,  486-489,  498,  502-606, 
514,  543,  660,  569, 898. 916, 
917,  934,  936,  1233,  12ft5, 
1276,  1294,  1296,  1297, 
1497,  1656,  1657,  1558, 
1664. 

Appeal,  Provisions  as  to, 
1278,  1279. 

Four-fifths  Test,  Proposals 
as  to.  901,  962,  ^1, 
1005,  1233.  1277,  1644. 

Payment  for  out  of  Rates  and 
Taxes,  Question  as  to, 
1228. 

Power  of  Local  Authorities  to 
Refuse  to  Grant  Facili- 
ties, 935,  936,  937,  978, 
1004,   1005,    1007,    1012, 

1013,  1277,  1294. 

Right  of  Parents  to  Demand, 
at  the  Public  Expense, 
509,  510,  511,  661,  986, 
1001,   1002,    1003,   1004, 

1014,  1205,    1208,    1229, 
15*26,  1527,  1537,  1553, 

Teachers,  set  under  that  sfA- 
heading. 

Urban  Areas,  Privilege  con- 
fine<l  to,  900,  962,  1210, 
1487. 

National  Approval  of  Preseiit 
System  alleged,  898,  1249, 
1301,  1555,  1563,  1569. 

Return  as  to  Syllabuses  of  LoosI 
Authorities,  InforraationgiTm 
in,  1250,  12  >1,  1254, 

Right  of  Entry,  reverting  to 
Principle  of,  propose*!,  484, 
517,  518,  519,  521.  525,  976. 
977,   1215,   1229,    1231. 

School-houra,  Teaching  not  to 
be  given  in,  1219,  1230,  1251. 
1516.    1522. 

Roman    Catholics 

Attitude  of  towards  the  BiD, 
966-970,   1240-1244,   16C2. 

Cone  'Ssions  to,  481,  482,  506, 
510,  525,  626,  918,  966. 

Pohools,  Effoct  on,  491-496,  506, 
507,  533,  534,  536,  1242, 
1502. 

School  Boards.  Re-Introduction  of, 
proposed,  525. 

•^Vope  and  Effect  of  the  Bill  as  amendedt 
483-490,  601-504,  508-611,  828, 
f  29,\662,   663. 

[colli. 
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SESSION  1906. 
July  27 — Aug,  4. 
Edneation  (England  and  Wales)  Bill-  con  t   Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill— co;*  f. 


Debates  on  Third  Reading— con/. 
Secular  Teaching 

Attitude  of  the  Country  towards, 
887,  »23,  924.  975,  976,  1010, 
1011,  1017,  1181,  1211,  1538, 
1539,  1654,  1671. 

Confining  Education  given  in 
State  Schools  to,  with  Facili- 
ties for  outside  Religious 
Instruction,  proposed,  982- 
986,  1010,  1015,  1016,  1625, 
1670. 

Small  Rural  Schools,  Policy  of  the 
Board  of  Education  as  to,  951, 
962. 

Teachers 

Appointment  of,  to  rest  solely 
with  the  Local  Author- 
ities, 937,  972,  973,  1187, 
1617. 

Parents  and  Managers,  Right 
to  have  a  Voice  in, 
937,   940,    1206. 

Register  of.  Abolition  of,  908. 

Religious  Denominational  Instruc- 
tion by.  Provisions  as  to, 
503,  504,  518,  519,  521,  539, 
640,  650,  904,  905,  915-917. 
935,  938,  939,  1188,  1198, 
1210,  1217,  1252,  1516,  1622, 
1560. 

Religious  Tests  for.  Abolition  of, 
483,  530,  534,  916,  934,  996, 
999,  1204,  1205.  1210,  1234, 
1248,  1304,  15*2,  1543,  1559, 
1566. 

Training  Colleges,  Denominational,  Ne- 
cessity for  Reform  in,  644. 

Vacation  Schools  or  Means  of  Holiday 
Recreation,  Powers  of  Local  Auth- 
orities to  provide,  908,  950. 

Voluntary  Schools 

Buildings 

Maintenance  of,  to  be  taken 
over  by  Local  Author- 
ities, 483,  892,  959,  1185, 
1210. 

Taking  over  by  Local  Author- 
ities, Absence  of  Com- 
pulsion as  to,  1275,  1506, 
1606. 

Terms  of  Acquisition  of,  by 
Local  Authorities,  894, 
948,     1233. 

Character  of  Instruction  given  in, 
932. 

Charitable  Trusts  and  Endow- 
ments.  Schools  maintained 
under,  see  that  aubhecuiing. 

Commission  to  Facilitate  Settle- 
ments, see  under  subheading 
Charitable  Trusts  and  En- 
dowment=j, 
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Debates  on  Third  Reading— ron«. 
Voluntary  Schools — eont. 
Condition  of,  997,  998. 

Continuing  during  Transition  Pe- 
riod, Provision  as  to,  1006, 
1007. 

Contracting-out,  Proposals  as  to, 
543,  544. 

Denominational  Teaching  in 
hitherto  Non  -  provided 

Schools,  see  under  subheading 
Religious  Instruction  —  De- 
nominational. 

Dual  Control,  Abolition  of,  483, 
992,  1523. 

Government  Grants  to.  Increase 
in  since  1870,  896,  897. 

Position  of  Schools  refusing  to 
come  to  Terms  with  Local 
Authorities,  1218. 

Rate  Aid  obtained  by,  imder  Act 
of  1902,  886,  887,  981,  998, 
1183,  1302,  1667,  1568. 

Revision  of  Arrangement  at  End 
of  Five  Years,  1007,  1008. 

Value  of.  Sums  Spent  on  Main- 
tenance, Annual  Contribu- 
tions, etc.,  896.  897,  928, 
929,  930,  931,  996,  997,  1214. 

Teachers'  Register,  Number  of  Names  on, 
proposals  for  Renewing,  etc. 

Qs.     Mr.    Ashley,    Lord    Balcarres ; 
As.     Mr.  Birrell,  July  30,  466. 
467. 
Transfer  of  Officials  under  Clause  26,  Date 

of. 

Q.     Mr.    S.    HiU;    A,     Mr.  Birrell, 

July  28,  207. 

Education,  Ireland 

8e^  also  names  of  places. 

Afflicted  Children,  Proposals  as  to. 

Q,    Mr.  Field;    A.    Mr.  Bryce,  Aug,  J, 
1033. 
Boys'  Schools  under  Masters— Resolution 
as  to  Appointment  of  junior  assistant 
Masters  instead  of  Mistresses. 

Q,  Mr.  Flynn;  A.  Mr.  Bryce,  Aug,  J, 
1056. 

Commissioner,  Resident.  Salary  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Farrell ;  A.   Mr.  Bryce,  July  30, 
435. 
Endowed    Schools    Commissioners,    Vote 

for,  July  31,  824  ;  Aug.  1,  1073. 
General  Return,  1704r-6— Presented,  Aug, 

2,  1319. 
Intermediate  Board 

Meetings,  Press  Admittance  to,  Public- 
tion  of  Minutes,  etc. 

Q,  Mr.  Clancy;  A.  Mr.  Bryce, 
Aug.  4,  1796. 

'  [rent. 
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Ednoatioii,  Ireland— con^* 

Intermediate  Board— etm^. 

Minutes  and  Correspondenoe,  F^roposah 
as  to  Tabling. 

Oa,    Mr.  Long,  Aug,  J,  1442, 

1443,    1463;     Mr.    Bryoe, 

.   ,       i  1463,    1466;     Mr.    Bryce, 

Aug,  2, 1374, 
q,   Mr.  T.  O'DonneU ;   A.   Mr. 
Bryce,  July  31,  602. 
Parliamentary     Control — Refusal     to 
carry  out  Resolution,  etc. 

Os.   Mr.    Long,   Aug,   1,    1442, 
1443,    1463;     Mr.    Bryce^ 
1463,  1464. 
Os,  Mr.  Sloan,  Avg.  4,   1806; 
Mr.  Cherry,  1809. 

Irish  Language,  see  that  tide. 

National  School  Teachers 

Dismissals  for  inefficiency  since  1900, 
Inquiry  into  proposed. 

Q,    Mr.  Bolan ;    A.  Mr.  Bryce, 
July  31,  690. 

Salaries,  period  for  payment  of. 

Q,    Mr.    Farrell ;     A.     Mr.    Bryce, 
July  30,  436. 
Teachers  completing  training  in  1900, 
Salaries  of. 
Q.  Mr.  Murphy  ;  A,  Mr.  Bryce, 
Aug.  2,   1376. 

Primary,  proposals  for  Improvments  of. 
Os.  Mr.  Murphy,  Aug.  4, 1806  ;  Mr.  Sloan, 

1806 ;  Mr.  Cherry,  1807. 
Q.  Mr.  Murphy  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce,  Aug,  2, 
1374. 

Schools,  non-yested,  number  of — Number 
reported  as  unsanitary,  etc. 

Q.     Mr.    Sloan;     A.     Mr.    Bryce, 
Jtdy  30,  443. 

Starkie,  Dr.,  Services  of. 

Qs.    Mr.  Murphy,  Mr.  Sloan;    As.    Mr. 

Bryce,  Aug.  1,  1066,  1067. 
Os.    Mr.  Muiphy,    Auj.  ^,    1804;    Mr. 
Cherry,  1803. 

Vote  for,  Jtdy  31,  824  ;   Aug.  1,  1073. 

Edacation  (Froviaon  of  Heals)  Bill 

c.  Report  from  Select  Committee,  July  27, 
66. 

Message  to  Commons  for  Copies  of  Select 
Committee  Reports,  etc.  Aug.  3, 
1578;    Copies  ordered,  1683. 
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July  27 — Aug.  4. 

Edwards,  Ifr.  A.  C.  [Denbigh  Diitrict] 


Education,  Scotland 

Vice-President  of  the  Council — Rt.  Hon. 
J.  Sinclair. 

See  also  names  of  places. 

General  Return,  1904-6 — Fk^sented,  Aug. 
2,  1319. 

Secondary    and    Technical    Schools,    In- 
formation  as  to. 

Q.     Mr.    Weir;     A.     Mr.    Sinclair, 
Aug,  3,  1687. 

Vote  for,  July  31,  824  ;   Aug.  I,  1073. 

40 


Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com,,  J«^  27^ 
123,  148,  168;  Aug.  3,  1746,  1748, 
1760,  1761,  1762,  1766-1768,  1775- 
1878,  1786. 

Edwards,  Mr.  F.  [Radnor] 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  3b., 
Jfif^y^,  496-601. 

Bgypt 

Administratiye    policy    of    Lord    Cromett 
etc. 
Os,  Sir  E.  Qrey,  Aug,  4,  1836. 

British    Garrison — ^Proposals    as    to    re- 
inforcement. 
Q.   Mr.  F.  E.  Smith;   A,    Mr. 
Haldane,  Julp  30,  445. 

Strength,    cost    and    Egyptian    ooq- 
tribution. 
Q.      Mr.     J.     M.     Robertson; 
A.  Mr.  Runciman,  JuUf  30, 
467,   468. 

British  Officers,  Attack  on 

Cause  of.    Rumours   as   to    Political 

Unrest  in  Egypt,  etc. 

Os.     Mr.    J.     Bf.     Robertson, 

Aug.  4,   1822,    1825,;  Mr. 

Molteno,     1829;      Sir    E. 

Grey,  1831. 

Findlay,    Mr.,    Terms    of    Despatch 
sent  by. 

Os.  Mr.  J.  M.  Robertson  ;  Aug. 
4,  1825,  1827,  1833;  Mr. 
Molteno,  1831  ;  Sir  E. 
Grey,  1833. 
Q.  Lord  R.  Cecil;  A.  Mr. 
Gladstone,  July  30,  461. 

Ghaffirs  of  Denshawi,  Treatm^it  of. 
Q.  Mr.  DiUon ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey,  Aug.  1, 
1034. 

Ombashi,  Evidence  given  by. 
Q.    Mr.    Dillon;    il.    Sir    £.    Giey, 
Aug.  1,  1034,  1036. 

Sentences  on  Natives. 
Os,  Mr.  J.  W.  Robertson,  Aug,  4, 
1826;      Mr.     Molteno,     1830; 
Sir  E.  Grey.  1835. 

European  Officials  in  Service  of  Egyptian 
Government. 
Q.    Mr.  J.  M  Robertson ;    A.    Mr. 
Runciman,  July  30,  467. 

Pilgrims     to     Mecca,     Arrangements     for 

Conveya  \ce  of — AUeged   Monopoly  by 

Khedival     Steamship     Company. 

Qs.  Mr.  J.  M.  Robertson,  Mr.  Weir ; 

As.  Sir  E.  Grey,  Aug.  2,  1354. 

Elections  (Meetings  in  Sehoolrooms)  BiU 

Proposals  as  to  Taking. 
Q.  Mr.    Essex;     A,  Sir    H.    Campbells 
Bannerman,  July  30,  444. 
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Beetrie    Lighting    Provisional 
OTo.  3)  BiU 

c.  Rep.*  Jidy  27,  58. 

Con*  a-d  3r.*  Jtdy  30,  403.  • 
/.  CJommons*    Amendts.,    Con.*    July  31, 

697. 
Royal  Asseit,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

Electric    Lighting    Provisional    Orders 
(No.  4)  Bill 

c.  Rep.*  July  27,  58. 

Can.*  and  3r.*  July  30,  403. 
/.  Commons*    Amo.idts.,    Con.*    July    31, 
597. 

Royal  Ass3\t,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

Bleotric    Lighting    Provisional    Orders 
(No.  7)  Bill 

e.  Lords*  Amendts ,  Con.*  July  30,  403. 
/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1791. 

Electric  Lighting  Undartakings 

Audit   of,    by    Local    Government    Board 
proposed. 
Q.  Dr.  Maonamara ;  A,  Mr.  Kearley, 

July  31,  680,  681. 
Q.  Mr.  *T.  Davies;     A,  Mr.  Lloyd- 
George,  Aug.  2,   1360,   1361. 

Elgin  and  Eiinoardine,  Earl  ot—Secretary  of 

St^te/or  the  Colonies. 

Ceylon,     Irrigation  Works     in — Tabling 

Correspondence  between       Colonial 

Office   and    the  €k>yemor,    proposed, 
July  30,  325. 

Orange  River  Ck>Iony,  Self-Govemment 
for.  Date  of  Granting,  July  31,  615. 

South  African  War  Ck>mpensation  Claims 
— Policy  of  His  Majesty's  Government 
as  to,  July  31,  622. 

Transvaal 

Chinese  Labour  Ordinance,  Abroga- 
tion of — Clause  in  new  Constitution 
as  to,  July  31,  624. 

Civil  Servants,  Position  of  under 
New  Constitution,  July  31,  666. 

Land  Settlement — Establishment  of 
Board  to  deal  with,  proposed, 
July  31,  621. 

Native  Labour  Recmitment,  pro- 
posals as  to,  July  27,  10. 

Natives,  Rights  of.  Proposals  as  to 
safeguarding,  July  31,  623,  624. 

Self-Govemment  Proposals — Terms  of 
New  Constitution 

Papers  Relating  to.  Delay  in  Pub- 
lishing Report  of  Committee, 
etc.,    July   31,    61^-615. 

SiaUmenl,  July  31,  611-623. 

War  Contribution  Loan,  Proposals  as 
to  Liquidation  of,  July  31,  622. 
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SESSION  1906. 
July  21— Aug.  4. 
Orders 
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Ellenborongh,  Lord 

Food  Supply  in  time  of  War,  Necessity  for 
Ensuring  Protection  of,  July  30,  311, 
312. 

Navy 

Shipbuilding  Programme  for  1907-8, 
July  30,  312. 

Strength  of.  Reduction  in,  proposals 
as  to — Responsibility  of  Sea  Lords, 
etc.,  July  30,  311-312. 

Elphin 

Telegraph  Station,  Establishment  of,  pro- 
posed. 
Os.  Mr.  Morton,  Aug.  4,  1839. 

Enniskillen 

Military  Head-Quarters,  Decision  as  to. 
Q.  Mr.   Fetherstonhaugh ;   A.   Mr.  Hal- 
dane,  July  28,  211. 

Erne,  Longh 

Fisheries,  Decision  as  to  Protection  of. 
Q,  Mr.  Fetherstonhaugh ;   A*  Mr.  Bryce, 
July  31,  687,  688. 

Erne  Biver 

Hatchery,  Management  of,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Fetherstonhaugh;  A.  Mr.  Bryce, 
July  31,  687. 

Erskine,  Mr.  D.  C.  [Perthshire,  W.] 

Dunblane  Cathedral— Effect  of  Vesting  in 
Commissioner  of  Works,  July  31,  712. 

Esmonde,  Sir  T.  0.  [Wexford,  N.] 

Agriculture  Department 

Experimental  Farm  and  Laboratory, 
Provision   of,   proposed,   Au^'   1, 
1057. 
Veteriaary   Branch  Staff,  Status,  etc., 
of,  Aug.  1,  1067. 
Arklow  Harbour  Works,   Decision  as  to, 
Aug-  h  1058. 

British  Museum,  Irish  Newspapers  in — 
Transfer  to  Dublin  National  Library, 
proposed,  July  31,  726. 

Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  Bill, 
2r.,  Aug.  2,  1443. 

Ferns — Decision  as  to  Grants  for  Building 
Clologue  and  Ballindaggin  Schools, 
Aug.  2,  1374. 

Fishing  Industry,  Steps  taken  for  Develop- 
ment of,  Aug.  2,  1444. 

Wexford,  Crimelessness  of — Withdrawal  of 
Proclamation  under  Crimes  Act,  pro- 
posed, Aug.  2,  1443,  1444. 

Essex,  Mr.  E.W.  [Gloucestershire,  Cirencester] 

Agriculture  Boards  in  England  and  Ireland, 
Grants  paid  to,  July  30,  433. 

Coinage — Issue  of  Nickel  Coins  in  Place  of 
Bronze,  proposed,  July  31,  706. 

\cont. 
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July  27— Jufj.  4. 
Essex,  Mr.  E.  W.  -  (^ont. 

Elections  (Meetings  in  Sohoolrooms)  Bill. 
Proposals  as  to  taking,  July  30,  444. 

Marston   Sicca — Date   of  Tabling   Report 
on  Cooper  School,  July  30,  469. 
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Poor  Law  Amendment  Proposals,  Aug.  4, 
1842. 

Sheep  Scab  Outbreaks  in  Qloucestershire, 
July  31,  685. 

Street  Betting  BiU,  Com.,  Aug.  1,  1166. 

West  Indian  Exports  to  United  Kingdom 
and  United  States  (1889-1904)— Re- 
turn proposed,  July  30,  428. 

Efitiinates 

See  also  tides.  Army  Estimates,  Civil 
Service  Estimates,  ami  Navy  Estimates. 

Evans,  Abraham,  Estate  of 

Sale  of — Reason  for  Delay,  etc. 

Q.     Mr.   Dolan;    A.    Mr.    Bryce,   July 
30,  443. 

Everett,  Mr.  E.  L.  [Suffolk,  Woodbridge] 

Parliamentary  Procedure — Saving  of 
further  Time  on  Divisions  proposed, 
Aug.  4,  1844. 

Transvaal— Self-Govemment  for — Terms 
of  new  Constitution,  July  31,  782-784. 

Eversley,  Lord 

Hague  Conference,  Proceedings  of  Hi? 
Majesty's  Government  with  regard 
to,  Jtdy  30,  323,  324. 

Navy — Expenditure,  Reduction  of,.  Pro- 
posals as  to,  July  30,  319-324. 

Evictions 

See  under  Ireland  and  also  names  of  places 
and  Estates. 

Exports  and  Imports 

Irish  Returns,  Decision  as  to  Issuing. 

Q.     Mr.     V.     Kennedy;      A.     Mr. 
Bryce,  July  30,  424. 

Es  tradition  Bill 

I.  Royal  Assent,  Atig.  4,  1789. 

Faber,  Captain  W.  V.  [Hants,  AndovcrJ 

Baghdad  Railway — Decision  as  to  Exten- 
sion to  Khor  Abdullah,  Aug.  2,  1324. 

Factories  and  Workshops 

Conditions  of  Employment  of  Young  Girls 
in. 

Os.     Mr.  Byles,  Aug.  1,  1<  97. 

Electrical  Generating  Works,  Necessity 
for    Special    Regidations    for. 

Os.     Mr.    Tennant,    Aug.    1,    1087, 
1088;    Mr.   Gladstone,   1104. 

Fire,  Provision  of  means  of  escape  from. 
Os.     Mr.  Tennant,  Aug.  1,  1087. 
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Factories  and  Workshops— «on/. 

Inspection,  Inadequate  System  of — In- 
creasing Number  of  Male  and  Female 
Inspectors,  proposed. 

Os.  Sir  C.  Dilke,  Aug.  1,  1075, 
1076;  Mr.  J.  R.  MacdonaU. 
1080, 1083,  1084 ;  Mr.  O'Grmdj. 
1098,  1099;  Mr.  Gltdstone. 
1104,   1108. 

Inspectors 

Class  of  Persons  Appointed,  Lack  of 
Practical  Knowledge,  etc. 

Os.  Mr.  T.  F.  Richards,  Aug. 
1,  1123. 

Increase  in  Number  of,   proposed. 
Q.     Mr.  Byles ;    A.     Mr.  Gla-i- 
stone,  Aug.  1,   1048. 

Method  and  Conditions  of  Appoint- 
ment, Character  of  Examinations, 
etc. 

Os.  Mr.  J.  R.  Macdonaki. 
Aug.  1,  1080-1083;  Mr. 
Gladstone,  llOa-1 112;  Mr. 
Stuart,  1115. 

Women.  Increase  in  Nomber  of,  pro- 
posed. 
Os.     Sir     C.     Dilke,     Aug.     J. 
1075 ;   Mr.  T.  F.  Richarda, 
1124;  Mr.  Gladstone,  1124. 

Non-textile  Industries,  Regulation  of. 

Os.     Sir   C.    Dilke,    Aug.    1,    1075, 
1076;    Mr.  Gladstone,   1103. 

**  Particulars,"  Enforcement  and  Exten- 
sion of  Law  as  to. 

Os.    Sir   C.    Dilke,    Aug.    1,    107«, 
1077;    Mr.   Byles,   1096. 

Period  of  Employment — Orders  Grmating 
Special  Exceptions  in  certain  <  lasses, 
Presented,  July  28,  206 ;  July  30,  287. 

Sanitary  Condition  of  Jam,  Pickle  and 
Fruit  Preserving  Factories, 

Os.     Mr.  Tennant,  Aug.  1,   1085. 

Shuttles  made  of  West  African  Wood, 
Dangerous  Nature  of  Trade,  Xeeeesity 
for  Regulation,  etc. 

Os.  Mr.  Tennant,  Aug.  7,  1088, 
1089;  Mr.  0*Grady,  1098, 
1099;  Mr.  Gladstone,  1104: 
Mr.  Shackleton,  1116. 

Time-cribbing,    System    of — Neoessitj   for 
Dealing  with.  Appointment  of  Pdhcr 
Inspectors,   proposed. 
Os.     Blr.   GiU,  Aug.   1,   1090-1093 
Mr.    Byles,    1096;     Mr.    Glad- 
stone, 1106, 1107  ;  Mr.  Shackle- 
ton,  1115,  1116,  1117. 

Weights  carried  by  Women  and  Childrvo. 
Os.     Sir  C.  Dilke,  Aug.  1,    I07a 

Women  and    Girb  working  outside   Pro- 
tection of  the  Factory  Acts,  NeoeMitj 
for  Dealing  with  Question. 
Os.    Mr.  T.  L.  Corbett,  Aug.  7,  1126. 
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Farrell,  Mr.  J.  P.  [Longford.  N.] 

Arohdale,  Galbraith  and  King-Harman 
EBtates,  Sale  proposals  for,  Jvly  30, 
422. 

Cusack  Estate  Untenanted  Land,  Disposal 
of,  Jvly  30,  421. 

Dalystane  Labourers*  Cottage  Scheme — 
Ownership  of  Land,  etc.,  Jidy  30,  434. 

Education 

Commissioner,  Resident,  Salary  of,  July 
3^,435. 

National  School  Teachers*  Salaries, 
Period  for  Payment  of,  July  30, 
435. 

Longford 

Congested  Areas,  Proposals  for  Relief 
of,  etc.,  July  30,  424. 

Petty  Sessions  Clerk — ^Appointment 
of  Mr.  E.  D.  McCann,  July  30,  411. 

0*Brien  Estate  Sale  Proceedings,  Delay  in, 
July  30,  421, 

Faxrer,  Lord 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2r., 
Aug,  1,  963. 

Fatal    Accidents    and    Sudden    Deaths 
Inquiry  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Con.  and  3r.,  July  28,  278. 
/.  1b.*  July  30,  288. 

2r.,  Aug.  1,  1021. 

Com.  and  3r.  Aug.  2,  1306. 

Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

Debate  on  Consideration,  Commons.  July 
28,  278. 

Jury,  Regulations  as  to,  279. 

Notice  to  Person  found  Guilty  of 
Fault  and  Negligence,  not  less 
not  Seven  Days'  Notice  to  be 
given,  279-284. 

Public  Inquiry,  Regulations  as  to — 
New  Clause,  278. 

Section  4  not  to  Apply  in  Case  of  a 
Fatal  Accident  occurring  with 
Work  to  which  Factory  Act  of 
1901  applies,  278. 

Federated  Halay  Estates 

Gambling — Regulations    as    to    Licensing 
Public  Gaming-houses,  etc. 
Q.     Mr.  Allen;    A.   Mr.   Churchill, 
July  30,  454. 

Opium   Payments    to   Miners   under    the 
Truck  System. 

Q.     Mr.  A.  Allen;    A.  Mr.  Churchill, 
July  30,  456. 

Fell,  Mr.  A.  [Great  Yarmouth] 

Army 

Estimates  1906-7,  Proposals  as  to, 
July  28,  209. 

Guns  and  Ammunition  Reserve, 
Creation  of,  proposed,  July  28, 209. 

Norwich  Barracks,  Proposab  as  to 
Erection  of,  July  31,  674. 
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Fell,  Mr.  iL—cont. 


[Far— Fet 


Gold  Coast— Tarquah  Railway  Extension 
to  Ancobra  River,  Proposals  as  to, 
July  31,  701. 

Navy — Cunard,  etc..  Liners  Subsidised  by 
Admiralty,  Provision  of  Guns,  etc., 
for,  July  28,  208. 

Regent  Street  Re-building  Scheme,  De- 
cision as  to,  Aug.  2,  1369. 

Siberia,  Appointment  of  British  Consuls  in, 
proposed,  July  31,  703. 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com.,  Aug.  3,  1607. 

Transvaal,  Chinese  Labour — Crimes,  De- 
crease in.  Reason  for,  July  31,  701. 

Unemployed — Manitoba  Harvest  Work, 
Employmeijt  on,  proposed,  Au^.  2, 
1362. 

Fenwick.   Mr.  C.  [Northumberland,  Wans- 
beck] 

Mines,  Eight  Hours'  Day  in— Committee  of 
Inquiry  into  Question  of,  Aug.  1,  1114. 

Ferguson,  Mr.  K.  C.  M.  iLeith  Burgh-] 

Coisolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  Bill, 
2r.,  Aug.  2,  1454. 

National  Galleries  of  Scotland  Bill,  2e. 
July  28,  228. 

Scotch  Central  Administrative  Board,  In- 
quiry into  Working  of,  proposed, 
Aug.  2,  1455. 

Scottish  Estimates,  Inadequate  Time  al- 
lowed for  Discussion  of,  Aug.  2, 1454. 

Small  Landholders  (Scotland)  Bill,  Intro., 
July  28,  272,  273. 

Provisions  of,  Aug.  4,  1837. 

Fema  Bridge 

Myles  O'Reilly  Coat  of  Arms,  Position  of. 

Q.     Mr.     V.     Kennedy;      A.     Mr. 
Bryce,  Aug.  2,  1338,    1339. 

Ferns 

Clologue  and  Ballindaggin  Schools,  Decision 
as  to  Grants  for  Building. 

Q.     Sir    T.     Esmonde;        A.    Mr. 
Bryce,  Aug.  2,  1374. 

Fertilizers  and  Feeding  Stuffs  Bill 

/.  2b.  July  27,  28. 

Com.,  July  30,  330.  ^ 

Rep  and  3r.*  July  31,  610. 
c.  Lords  Amendments,  Con.*  Aug.  2,  1458. 
/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

Regulations,  Appointment  of  Committee  to 
Advise  as  to. 

Q.     Mr.    Channing ;     A.    Sir    E. 
Strachey,  Aug.  3,  1593,  1594. 

Fetherstonhangh,  Mr. 0.  [Fermanagh,  N] 

Army,  Engineer  Services  in  Southern 
Command  —  Expense  of  Checking 
Measurement^,,  by  Inspector,  Aug.  3, 
1599.       . 

Bacon,  American — Measures  proposed  for 
Prevention  of  Importation  of  Tuber- 
culous Meat,  July  31,  686. 


Fea—Ply] 


Pethentonhaogh,  lEr.  Q.—eotU. 

Ballina — Decision  as  to  New  Patent  for 
Holding  Fairs,  Aug,  J,  1037. 

Ballysadare  Foreshore,  Ownership  of, 
etc.,  Jtdy  28,  217 ;  Aug.  2,  1329. 

Cork  Registrar  of  Title — Conditions  of 
Appointment  of  Mr.  Wright,  Aug.  2, 
1328 ;  Aug.  4,  1798. 

Dublin  Revaluation,  Proposals  as  to  pro> 
ceeding  with,  July  28,  219. 

Enniskillen  Military  Headquarters,  De- 
cision as  to,  July  28,  211. 

Erne,  Lough,  Fisheries — Decision  as  to 
Protection  of,  July  31,  687. 

Erne  River  Hatch«ry,  Management  of, 
July  31,  687. 

Game  Preservation  in  Ireland,  Measures 
for,  proposed,  Aug.  1,  1034. 

Judgeship,  Vacant,  Proposals  as  to  filling, 
in  Ireliuid,  Aug.  3,  1584. 

Poor  Law  Commission,  Irish  Medical  Repre- 
sentation on,  July  30,  441. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill, 
Con.,  July  30,  596. 

Sligo  Sawmills  and  Joinery  Company 

Connection  of  Agriculture  Depart- 
ment with,  etc.,  July  30,  426; 
Aug.  3,  1596. 

Trustees  of  Mr.  B.  Cochran's  Gift, 
July  31,  684. 

Transvaal  Chinese  'Labour — Repatriation, 
Result  of  Amended  Notice,  July  28, 
211;     Aug.  1,  1045. 

Pfrench,  Mr.  P.  [Wexford,  S.] 

Leigh  Estate — Reinstatement  Claim  of 
Mrs.   Colfer,  July  31,  693. 

Reld,  Mr.  W.  [Dublin,  St.  Patrick] 

Army  Stores,  Contract  for  Conveyance  of, 
from  Dublin  to  Kilbride,  Aug.  1,  1041. 

Dublin 

Phoenix  Park  Glasshouses,  Allocation 
of  Contracts  for,  Aug.  1,  1032. 

Post  Office  Mail  Cart  Service  Contract, 
Duration    of — Visits    of    Officials 
'     to    Contractors*   Premises,     etc., 
Aug.  2,  1322. 

Education  of  Afflicted  Children,  Pro- 
posals as  to,  Aug.  1,  1033. 

Magistrates,  Resident,  Accounts  of,  July 
31,  685,   686. 

Newry  Revising  Barrister — Expenses  en- 
tailed by  working  District  from 
Warrenpoint,  July  31,  686. 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank,  Unclaimed 
Balances,  Procedure  in  Transferring 
to  Dormant  Ledgers,  etc.,  Aug.  2, 1321. 

Royal  Canal,  Cleansing,  Necessity  for, 
Aug.  1,  1032. 

Tuberculosis  Royal  Commission  Report, 
Date  of  Issuing,  Aug.  1,  1036. 
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Keimef,  lEr.  E.  E.  [Oxfordshire,  Bmnbmrj] 

Transvaal 

Chinese  Labour 

Immorality,  ADegatioiiB  as  to, 
Aug.  4,  1822. 

Repatriation — Effect  on  Em- 
ployment of  White  Labovr. 
Aug.   4,    1810. 

Self-Govemment  Proposals,  Pro- 
visions of  new  ConstitiitMSi. 
Aug.  4,  1811. 


Finobley 

Telephone  Extension,  Proposala  as  to. 
Q.    Mr.  Nield ;    A.    Mr.  Buxton«  Aug, 
2,    1332. 

Pint  Commissioner  of  Works 

RL  Hon.  L.  Hareourt 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 

Lord  Tweedmouih. 

First  Lord  of  the  Treuory 

RL   Hon.   Sir  H.   CampbeU-Bannerman. 

First  Offenders 

Releases  under  Recognisances  and  Number 
of  fresh  Offences  charged  to — Return 
Presented,  Aug.  2,  1319. 

Fisheries 

Fish-curing  Industry,    Conditions    of  Em- 
ployment of  Women. 
Os.    Mr.    Tennant,   Aug.    1,    1086, 
1087. 

Ireland 

Development    id    Fishing    Industry, 
Steps  taken  to  Effect. 
Oe.    Sir  T.  Esmonde,    Aug.  2, 
1444 ;    Mr.  Bryoe,  1448. 

Statistics  for  i>a8t  Six  Months, 
Q.    Mr.   Dolan;      A.     Mr.    Bryce, 
Aug.  1,  1061. 

Trawling,  see  that  tide. 

Fishery  Boards  Sootland 

Vote  for,  July  31,  814 ;  Aug.  1,  107l. 

Fitsmanrice,      liOrir-Unidtr'Secreiary      fcr 

Foreign  Affairs. 

Edication  (England  a'ld  Wales)  Bill,  2»., 
Auj.  3,  U82. 

Flavin,  Mr.  M  J.  [Kerry.  N.l 

Tarbert  Process  Server,  Dities  of.  etc.. 
Aug.  4,  1798. 

War  Office  CivU  Service  Clerks,  Gases  of— 
Inquiry  proposed,  Aug.  4,  1799. 

Flynn,  Mr.  J.  C.  [Cork,  N.] 

Agricultural  Orga^xisation  Society,  Dis- 
continuance of  Grants  to,  proposed, 
Aug.  1,  1053,  1054. 

Congested  Districts  Board,  Ijiod  Por- 
chased  by.  Prices  Paid,  etc..  Aug.  U 
1052 

[am/. 
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Tlynn,  Kr.  J.  C.—cof^t- 

Coii8oUd»ted  Fond  (Appropriation)  Bill» 
2b.,  Aug.  2,  1444. 

Constabulary 

Promotion  System,  Ang,  2,  1374»  1375. 
Redactions,  Proposals  as  to,  Aug.  2, 
1374. 

Education  in  Boys'  Schools  under  Masters, 
Appointment  of  Assistant  in,  Aug.  7, 
1056. 

Hunf^erford  and  Clorahn  £!state — Re- 
mstatement  Claim  of  J.  and  G.  Ring, 
Aug.  i,  1033. 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  Lords'  Amendts. 
eon.,  Aug.  1,  1141. 

Land  Purchase  —  Grazing  Land,  Delay 
of  Commissioners  in  Dealing  with, 
Aug.  2,   1445. 

Natal,  Native  Rising,  Trials  of  Chiefs,  Pro- 
cedure in,  July  31,  703. 

Newman  Estate,  Purchase  of — Case  of 
Mr.  T.  C.  O'Callaghan,  Aug.  1,  1053. 

Polkestone,  Sandgate,  and  Hyihe  Tram- 
ways Bill 

f.  3b.*  July  27,  57. 

/.    Commons*   Amendts.,    eon.*   July    30, 

285. 
/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1792. 

Food 

Preservatives,   Use  of — Proposals  for  In- 
vestigation of  Subject. 
Q.    Mr.  O'Malley;    A.    Mr.  Burns, 
July  30,  429. 

Food  Supply  in  Time  of  War 

Protection  of.  Necessity  for  Ensuring. 
0».     Lord  EUenborough,  July  30,  311, 
312. 

Foreign  Officd 

Secretary  of  State— B,t.  Ron.  Sir  E.  Grey. 
Under-Secretary — Lord    Fitzmaurice. 

Foreshores 

Crown    Rights    and    Interests — Minute 
Directing  Application  of  Moneys  Re- 
ceived, Presented,  Aug.  4,  1794. 

Forster,  Mr.  H.  W.  [Ke.nt,  Sevenoaks] 
Street  Betting  Bill,  Com.,  Aug.  1,  1155. 
Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com.,  Aug.  3,  1774. 

Fowney 

Cattle-maiming  Outrage— Police  Efforts  to 
trace  Offenders,  etc. 
Qa.      Mr.   MacVeash,    Mr.    T.    W. 
Russell ;   As.    Mr.  Bryce,  Aug. 
1,   1054,    1055. 

Oalbraith  Estate 

Sale  Proposals  for. 
Q.   Mr.  Farrell ;  A.   Mr.  Bryce,  July  30, 
422. 
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Galloway,  Earl  of 


[Fly— Oip 


Ground  Game  Bill,  3a.,  July  27,  32. 

Oardenham 

Turbary  Rishts  of  W.  Browne. 

Mr.    Hazleton ;     A.      Mr.     Bryce, 


<?. 


Aug.  2,  1339,  1340. 


Gas  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1)  Bill 

c.  Rep.*  July  27,  58. 

Con.*  and  3r.*  July  30,  403. 
/.    Commons*    Amendts.     con.*    July   31, 
597. 

Royal  Asse-it,  Aug.  4,  1791. 

Oas  Orders  Confirmation  (Ho.  2)  Bill 

c.  Rep.*  July  27,  58. 

Con.*  and  3b.*  July  30,  403. 
/.  Commons*  Amendts.  con.*  July  31,  597. 

Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1791. 

Oas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation  BUI 

c.  Rep.*  July  27,  58. 

Con.*  and  3r.*  July  30,  403. 
/.  Commons*  Amendts.,  con.*  July  30,  597. 

Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1791. 

Oermany 

Ceramic  Industry  and  Trade — Report  Pre- 
sented, July  27,  3. 

Naval  Shipbuilding  Programme,  In- 
formation as  to. 

Q.   Mr.  Bellairs ;  A.  Mr.  E.  Robert- 
son.  Auo.  3,  1592,  1594. 

Oibbs,  Mr.  0.  A.  [Bristol,  w.] 

Africa,  South  —  Manhood  Suffrage  in 
Aug.  2,  1349. 

Bristol  Corporation  Bill,  Lords*  Amendts. 
can^  Aug,  2,  1429. 

Street  Betting  Bill,  Com.,  Auj.  1,  1166. 

Transvaal  new  Constitution 

Date  of  Coming  into  Effect,  eto.,  Aug. 
2,  1355. 

Second  Chamber,  Consultation  of 
High  Commissioner  as  to  Nomin- 
ations for,  Aug.  2,  1349. 

Yeomanry  Training — Tent  Accommoda- 
tion for  Officers,  July  31,  691. 

Om,  lEr.  A.  H.  [Bolton] 

Factories — Time-cribbing,  System  of.  Ne- 
cessity for  Dealing  with,  Aug.  1, 1090- 
1093. 

Gipsies,  Oerman 

Power  to  Deal  with  under    Aliens    Act, 
Means  of  Qetting  Rid  of,  etc 
Qs.  Sir  H.  Vincent ;   As.  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, Aug.  2,  1356,  1367. 

Scotland — Nuisance  caused  in. 

Q.  Mr.  Biitoheh  -Thomson ;  A-  >fr. 
Sinclair,  July  28,  219. 
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Gladstone,  Kt.  Hon.  H.  J.—8eeretary  of  StaU 
for  the  Home  Department  [Leeds,  W.] 

Aliens  Act 

Gipsies,  Grerman,  Power  to  deal  with 
under,  etc.,  Aug,  2,  1357. 

Russians  on  board  the  "  Sohwalbe " 
and  "  Adler,"  Reason  for  Refusal 
of  Admission  to,  July  30,  431  ; 
Aug,  2,  1368. 

Aniline  Dyeing  Trade,  Regulations  for, 
Aug.  1,  1104. 

Anthrax,  Cases  of.  Method  of  Dealing  with. 
Inspection  of  Wool  at  Port  of  Entry, 
etc.  ;   Aug.  I,  1105,  1106. 

Bawden,  Dr.  J.  B.,  Case  of — ^Decision  of 
General  Medical  Council,  July  28,  216. 

Cardiff  Public-house,  Alleged  Illegal  Pay- 
ment of  Wages  to  Workmen  at,  Aug.  3, 
1690. 

Channel  Islands  Shipping  Laws,  Proposals 
as  to,  Aug.  2, 1359. 

Children — Mortality  among  Children  who 
live  (or  whose  mothers  live)  in  non- 
inspected  semi-charitable  Institutions, 
July  31,  707. 
Coal  Mines,  Inspectors  in  Wales 

Appointment  of  Inspectors  having  a 
iCnowledge  of  the  Welsh  Language 
proposed,  Aug.  1,  1124. 

Atkinson,  Mr.,  Salary,  etc.,  of,  July  28, 
215. 

Criminal  Branch,  Proposals  as  to  Increasing 
Staff,  Aug.  1,  1116. 

Docks,  Accidents  at,  arising  from  Defective 
Gear,  Aug.  1, 1105. 

Electrical  Generating  Works,  Necessity  for 
Special  Regulations  for,  Aug.  1,  1104. 

Factories  and  Workshops 

Inspection,  System  of — Proposals  as  to 
Increasing  Number  of  uispectors, 
Aug.  1,  1104,  1108. 

Inspectors 

Conditions  of  Appointment,  Char- 
acter of  Examinations,  etc., 
Aug.  1,  1108-1112. 

Increase  in  Number  of,  proposed, 
Aug.  1,  1048. 

Women  Inspectors,  Increased 
Number  of,  Au^.  1,  1124. 

Non-Textile  Industries,  Regulation 
of,  Aug.  1,  1103. 

Time-cribbing,  System  of— Proposals 
for  Dealing  with,  Aug.  1,  1106, 
1107. 

Factory  Department,  Satisfactory  Working 
of — Tribute  to  Services  of  Sir  H.  P. 
Freer-Smith,  etc.,  Aug.  1,  1107,  1108. 

Foreign  Office— Mr.  Findlay's  Despatch 
of  5th  July  to  Secretary  of  State, 
July  30,  461. 

Imprisonment  in  Default  of  Paying  Fines 
in  1904— Facilities  for  Paying  Fines, 
etc.,  Aun.  2,  1333. 
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Gladstone,  Et  Hon.  H.  J.—cont. 

Leckhampton  Hill  Right-of-Way  Disturb. 
ance — Sentences  Liflicted,  etc,  Amg. 
3,  1604. 

London  Ambulance  Servioe,  propofials  at  to, 
Aug.  2,  1367. 

Lunacy 

Administration,  Control,  and  Maaage- 
ment  of  Asylums,  Persons  Re- 
sponsible for,  Aug.  U  1124,  1125. 

Attendants  at  Asylums,  Houra  of 
Duty,  etc.,  of,  July  31,  705. 

Inspection  of  Asylums,  Defects  of 
Present  System,  Aug.  1,  1125. 

Three  Counties  Asylum — Beer  Allow- 
ance to  Patients,  Aug,  1,  1036. 

McCarthy,  J.,   Case    of — ^Investigation  of 
Charges  Proposed,  Aug.  3,  1595. 

Magistrates,   Appointment   of — Proportion 
of  Unionists,  etc.,  July  30,  459-461. 


Mines 


Eight  Hours  Day  in — Appointment  of 
Committee  of  Inquiry  into,  July 
30,  462 ;  Aug,  1,  1100-1103. 

Inspection  System,  Proposals  for  Ex- 
tension of,  July  28,  216. 

Motors 

Commission,  Control  exercised  by 
Captain  C.  Bigham  over  Evideooe, 
etc.,  July  28,  217. 

Omnibuses,  Speed  in  London,  pro- 
posals for  R^^ulating,  July  30, 
461. 

Musical  Copyright  Bill,  3&.,  July  31,  857. 
860. 

Newspaper  Prizes  for  Tram,  etc..  Ticket*, 
Legality  of,  July  31,  683. 

Police,  Metropolitan— Weekly  Day  of  Bert 
for,  proposed,  Aug.  1,  1126. 

Prisons 

Convicts  imfit  for  Prison  Discipline, 
Proposals  for  Dealing  with,  Jfd^ 
30,  463. 

Epileptic  Convicts,  Number  of  (1904- 
5),  July  30,  463. 

Hindustani  Interpreters  in  Loodon 
Prisons,  Aug.  2,  1359. 

Unproductive  Labour  Machines  in 
Use,  July  28,  215. 

Rescue  Homes,  Non-Inspected,  Number  of 
Qirls  sent  to — Jurisdiction  of  Home 
Office,  etc.,  July  31,  706. 

Shuttles  made  of  West  African  wood. 
Regulations  for,  Aug,  1,  1104^ 

Street  Betting  Bill,  2r.,  July  31,  865; 
Com.,  Aug.  1,  1144-1146,  1148,  1150, 
1161,  1152,  1153,  1154,  1165,  1157, 
1158,    1159,   1160,    1165. 

[eomi. 
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Ol^dstoae,  Bt  Hon.  H.  J,-^ont. 

Vacciaation 

Act,    Amandmsnt,    Proposils    as    to, 
Aug.  4,  1840. 

Exemption  Certificates — Case  of  Mr. 
H.  Farrow,  July  27,  63. 

Widnes — Alleged  Interference  with  Right 
of  Public  Meeting,  Aug.  4,  1843. 

Wokingham  Motor  Fatality — Decision  as 
to  Prosecution  of  Motorist,  etc.,  July 
31,  707. 

Women's  Suffrage  Di-tturbances — Case  of 
Mrs.  J.  Sparborough,  Aug.  2,  1358. 

Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  Insurance 
under. 

Date  of  Appointment  of  Committee 
of  Inquiry,  Aug.  1,  1107. 

Effect  of  Clause  1,  July  28,  216. 

Logility  of  Practice  of  making  De- 
duction from  Wages,  Aug.  1, 
1048. 

Olantawe,  Lord 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2b., 
Aug.  1,  943. 

Glasgow 

Post  Office 

Medical  Officer,  Appointment  of. 
Q.     Mr.  J.  O'Connor ;  A.     Mr.  Bux- 
ton. July  27,  62. 

Volunteers,    Reason    for    Refusal    of 
Leave  to. 

Q.     Mr.  A.  Lee;  A.    Mr.  Bux- 
ton, July  27,  63,  64. 


SESSION  1906. 
July  27  —Aug.  4. 

Oooch,  Mr.  0.  t.—cont. 
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Glasgow  and  South  Western   Eailway 
Order  Confirmation  Bill 

c.  Con.*  July  30,  403. 

3E.*  July  31,  668. 
/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1791. 

Glen-Goats,  Sir  T.  [Renfrewshire,  W.] 

Scottish  Church  Property  Dispute — Bate 
of  Presenting  Commission  Report, 
July  28,  207. 

Glenties 

Sheep-dipping  Inspector,  Qualifications  of. 
Q.    Mr.  T.  L.  Corbett ;    A.   Mr.  Bryce, 
Aug.  J,  103a 

Gold  Coast 

Report,  Annual,  Presented,  July  30,  286, 
406. 

Tarquah  Railway  Extension  to  Ancobra 
River,    Proposals    as    to. 
Q.     Mr.    Fell;    A.     Mr.    Churchill, 
July  3,   701. 

Oooch,  Mr.  0.  P.  [Bath] 

Macedonia 

Budget  Deficit,  Proposals  for  meeting 
by  Increased  Customs  Duties, 
Au/g.  1,  1127. 
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Macedonia — cont. 

Financial  Commission,  Work  of.  Date 
of  Presenting  Report,  etc., 
Aug.  1,  1128. 

Oendarmerie,  Increased  Powers  for. 
Result  of  Negotiations  with 
Turkey,  Aug.  1,  1127. 

Gordon,  Mr.  J.  [Londonderry,  S.] 

Bann  River  Drainage  Scheme,  I'roposals 
as  to,  Awg.  2,  1445. 

Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  Bill, 
2r.,  Aug.  2,  1445. 

Goschcn,  Visconnt 

Hague  Conference,  Proceedings  of  H.M. 
Government  with  regard  to,  July  30, 
324. 

Navy 

Battleships,    Proposals     as    to    New 
Construction,  JtUy  30,  315. 

Strength  of 

Reduction  in 

Policy  as  to.  Definition  of, 
July  30,  314r-318. 

Sea  Lords,  Responsibility  of, 
July  30,  315. 

Two- Power  Standard,  Proposals 
as  to  Maintaining,  July  30^ 
316. 

Gonrock 

Land  Bought  by  Town  Council,  Method  of 
raising  Loan  for,  etc. 

Q.    Mr.  Torrance  ;  A.    Mr.  Sinclair, 
Aug.  1,  1027,  1028. 

Government  Property 

Rates  on — Vote  for,  July  31,  810 ;    Aug. 
1,  1070. 

Granard,  Earl  of 

Post  Office  (Literature  for  the  Blind)  Bill, 
2b.,  July  30,  326. 


Great  Northern  (Ireland)  and  Midland 
Eailways  Bill 

c  Con.  July  30,  404. 

3b.*  July  31,  669. 
L  Commons'    Amendts.    Con.*    July    31, 
597. 

Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1792. 

Great  Northern  Eailway  Bill 

L  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1791. 

Great  Yannonth  Waterworks  &  Lowes- 
toft Water  &  Gas  Bill 

c.  Rep.*  July  27,  59. 

Greenwich  Hospital  Act,  1869 

Order  in  Council  (Bated  28  July,   1906) 
Presented,  Aug.  3,  1463, 1580. 


Duf— Edu] 


Duffy,  Mr.  W.  J.  [Galway.  S.] 

Cahertrim    Grazing    Farm,     Disposal    of, 
Jvly  30,  424. 

Loughrea,    Untenanted   Lands   in   Neigh- 
bourhood, Disposal  of,  Jvly  30,  425. 

Dunblane  Cathedral,  Vesting  in  Commis- 
sioner of  Works,  Efifect  of. 

Q,  Mr.  Erskine ;  A,  Mr.  Sinclair, 
July  31, 112. 

Loiterers,  Beggars,  etc..  Powers  of  Police  to 
deal  witST 

Qs.  Mr.  Morton  ;  As.  Mr.  T.  Shaw, 
Aug.  J,  1051,  1052;  Aug,  2, 
1372,  1373. 

Bonboyne,  Lord 

f  <    Labourers  (Ireland)   BiU,   Com.,  July  30, 
[J    ,        365,  366. 

Dimoan,  Mr.  B.  [Lanark,  Govan] 

National   Galleries   of   Scotland   BiU,    2b. 
July  28,  245. 

Sundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum 

Vote  for,  July  31,  820  ;  Aug.  1,  1072, 

Dungannon 

Disturbances — Police    Measures    for    Pre- 
serving the  Peace,  etc. 
Q8,     Mr.    C.    Craig,    Mr.    Lonsdale, 
Mr.  MacVeagh ;   As.  Mr.  Bryce, 
Aug.  1,  1061,  1062. 

Dunraven  Estate 

Sale  of — Price  of  Mr.  G.  Spearing's  Holding, 
etc. 

Q.     Mr.   Lundon ;    A.     Mr.   Bryce, 
July  30,  416. 

Dunraven,  Earl  of 

Labourers  (IreUnd)  Hill,  2r.  July  27,  42-48 ; 
Com.,  July  30,  353,  354,  371,  380,  387. 

Commons*      Amendts.       to       Lords* 
Amend ts..  Con.,  Aug.  2,  1314. 

Durham,  Bishop  of 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  BiU,  2b. 
Aug.  3, 1546. 

Took  the  Oath,  Aug.  1,  881. 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 

Licensed  Premises  on  Estates  in  Lancashire, 
Information   as  to. 
Q.     Mr.     Crossley;    A.    Mr.    Hob- 
house,  July  31,  684. 

Ecclesiastical  Discipline 

Commission  Report,  Cost  of. 

Q.    Sir    J.    Jardine ;    A.  Mr.    As- 
quith,  Aug.  2,  1356. 

Edinburgh 

Register  House,  Vote  for,  July  31,  819; 
Aug.  1,  1072. 

University  Court  Ordinance,  No.  XVIII., 
Presented,  Aug.  4,  1789»  1703. 
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Edinburgh  Corporation  Bill 
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/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1792. 

Education,  Board  of 

President — Rt.  Hon.  A.  Birrell. 
Parliamentary  Secretary,  Mr.  T.  Lough. 

Vote  for,  July  31,  823  ;  Aug.  1,  1073. 

Education  Board  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation (London,  No.  1)  Bill 

/.  Royal  Asseat,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

Education,  England  and  Wales 

See  also  Xames  of  Places. 

Free    Educition,     Right    of    Parents    to 
Demand. 
Q.    .Sir     G.     Kekewich;    A.    Mr. 
Birrell,  July  30,  469. 

General  Return,  1904-5 — Presented,  Aug. 
2,  1319. 

Grant  of  £200,000,  Items  and  Particulars 
of. 
Q.    Mr.    Meysey    Thompson;     A* 
Mr.  Birrell,  Aug.  1,  1049. 

Local  Authorities,  Application  of  Funds 
by,  to  Educational  Purposes  other 
than  Elementary  —  Return  ordered, 
Aug.  2,  1320. 

Religious  Instruction  in  Council  Schools 

Number    of    Schools    in    which    no 
Religious  Instruction  is  given. 
Os.     Earl  of  Crewe,  July  27, 
5,  6;    Archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury, 6,  7. 

Powers  of  Local  Authorities  to  mako 

Payments  for  in  Event  of  Teachers 

Declining  to  give  Instruction. 

Os.      Earl     of     Camperdown, 

Aug.  3,   1465-1467;     Eari 

of  Crewe,  1467,  1468. 

Secondary    School     Regulations  —  Inter- 
uretation  of  Paragraph  8. 
Q.     Mr.    YoxalT;     A.     Mr.    Birrell, 
Aug.  4,  1796,  1797. 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill 

c.  3e.  July  30,  476. 
/.   \K.*  July  30,  AQ\. 

2r.  Aug.  1,884;  Aug.  2,  1180;  Amg,  ^ 
1476. 

Ballot,  Draft  Regulations  Pretented,  Afs§, 
1,  882,  1025. 

Clause  4 

Cost  of  Ballots,  etc.,  Liability  for. 

Q.  Mr.   Hicks  Beach;    A.   Mr. 
BirreU,  Aug.  2,  1368L 

Regulations  Referred  to  in.  Date  of 
Publishing. 
Q.    Mr.   Bridgeman;    A.     Mr. 
BirreU.  July  30,  408. 

Sub-section  4,  Application  of. 
Q.    Sir  a  DiUce ;    A.    Mr.  Birrell, 
Aug.  3,  1590,  1501. 


Vd.  162.J 


Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  B.— Secretary  qfStaie 
far  War  [Haddington] 

Ammunition — Harks  TV,,  V.  and  VL, 
Difference  between,  Quantities  Bianu- 
faotured,  etc.,  Ju/y  30,  446. 

Artillery 

Field — Horses  required  for  Mobilisation 
under  New  Scheme,  J«/y  31, 696. 

Reduction  proposals 

Experts*  Opinions  on,  etc.,  Aug,  2 
1326. 

Terms  of  Service,  Proposals  as  to 
altering,  July  30,  461. 

Barracks 

Contracts  for  Painting,  etc. — Fair 
Wages  Clause,  July  31,  674. 

Norwich,  Decision  as  to,  July  30,  449, 
450  ;  July  31,  674. 

Bremner,  Mr.,  Decision  in  Case  of,  Aug,  1, 

1042. 
Canteens 

Ballincollig  Canteen — Decision  as  to 
Contracts  of  Canteen  and  Mess 
Co-operative  Society »  Ltd.,  July 
30,  449. 

Supply    System — Contracts    held    by 
Messrs.  Dickeson,  etc.,  July  30, 
446. 
Connaught  Rangers,  Alleged  Attack  on,  by 

Nationalists  in  Donegal,  Aug,  3,  1601. 

Crimean  War — Pensions  of  Survivors  of 
Balaclava  Charge,  Aug,  1,  1032. 

Egypt — British  Qarrison,  Proposals  for 
Reinforcement  of,  July  30,  445. 

Engineer  Services  in  Southern  Command — 
Expense  of  Checking  Measurements  by 
Inspector,  Aug,  3,  1599. 

Enniskillen  Military  Headquarters,  De- 
cision as  to,  July  28, 21 1. 

Estimates,  1906-7, Proposals  as  to,  July  28, 
210. 

Estimates — Surpluses  on  one  Vote  applied 
to  meet  Excesses  on  other  Votes,  July 
30,  677.  681,  682. 

€kx)d  Conduct  Medal,  Conditions  of  Grant- 
ing, July  30,  428. 

Guards 

Coldstream  Guards,  3rd  Battalion- 
Decision  as  to  sending  to  Sgypt, 
July  30,  446. 

Irish,  Estimated  Saving  by  Disbanding 
instead  of  3rd  CokUtream,  etc., 
July  30,  447. 

Musketry  Averages,  Cost  of  Mobilising, 
eto„  July  28,210,211. 

3uns  and  Ammunition  Reserve,  Adequacy 
of,  July  28,  209. 

Horses 

Breeding  Establishments,  Formation 
of,  proposed,  July  28,  209. 

Private  Chargers,  etc.,  of  Officers, 
Accommodation  for  in  Govern- 
ment Stables,  Aug,  2, 1346. 
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SESSION  1906. 
July  27— Aug.  4. 

Haldane,  Bt.  Hon.  B.  'B.—eont. 


[flal-Hal 


Lance,  Decision  as  to  Use  of,  Aug.  4, 1800. 

Malta — Military  Band  Performance  on 
Empire  Day  at  Jesuit  College  Fete, 
Aug.  2,  1326. 

Militia 

Lancashire  Royal  Field  Artillery, 
Efficiency  of,  Aug.  3,  1601. 

Recruiters,  Allowance  to,  July  30,  427. 

Sergeants  and  Buclers  on  the  Per- 
manent Staff,  Allowance  to,  Aug. 
i,1042. 

Uniform  Contracts,  Allocation  of,  Aug, 
2, 1326. 

Winter  Training  Proposals,  July  30, 
448. 

Officers — Majors  on  Regimental  Duty, 
Regulations  as  to  Number  of,  proposed, 
July  30,  447. 

Pensions — Case  of  T.  Bryson,  Aug.  2,  1346. 

Peraonnel,  Reduction  of 

Disbanded  Regiments,  Reservists  con- 
nected with,  July  30,  444. 

Facilities  for  Re-engaging,  Aug.  1, 
1043. 

Political  Gathering?,  Regulations  as  to 
Attendance  at,  Aug,  3, 1603. 

Recruiting  and  Enlistment — Measurements 
of  Recruits,  Object  of  Return  as  to, 
Aug,  3,  1600. 

Reorganisation  Proposals — Issue  of  Paper 
showing  Details,  proposed,  July  30, 
448. 

Rifle  Ranges,  Provision  of,  for  Auxiliary 
Forces,  Aug.  3,  1601. 

Shoebury  Firing  Practice,  Dangers  of — 
Inquiry  into  Edgar  case,  Aug,  2,  1346 

Stobs  Camps — Arrangements  for  Safety 
of  Pedestrians  using  Drove  Koad,  etc., 
Aug,  2,  1326. 

Stores,  Contract  for  Conveyance  of,  from 
Dublin  to  Kilbride,  Aug.  1,  1041. 

War  Office 

Civil  Service  Clerks,  Cases  of— Inquiry 
proposed,  Aug.  4,  1799. 

Hay  Contracts — Specification  as  to 
Source  of  Supply,  Aug,  2,  1341. 

Yeomanry 

Discharges,  Period  of  Rendering  Re- 
turn as  to,  Aug,  3,  1699. 

Expenditure  Return,  Annual  Issue  of* 
proposed,  Aug.  3,  1600. 

Recruits  for  Army,  Discontinuance  of, 
proposed,  Aug.  3,  1600. 

Training — Tent  Accommodation  for 
Officers,  July  31,  691. 
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Hal— Hay] 


Halifax,  Viscoiint 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2r., 
Aug.  2,  1219.  | 

South  African  War — Allegations  against 
Mr.  H.  Paul — Personal  Explanation, 
Aug.  3,  1465. 

Halpin.Mr.J.[Clftre,W.] 

Killdysert  Postal  Facilities,  Improyement 
of,  proposed,  July  31,  724. 

Quiltv  Postal  and  Telegraph  Facilities, 
fmproTement  of,  proposed,  July  3h 
725. 

Halsbury,  Earl  of 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2b., 
Aug,  3,  1475,  1485,  1486. 

Marine  Insurance  Bill,  Commons*  Amendts., 
Con.,  Aug.  3,  1469. 

Hamilton,  Marqaess  of  [Londonderry] 

Canadian  Mail  Service  Route— Decision 
as  to  MoTiUe,  July  31,  708. 

Hamilton  of  DalzeU,  Lord 

Ground  Game  Bill,  3b.,  July  27,  32. 

Hammond,  Mr.  J.  [Carlow] 

Butler  Estate^Reinstatement  Claim  of 
W.  Agar,  Aug.  2,  1338. 

Hampstead 

Telephone    Employees,    Reason    for    Dis- 
charge of. 
Q.  Mr.  Nield ;  A.  Mr,  Buxton,  Aug, 
2,  1332. 

Hampstead  Garden  Snbnrb  Bill 

/.  3b.*  July  27,  1. 

e.  Lords*  Amendts.,  Con.*  July  31,  668. 

/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4^  1792. 


INDEX. 

July  VI -'Aug.  i, 

;  Hardie,  Mr.  J.  K.  CMerthyr  Tydyil] 
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Hareonrti  Et.  Hon.  L.— ^^r^  Commu^kmer  of 

Work$  [Lancashire,  N.E.»  RosBendale] 

Inter-Pariiameatary  Coolerenoe,  Details  of 
Expenditure  oq  £iitert*ining,  Aug.  1, 
1048. 

31all  to  Charing  Qroes  Improvement 

Queen    Viotoria    Memorial,    Progress 
i  made  with  SUtue  for,  Jui^  2S, 

218. 

:      Natioaal  Gallery  of  British  Art— Ground 
Ayailable  for  Extensioiu  July  31,  709. 

*      Richmond  Park 

Motor  Speed  Limits  Ptoposali  lor 
Dealing  with  Arsons  Exceeding, 
July  31,  710 ;  Aug.  2,  137a 

Roads,  Condition  of,  July  31,  700. 

War  OIBoe  New  Building,  Date  of  Occupy- 
ing,  July  28,  218. 

Wf«tminster  County  Oourt^    ftopotiK  aa  * 
to  Re-buikiinc,  July  31,  710. 
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Armaments,  Reduction  of — Proposak  aa 
to  Negotiation  with  Foreign  Fowon* 
July  27,  80. 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  oi^  July  SO, 

BiineiB  (Eight  Hours)  Bill 

Committee  of  Inquiry,  Propoaah  aa  to, 
July  30,  462. 

Naval  Expenditure,  Proposals  aa  to  Re* 
duction  of,  July  27,  80,  81. 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Ooin.,  July  27, 
197;    Aug.    3,    1635,    1661,    1765. 

Hardy,  Mr.  L.  [Kent,  Ashford] 

Guiana,  British — Mail  Service  Arrange- 
ments, July  30,  464. 

Harmood-Banner,    lEr.   J.   8.  [Liverpool, 

Everton] 

Naval  Expenditure— -Sur{duse8  on  ona 
Vote  applied  to  meet  excesses  on  other 
Votes,  Jtdy  30,  574. 

HarmtWOrth,      Mr.      C.      B.     [Worcester, 
Droitwich] 

Bromsgrove  Rural  District  Council  Loan, 
R^uMm  for  Refusal  kA  Sanction  to, 
Aug.  2,  1337. 


Har msworth,  Kr.  B.  L. 

Smidl  Landholders  (Scotland)  Bill,  /afro., 
July  28,  275. 

Harris,  lord 

Transvaal 

Civil  Servants,  Position  of,  UnJer 
new  Constitution,  July  31,  636, 
637. 

Native  Xatwur  Recruitment,  ^o* 
posals  as  to,  Jfdy  27,  7. 

Self -Government  Proposak  —  Tenm 
of  new  Constitution,  July  31, 
63:-64a 

ffftMlAiw^  ][r.  L.  [Monmonth  BorouglM] 

Newspaper  Prises  for  Tram,  etc.  Tickets, 
Le^^ty  of,  July  31.  682. 

Poor  Law  Children,  Cost  of,  under  vmrioni 
System^  July  31,  68a 

Hatherton,  Lord 

Education  (En^and  and  Wales)  Bill  2b., 
Aug.^3,  VSSi. 

HaTana  United  Bailwaji   and    B^la 
Wardicnmt  BiU 

L  OommoQB'  Ameodta.  eo».«  J«^  27,  2. 
Royal  AssenA,  Amy.  4, 1792. 

Hay,  Mr.  C  0.  D.  [Sboreditch,  Hoxtonj 

Army  and  Navy  EzpeDditnre— Surpluses 
on  one  Vote  appbed  to  meet  nirtaifn 
on  other  Votes,  July  30,  570,  576,  578. 
581. 


Togs  Bill,  Lords'  Amcadia. 
490. 


Amy.   2, 
[ami. 
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Hay,  Mr.  C.  D.  0.  -eont. 

Fatal  Accidents  and  Sudden  Deaths  In- 
quiry (Scotland)  Bill   con^,    July   28, 

Lancaster,  Duchy  of—Justices  of  the 
Peace  Appointed,  July  28,  218. 

Mall  to  Ciiaring  Cross  Improvement — 
Queen  Victoria  Memorial,  Progress 
made  with  Statue  for,  July  28,  218. 

Members  of  Parliament,  Payment  of — 
Legislative  Proposals,  etc,,  July30,4kl3, 

National  Galleries  of  Scotland  Bill,  2b., 
July  28,  256. 

National  Gallery  Director,  Powerft^  Duties 
and  Pay  of,  Jul^  28,  220. 

Prisons — Unproductive  Labour  Machines 
in  Use,  July  28,  216,  218. 

Public  Works  Loans  Bill,  2b.  July  31, 878. 

Royal  Commissions,  Cost  of,  etc.,  July  28, 
219,  220. 

Rosso-Japanese  War — ^Negotiations  as  to 
Settlement  of  Claim  in  respect  to 
British  Vessels  seized  by  Russian 
Cruisers,  July  28,  214. 

Stibbert  Bequest,  Negotiations  with 
Executors  as  to,  July  28,  220. 

Street  Betting  Bill,  2b.  July  31,804,  Com,, 
Aug.  1,  1145,  1148;  1151,  1154,  1155, 
115a 

Street  Traffic  Board,  Proposals  as  to, 
London  County  Council  Opinion,  etc., 
July  28,  22a 

War  Office  new  Building,  Date  of  occupy- 
ing, July  28,  218. 

Hayden,  Mr.  J.  P.  tRoscommon,  S.] 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  LcHrds*  Amendts. 
eon,,  Aug,  1,  1141. 

Hazelton,  Mr.  B.  [Galway,  N.] 

Agricultural  Organisation  Society,  Grants 
to.  Incidence  of  Expenditure  of, 
eto.»  July  30,  438. 

Canadian  Immigration  Bounibies  paid  to 
Agents  in  Ireland,  Information  as  to, 
July  30,  455. 

Corrib,  Lough — Decision  as  to  Grant  for 
Ferry,  July  SO,  439. 

Gardenham — ^Turbary  Rights  of  W.  Brown, 
Aug,  2,  1339. 

High  Court  of  Justice  Clerkships,  Ex- 
aminations for,  July  30,  437. 

Lavally 

Parish   Committee   Scheme,   Decision 
as  to,  Aug.  2,  1340. 

Reason  for  refusing  Grant-in- Aid  to 
July  30,  436. 

Parliamentary  Debates,  Report  of — Ar- 
rangements as  to  Verbatim  Reports, 
etc.,  July  30,  40S. 

Ross  Lodge  Estate  Townlands,  Applica- 
tions from  Residents  in — Procedure 
in  registering  Area  as  congested,  etc., 
July  30,^6,^7. 
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Tuam  Police  Barracks,  new.  Decision  at 
to,  July  30,  438. 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.  [Louth,  N.] 

Census  of  Production  Bill,  2b.,  A%tg.  1, 
1172. 

Pablio  Works  Loans  Bill,  2b.,  July  3h 

877. 

Street  Betting  Bill,  Com.,  Aug.  1,  1155, 
1156,  1158,  1159,  1160,  1167. 

Heaton,  Mr.  J.  H.  [Canterbury] 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Service — Com- 
mercial Experience  of  Candidates  lor 
Consular  Appointments,  Proposals  for 
strengthening  Service,  etc.,  July  30, 
458. 

Post  Cards — ^Penalty  for  affixing  Stamps 
to  back,  July  30,  430. 

Hemphill,  Lord 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com.,  July  SO, 
349,  350,  370,  392. 

Henderson,  Mr.  A.  [Durham,  Barnard  Castle] 

Street  Betting  Bill,  Com.,  Aug.  1,  1164, 
1165. 

Henderson,  Mr.  J.  Mc.D.  [  Aberdeenshire,  W.i 

National  Galleries  of  Scotland  Bill,  2b., 
July  28,  247. 

Henry,  Mr.  C.  S.  [Shropshire,  Wellington] 

Magistrates,  Appointment  of — ^Proportion 
of  Unionists,  etc.,  July  30,  459. 

Herherty  CoL  [Monmouthshire,  S.] 

Army  Canteens,  Supply  System  for — 
Contracts  held  by  Messrs.  Dickeson, 
etc.,  July  30,  445. 

Herhert,  Mr.  T.  A.  [Bucks,  Wycombe] 

Transvaal  Population— Number  of  White 
adult  Males,  etc.,  July  31,  677. 

Hereford,  Bishop  of 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2b., 
Aug.  3,  1505,  1568. 

Herrey,  Capt  F.  W.  F.  [Bury  St.  Edmunds] 

Navy 

Battleships-^mall  and  large  Ships, 
Comparative  Value  of,  July  27. 
91. 

Shipbuilding  Programme  for  190^7, 
July  27,  S9,  90. 

Strength 

Comparative  Strength  in  Battles- 
ships  and  Cruisers  with 
France  and  Germany,  July 
27,  88,  89. 

Necessity  for  maintaining  at  a 
high  Standard,  July  27, 85-91 

Two-Power  Standard,  Proposals 
as  to  maintaining,  July  27, 
86,  87,  90. 
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Higham,  Mr.  J.  S.  [Yorks,  W.  R.  Sowerby] 
Charitable  Donations  etc..  Commissioners, 
Names   and    Conditions   of   Appoint- 
ment of,  Jvly  SO,  440. 

Local  Government  Board,  Ireland — Mem- 
bars'  Names  and  Conditions  of  Ap- 
pointment, JtUy  30,  440. 

Magistracy,  Procedure  in  making  Appoint- 
ments to,  Aug.  1,  1067. 

South  African  War  Stores  Royal  Commis- 
sion, Audit  of  Accounts.  Expenditure 
on,  Aug.  2,  1334. 

Hill>  Mr.  H.  S.  [Staffordshire,  Kingswinford] 

Coal  Mines,  Welsh,  Inspection  of — Salary, 
etc,  of  Mr.  Atkinson,  July  28,  215. 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill  — 
Transfer  of  Officials  under  Clause  25, 
Date  of,  July  28,  207. 

Public  Works  Loans  Bill,  2r.,  July  31, 
877. 

Hill,  Sir  C.  1.  [Shrewsbury] 

Africa,  East. 

Kilindini  Port,  Proposals  for  Im- 
proving, July  30,  452. 

Nairobi  and  Naivashi  Experimental 
Farms,  Report  on  Work  of,  pro- 
posed, July  31,  677;  Aug.  3, 
1587. 

African  Fauna,  Preservation  of,  July  30, 
452. 

Magistrates,  Appointment  of — Proportion 
of  Unionists,  etc.,  July  30,  459. 

HUls,  Mr.  J.  W.  [Durham] 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com.,  July  27,  133, 
149,  172;  Aug.  3,  1613,  1619,  1684, 
1720-1723. 

Historical  Manuscripts 

Salisbury,  Marquess  of — Calendar  of  Manu- 
scripts, Presented,  Aug.  3,  1462, 
1580. 
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Holland,  Sir  W.H.  [Yorks,  W.R.,  Rotherhaml 

Limited  Partnerships  Bill,  Proposab  as  to 
Taking,  Aug.  1,  1068. 


Hobart,  Sir  E.  [Hants,  New  Forest] 

Army 

Irish   Guards,   Estimated  Saving   by 
Disbanding  instead  of  3rd  Ck)ld- 
;  stream,  July  30,  447. 

Majors  on  Regimental  Duty,  Regula- 
tions as  to  Number  of,  pro- 
posed, July  30,  447. 

Civil  Service  Estimates,  Proposals  as 
to  Economies  in,  Aug.  1,  1046.      , 

New  Forest  Crown  Lands,  Allesed  Encroach- 
ment on— Case  of  Purkis,  July  30, 
469. 

Hobhonse,  Mr.  C.  E.  H.  [Bristol,  E.] 

Bristol  Corporation  Bill,  Lords*  Amendts., 
Con.,  Aug.  2,  1431. 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  Licensed 
Premises  on  Estates  of,  July  31,  684. 
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Holloway 

Eden  Grove  School,  Erection  and  Removal 
of  Partitions  in. 

Qs.    Mr.  Boland ;     As.    Mr.  BirrsU, 
Aug.  1,  1030,  1031. 

Home  Office 

Secretary  of  SkUe-^Vit.   Hon.   H.  Glad- 
stone. 

Under-Secretary — Mr.  H.  SamueL 

Criminal    Branch,    Proposals    as    to    In- 
creasing Staff. 
Os.    Mr.  Pickersgill,  Mr.  Gladstone, 
Aug.  1,  1115. 

Factory  Department,  Satisfactory  Working 
of  —  Tribute  to  Services  of  Sir  H.  P. 
Freer-Smith,  etc. 
08.     Mr.  Gladstone,  Aug.  1,   1107, 
1108. 

Vote  for,  July  31,  813  ;   Aug.  1,  1071. 

"Horace" 

Sinking  of — ^Decision  as  to  Inquiry,  etc 
Q.    Sir  S.  King  ;  A.    Mr.  Lloyd  George, 
Aug.    2,    1329. 

Hospitals 

Rates  and  Taxes,  Elxemption  from,  pro- 
posed. 

Q.  Mr.  Brodie  ;  A.  Sir  H.  Gampbdl- 
Bannerman,  Aug.  3, 1601»  1002- 

House  of  Commons 

See  under  Parliament. 

House  of  Lords 

Sec  under  Parliament 

Howth  Harbour 

Sunken  Rocks  near  Ireland's  Eye,  Unsafe 
Condition  of,  alleged. 
Q$.  Mr.  Clancy ;    As.     Mr.  Lloyd- 
George,  Aug.   2,   1379. 

Hudson,  Mr.  W.  [NewcasUe^jn-Tyne] 

Telegraph  Messengers,  Drill  Qnalifioatioii 
for  Assistant  Inspeotorthip  ol,  Aug.  2, 
1365. 


Hungerford  and  Clorahn  Estate 

Ring,  J.  and  G.,  Reinstatement  Claims  oC. 
Q.  Mr.   Flynn ;  A.  Mr.   Bryoe,  Aug.  U 
1033. 

Hunt,  Mr.  B.  [Shropshire,  Ludlow] 

Education  (England  and  Widee)  Bill,  3s., 
July  30,  531-533. 

Hylton,  Lord 

Education  (England  and  Waloa)  BiU,2R^ 
Aug.  2,  1260. 

Imperial  Institute 

Report  (1905)  Presented,  July  31,  599,  07^ 
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Income  Tax 

Foreign  Traders  with   Offices  in   United 
Kingdom,  Liability  of. 
Q,     Mr.  Ashley ;    A.    Mr.  Asquith, 
Auj.  4,  1802. 

Percentage  of  Population    Liable    for    in 
di£Ferent  Portions  of  United  Kingdom. 
Q.     Mr.    V.    Kennedy ;       A.     Mr. 
Asquith,  July  30,  423. 

Repajrment  Claims,  Arrangement  for  Deal- 
ing with. 
Q,    Mr.  Simon  ;  A,     Mr.  McKenna, 
Aug,  2,   1335,   1336. 

Inchiquin,  Lord 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com.,  July  SO, 
3S5,  386,  388. 

Inolosure,  ftc,  Expenses  Act,  1889 

Fees  to  be  taken  in  respect  to  Transactions, 
etc. — CJopy  Presented,  Jtdy  31,  599, 
67  L 

India 

Army — Maxwell,     Sergeant,     Information 
as  to  alleged  Assault  on,  by  Natives. 
Q.     Mr.    Rees ;      A.     Mr.    Morley, 
Aug.  2,  1350. 

Bengal 

Calcutta  Improvement  Scheme,  Cost 
of  and  Decision  as  to. 

Q.  Mr.  Laidlaw ;  A.  Mr. 
Morley,  July  31,  697, 
698. 

Eastern  —  Noakhali  Schoolboys  Ex- 
pelled for  Attending  Swadeshi 
Meeting — Decision  as  to,  Re- 
instatement  Orders,  etc. 

Q,     Sir  H.   Cotton;      A.     Mr. 
Morley,  July  30,  414. 

Surma    Valley,    Assessment    of    Tea 
Land  in. 
Q.    Mr.  Rees;     A.    Mr.  Mor- 
ley, Aug,  2,  1350. 

Bombay 

Ryots  Evicted  during  last  Five  Years. 
Q.     Mr.   Weir;      A.     Mr.   Morley, 
Aug,  1,  1040,   1041. 

I         Women  and  Girls  Employed  as  Brick- 
layers, etc..    Inquiry    into    Con- 
ditions of  Labour  of,  proposed. 
Q.     Mr.  Weir;     A,    Mr.  Mor- 
ley, July  30,  415. 

Cancer  Statistics,  Information  as  to. 
<?.     Mr.  Weir ;     A,    Mr.  Morley,  July 
30,  414. 

Cotton  Cultivation — Tabling  Correspon- 
dence with  British  Cotton  Growing 
Association,   proposed. 

Q,    Mr.    Rees ;      A,     Mr.    Morley, 
Aug,  2,  1349. 

Country  Spirit,  Result  of  Investigation 
into. 

Q,     Mr.    Rees ;       A.     Mr,    Morley, 
Aug,  2,  1350. 
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European  Schools,  State  Support  to. 
Q.     Mr.    Laidlaw;        A,     Mr.    Morley, 
July  31,  699,  700. 

Excise  Administration — Proposals  as    to 
Circulating    Committee    Report,    etc. 
Q.    Mr.     H.    Roberts;        A,     Mr. 
Morley,  July  31,  697. 

Flogging  as  Judicial  Punishment,  Aboli- 
tion of,  proposed. 

Q,     Sir  H.  Cotton ;    A,    Mr.  Mor- 
ley, July  31,  697. 

Food  Crops  yield  in  1880,  1901  and  1904. 
Q,     Mr.  Weir;     A.     Mr.  Morley,  Aug, 
2,  1338. 

Irrigation  Works — Reduction  of  Charges 
to   Cultivators,    proposed. 

Q.    Mr.  Laidlaw;    A,     Mr.  Morley, 
July  3,  698. 

Karachi  Grain  Traffic,  Railway  Arrange- 
ments for  Dealing  with. 

Q.     Mr.   T.   H.   Davies;      A,    Mr. 
Morley,   July  30,  434. 

Madras  Estates  Land  Bill,  Provisions  of. 
Q,    Mr.   Rees ;     A.     Mr.  Morley,  July 
28,  207. 

Madras    Government    Architect — Regula- 
tions as  to  Private  Work,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.   Sears ;      A,     Mr.   Morley, 
July  30,  413,  414. 

Native  States  Controlled  by  Political 
Agents  (1898-1902)  —  Return  Or- 
dered,  Aug,  1,  1027,  Presented  Aug.  3, 
1580. 

Punjab  Legislative  Council,  Reorganisa* 
tion  of,  proposed. 

Q.     Sir  H.  Cotton ;    A,    Mr.  Mor- 
ley,    Aug,    4,    1798. 

Railwa3rs — Afghan  frontier.  Extension  to 
— Extra  Military  Protect  ion  required, 
etc 

Q,    Sir  C.  Dilke ;    A,    Mr.  Morley, 
July  31,  696. 

India  Office 

Secretary  of  Stale — Rt.  Hon.  J.  Morley. 
Vnder-Secretary--B,t,  Hon.  J.  E.  Ellis. 

Inland  Beyenne 

Inspection  by  Secretary,  Cost  of  and 
Reason  for. 

Q,    Mr.  MacVeagh;  A,    Mr.  Mc- 

Kenna,  Aug,  4,  1797. 

Report  (1906-6)  Presented,  July  30,  287, 
407. 

Inter-Parliamentary  Conference 

Details  of  Expenditure  on  Entertaining. 
Q,    Mr.    Meysey-Thompson ;      A,    Mr. 
Harcourt,  Aug,  1,  1048. 

Vote  for,  July  31,  838 ;    Aug,  1,  1074. 
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Inverolyde  Bequest  Order  Conflrmatioii 
BiU 

c.  iR.*  and  2b.*  July  28,  205. 

Con,  and  3b.*  July  30,  403. 
I  iB.,  2b.  and  Bep*  July  30,  285. 

3b.*  Aug,   1,   881. 

Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1791. 

Xpswioh 

Workhouse  Farm,  Report  on  Tuberculosis 
Outbreak  at. 
Q,    Mr.  Parker;     A,    Mr.   Bums, 
Aug,  2,  1362,  1363. 

Ireland 

Chief  Stereiary — Rt.  Hon.  J.  Bryce. 

^^        Lord-Lieutenant — Earl  of  Aberdeen. 

Attomey-Oeneral-^BX,  Hon.  R.  R.  Cherry. 

Solicitor-Oeneral — Mr.   R.   Barry. 

See  also  names  of  places. 

Gearing  House  Banking  Returns,     Infor- 
mation  as  to. 
Q,    Mr.    V.    Kennedy ;       A,     Mr. 
Bryce,   July   30,^  423. 

Commissions   Appointed   in.    Constitution 
of. 

Os,    Mr.  W.  Long,  Aug,  2,   1437, 
1438;     Mr.  Biyce,  1450. 

Congested  Districts  Commission  of  Inquiry, 
Scope  of. 
Os,  Mr.  Bryce,  Aug.  2,  1449. 

Constabulary,  Royal  Irish,  see  thai  title. 

County  Count  Officers.  Vote  for,  July  31, 
820;  Aug.  1,  1072. 

Crimes  Act,  Repeal  of,  proposed. 
Os.  Mr.    J.    O'Connor,    Aug.    2,    1447; 
Ml.    Bryce,    1448. 

Development    Grant,   Vote  for,  July   31, 
837 ;  A^.  1,  1074. 

Education,    see    title  Education — Ireland. 

Evictions — Return     Presented,     Aug,     2, 
1178,    1318. 

Fisheries,  set  under  title  Fisheries. 

Game  Preservation — Enforcement  of  Game 
Laws,    etc.,    proposed. 
Q*  Mr.   Fetherstonhaugh ;      A,  Mr. 
Bryce,  Aug.  1,  1034. 

Gan  Licences 

For  particular  places  see  their  names 

Flanagan,  Mr.  T.,  Reason  for  Refusal 
.  to. 

C.  Mr.  W.  Redmond;    A.  Mr. 
V.  Bryce,    July  30,   434. 

[    Power,  Mr.  E.,  Reason  for  Refusal  to. 
Q.  Mr.  O'Shee ;    A.  Mr.  Bryce, 
Aug.  1,  1028,  1029. 

Judgeship,  Vacant,  Proposals  as  to  filling, 
Q.  Mr.   Fetherstonhaugh ;      A.  Mr. 
Bryce,  Aug.  3,  1584. 

Land  Act,  Land  Commission,  Land  Judges 
Qourt,  Land  Purchase,  see  those  tiUes. 
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Lord -Lieutenant's    Household — YoiB    far, 
July  31,  SU;   Aug.  J,  1071. 

Magistrates,  see  under  title  Hagiatrates  ad 
Justices  of  the  Peace. 

Petty  Sessions  Clerkships — Age  Limit  for 
Appointment. 
Q,  Mr.    Lundon;       A.  Mr.    Bryce, 
July  31,  719. 

Prisons,  see  thai  title. 

Public  Worka 

Report    of    Commissioners    (190S-6), 
Presented,  July  30,  287,  407. 

Vote  for,  July  31,  810 ;    Aug.  1,  1070. 

Queen's  Colleges,  Vote  for,  July  31,  824; 
Aug,  1,  1073. 

Royal  Canal,  Cleansing,  Complaints  as  to 
Need  for. 
Q.     Mr.     FieW    ;     A,  Mr.     Bryoe. 
Aug.  1,  1032. 

Trade  Statistics,  Decision  as  to  Sepante 
Publication  of. 

Q,  Mr.     Boland;     A,  Mr.     Bryce, 
July  3,  721,  722. 

Valaation  and  Boundary  Survey,  Vote  for, 
July  31,  814;    Aug,  i,  1071. 

Works  Office,  Vot«  for,  July  SI,  814  ;  ^i^. 
i,  1071. 

Irish  Lanpoage 

Teaching  in  Schools,  Procedure  in  Intro- 
ducing Bi-lingual  System,  etc. 
Qs,  Mr.   BoUnd;      As.  Mr.  Bryoe, 
July  31,  720. 

Iron  and  Steel 

Memorandum  and  Statistical  Tablet  fox 
United  Kingdom  and  Principol 
Foreign  Countries  Ordered  and  m- 
sented,  Aug,  3,  1582. 


Isle  of  Man  (Customs)  BiU 

L  2b.*  July  27,  4. 
3b.*  July  30,  401. 
Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1790. 
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Isaaos,  Mr.  B.  D.  [Reading] 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com.,  July  27, 144-147. 
199,  200;  Aug.  3,  1679-1682.  17»- 
1761,    1784. 

Transvaal 

Land  Settlement  Schemes,  Establish- 
ment of  Board  to  Deal  witlu 
July  31,  778,  779. 

Self -Government  for — ^Terma  of  Nf  v 
Constitution,    July   31,    776-77a. 

Jacoby,  Mr.  J.  A.  [Derbyshire,  Mid.] 

House   of    Gommona  Kitchen   Committee 

Cheshire  Cheese  Supplied  by,  Aug,  it 
1370,    1371. 

Employees,  Hours  and  Conditiooi  of 
Labour  of,  ^uly  30,  4^3 ;  A^.  i. 
1049, 
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Jardine,  Sir  J.  [Roxboighshire] 

Ceylon  Pearl  Fisheries,  Conditions  of 
Leasing,  Loss  of  Revenue  to  the 
Colony,  etc.,  Attg,  2,  1402-1405. 

Consolidated  Fond  (Appropriation)  Bill, 
2e.,  Aug.  f,  1402. 

Ecolesiastical  Discipline  Commisaion  Re- 
port, Cost  of,  Aug.  2f  1356. 

Stobs  Camp — Arrangements  for  Safety  of 
Pedestrians  using  Drove  Road,  etc.. 
Aug.  2,  1326. 

JenUlUit  Kr.  J.  [Chatham] 

Naval  Shipbuilding-^Distribution  of  Work 
between  Private  and  Qovemment 
Yards,  July  27,  119. 

Joioey,  Lord 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com.,  July  30, 372. 

^  Jones,  Mr.  L.  [Westmoreland,  Appleby] 

Poor  Law  Children — Amendment  of  Within 
the  Union,  Boarding-out  Order,  pro- 
posed, Jii/y  3(^,  411.  j 

JTowett,  Mr.  F.  W.  [Bradford,  W.] 

Aniline  Djreing  Trade,  Necessity  for 
Regulation  of,  Aug.  1,  1093. 

Anthrax,  Cases  of — Necessity  for  Stricter 
Inspection  of  Wool  at  Port  of  Entry, 
etc.,  Aug.  1, 1093-1095, 1106. 

Joyce,  Mr.  M.  [Limerick] 

Brown,  R.  L.,  Estate  of— Reinstatement 
Claim  of  P.  Ryan.  July  31,  713. 

Tay  River  Pilots,  Conditions^of  Granting 
Certificates  to,  Aug.  2,  1360. 

Jnstioes  of  the  Feaoe  (So.  2)  Bill 

L  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1790. 

Keady 

Orange  Disturbance  on  11th  July,  Infor- 
mation as  to. 
Q.  Mr.    McKillop;    A.  Mr.    Bryoe, 
July  27,  (i6,  W. 

Kearley,  Mr.  H.  E.—PMiuunetUary  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  [Devonport] 

Clyde,  Firth  of — Right  over  and  Manage- 
ment of  Foreshore,  July  31,  682. 

Corporation  of  London  [Blackfriars  and 
other  J^idges]  Bill,  Lords*  Amendts., 
Con.,  July  30,  567. 

Electric  lightii^  Undertaking,  Audit  of, 
by  Lc^  Qovemment  Board,  pro- 
posed, July  31,  681. 

Harbour  Grants  in  Scotland,  Conditions 
for — Number  of  Applications,  etc., 
Juiy  31,  724. 

Merchant  Seamen's  Wages — Remission  of 
Charge  on  Sending  from  Foreign  Ports, 
proposed,  July  Si,  710. 

Newcastle  (Down)  Foreshore  Lease — Pro- 
i  viso   as  to  Removal  of  Sand*   etc., 

July  3h  123.  ^ 
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Kearley,  Mr.  H.  B.— eon^. 
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Railways 

Accidents — Date  of  Issuing  Return  for 
1905,  July  31,  682. 

Hours  of  Labour — Date  of  Presenting 
Return,  July  31,  681. 

Kekewioh,  Sir  0.  W.  [Exeter] 

Bdooation,  Free,  Right  of  Parents  to 
Demand,  July  30,  469. 

Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H.  [Devonshire,  Honiton. 

Torquay  Election — Procedure  in  Prose- 
outing  Mr.  Blackler  for  Corrupt 
Ptaotioes,  Aug.  2,  1333. 

Kennedy,  Mr.  V.  P.  [Cavan,  w.] 

Cavan 

Magistrates,  Religion  of,  July  30,  420. 

Railway  Facilities,  Improvement  of, 
proposed,  July  30,  428. 

Clearing  House  Banking  Returns,  Irish, 
Information  as  to,  July  30,  423. 

Exports  and  Imports — Decision  as  to 
teuing  Irish  Upturns,  July  30,  424. 

Ferna  Bridge— Position  of  Myles  O'Reilly 
Coat  of  Arms,  Aug.  2,  1338. 

Income  Tax — Percentage  of  Population 
Liable  for,  in  different  Portions  of 
United  Kingdom,  July  30,  423. 

Kiloogy  Bog  Estate,  Sale  proposals  for, 
July  30,  422. 

Kent 

Hop  Industry,  Condition  of — Proposals  for 
Restricting    Importation    of    Foreign 
Hops,  etc., 
Q.  Mr.   H.   H.   Marks;    A.  Sir  E. 
Strachey,  Aug.  1,  1037,  1038. 

Indosures  of  Common  Land — Return 
Ordered,  Aug.  1,  1027. 

Kent  Eleotrio  Power  Bill 

/.  Commons'  Amendts.,  Coii.*  July  27,  2. 
Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1792. 

Kew  4}arden8 

Plants  sent  to  Private  Establishments,  etc.. 
During  last  Five  Years. 
Q.  Mr.    Summerbell;     A.    Sir    E. 
Strachey,  Aug.  3,  1605. 

Kiloogy  Bog  Estate 

Sale  proposals  for. 

Q.    Mr.  V.   Kennedy;    A.  Mr.  Bryce, 
July  30,  422. 

Killafee 

Maguire.  D.»  Reinstatement  Claim  of. 
,        a    Mr.  T.  Smyth ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce,  4vg. 
f,  1373, 
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Killanin,  Lord 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2b., 
Aug,  2,  1240. 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,   dtm,,  July  30, 
351,  362<364,  390. 

Killamey 

Postmen,  Weight  of  Mails  Carried  by. 
Q.    Mr.  Murphy ;  A,    Mr.  Buxton,  Aug. 
2,  138a 

Killdysert 

Postal   Facilities,    Improvement   of,    pro- 
posed. 
Q.    Mr.  Halpin;    A.    Mr.  Buxton, 
July  31,  724,  726. 

Xilsyfh 

Academy,     Reason    for    Withdrawal    of 
Grant  from. 
Q.    Mr.  Smeaton ;  A.    Mr.  Sinclair, 
July  30,  412. 

Fimber,  Sir  H.  [Wandsworth] 

Africa,  South — Self-Gk>yemment  Proposals 
Alteration  of  Terms  after  Granting, 
Powers  as  to,  Aug.  2,  1327. 

Kinder  Beservoir 

Works,  Reason  for  Stopping. 
Q.    Mr.  J.  Ward;   A.  Mr.  Bums,  Aug. 
4,  1803,  1804. 

King,  Sir  H.  S.  [HuU,  Central] 

"Horace,"    Sinking    of— Decision    as    to 
Inquiry,  etc.,  Aug.  2,  1329. 

King-Harman  Estate 

Sale  proposals  for  Ballinamuck  Portion. 
Q.    Mr.  Farrell;    A,    Mr.  Bryo**,  July 
30,  422. 

Kingsbridge 

Post  Office  Staff  Luncheon  Accommoda- 
tion. 
Q.    Mr.  Delany;    A.    Mr.  Buxton, 
July  27,  64. 

Kingston  Estate 

Sale  proposals  for — Appointment  of  Mr.  S. 
Smith,  as  Inspector,  etc. 
Qs.    Mr.    W.    Abraham;    A9,   Mr. 
Bryce,  July  30,  426. 

Kingston-npon-Hull  Corporation  Bill 

/.  3b.*  Jtdy  30,  286. 

e.  Lords'  Amend ts.  e<m.*  July  31,  668. 

/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  i,  1792. 


INDEX. 

July  27 — Aug.  4. 

Knntsford,  Visoonnt 
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Police    Court — Complaint   against   Super- 
intendent Talbot. 
Qs.    Mr.  Clancy;    At*  Bir.  Bryce, 
Aug.,  1063,  1064. 

Kinnaird,  Lord 

Education  (England  and  W(|lee)  Bill,  2b., 
Aug.  2,  1250, 
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House  of  Lords  Offices 

Report  of  Select  Committee,  Poet- 
ponement  of  Consideration  of, 
proposed,  Aug.  3,  1474. 

Rooms  proposed  to  be  given  orv  to 
the  Commons,  Aug.  3,  1474. 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts 

Agricultural  Labourer,  Definition  of. 
Q.    Mr.  MacVeigh ;  A.    Mr.  Bryce,  Jtdy 
30,  419. 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill 

/.  2b.,  July  27,  33. 
Com.  July  30,  346. 
Bep.*  and  3r.,  July  31,  610,  667. 
c.  Lords'   Amendts.    con.    Aug.    1,   1138  ; 
Aug.  2,  1307  ;  Aug.  3,  1786. 
Commons*  Amendts.  to  Ix>rds*  Amendts., 
Aug.  2    1460. 
/.  Con.  Aug!  2.  1179.  1180    .306. 
Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

Debates  on  Second  Reading  (Lords)  July  27, 
33;  Committee,  July  30,  346; 
Consideration  of  Lords*  Amendts. 
(Commons)  Aug.  1,  1138;  Aug. 
2,  1307 ;  Aug.  3,  1786. 

Advances  to  sons  of  Labourers,  Ques- 
tidn  as  to,  1139,  1140,  1141,  1142. 

Answers  to  Notices  served  under  ths 
Act,  Time  for — Substitution  of 
fourteen  Days  for  one  Month, 
proposed,  346-366. 

Appeal,  Alteration  of  Period  for.  from 
a  Month  to  Twenty-one  days, 
1139,  1307,  1308. 

Circulation  of  the  Bill,  Aooeler«tiiig, 
proposed,  394,  395. 

Clause  4,  Omission  of,  proposed*  346- 
355,  1139,  1307,  1312,  1316. 

Clause  6,  Sub-clause  5,  Omission  of, 
proposed,  361,  362. 

Clause  11. 

Amendments  to,  Prooedme  as  to 
Moving,  365,  366. 

Sub-clause  (9),  Omission  of,  pro- 
posed, 367-376,  1140,  1307* 
1308,  1310,  1311,  1312,  1316. 

Sub-section  (3),  Omission  of,  pro- 
proposed,  365,  366w 

Clause  28 — Omission  of  Sub-section  2 
proposed,  390. 

Clause  30,  Amendments  to,  391. 

Compulsory  Registration  of  Land  taken 
by  the  District  Council  for  purpose 
of  the  Act,  37. 

Copy  of  Receipt  in  Respect  of  Purehass 
Money  or  Compensation  to  be 
Furnished  by  Councils  to  Peraont 
Interested,  1139,  1140. 

posts.  Objections  to  Provisions  as  to, 
377-37il.      _  _ 


«  r 


Pf^' 


-»  '  _ 
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Labourers  dreland)  BUI— cont. 

Debates  on  Second  Reading— con^. 
Cottages 

Applicant  to  have  paid  all  Rent 
due  by  hinj  in  Respect  of 
such  Tenancy,  proposed, 
384. 

Compnlsory  Acquisition  of  Land 
for.  proposals  as  to,  38, 
39,  42,  51,  357. 

Insertion  of  Words  "  for  Carts 
and  other  Vehicles,"  pro- 
posed, 388,  389. 

Estimated  Cost  of,  33,  34. 

Exchequer  Grant  for  Purposes  of, 
34,  35,  49,  381. 

Residue  to  be  Divided  be- 
tween Rural  Districts 
in  proportion  to  Num- 
b3r  of  Cottages  Pro- 
vided b  fore  the  Act,  46, 
63,  381-383. 

Gardens — Objections  to  Division 
of  Plots  of  Land,  392-394. 

Loans,  making  Retrospective,  pro- 
posed, 45,  46,  53. 

Map  or  Plan  of  Schemes,  pro- 
posed, 389,   390. 

Rent,  Levying  of ,  to  be  left  to 
Rural  District  Councils,  35. 

County  Court  as  the  Tribunal  for 
Appeal,  proposed,  357-359. 

Date  of  becoming  Law,  37. 

Development  Fund  Grant,  Sum  to  be 
Allocated  from,  35,  44,  52. 

District  Councils  in  Default.  Local 
Government  Board  Official  to 
be  Appointed  in  Lieu  of, 
362-364. 

Local  Government  Board 

Appeal  to  be  to,  36,  40,  48,  49, 

50,  52,  358,  359. 

Procedure  of.  36.  40.  356.  357. 

Lords*  Amendments,  Right  of  Com- 
mons to  Disagree  with — Question 
of  Privilege,  1308,  1309,  1310, 
1311,  1312,  1313,  1314,  1315, 
1316,    1786,    1787. 

Members  of  District  Councils,  Dis- 
qualifications for  Election  as,  380. 

Petty  Sessional  Clerks'  Fund,  Sums 
to  be  allocated  from,  34,  45,  52. 

Price  of  Land 

Allowance  to  b3  made  in  respect 
of  Purchase  being  compul- 
sory,  proposed,   4&,   49,   50, 

51,  367-376,  1140,  1307, 
1308,  1309,  1310,  1313,  1314, 
1316. 

Arbitrator,  Objections  to  Fetter- 
ing Discretion^  of.  as  to  Com- 
pensation,   367-376. 

RateSy  Sum  to  be  Levied  on,  35. 
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Labourers  (Ireland)  BUI— cont 

Debates  on  Second  Reading— cowl- 
Report  Stage,  Procedure  as  to  taking. 


394. 

Salary  of  Lord  Chancellor,  proposed 
Reduction  of,  34,  49,  380,  381. 

Transference  of  Land  and  Proceedings 
for  obtaining  Title,  Proposals  as 
to  Cheapening  and  Simplifying, 
37,  47,  51. 

Turbary  Rights,  Question  as  to,  385- 

388. 

Lords'  Amendments. 

Committee    appointed    to    draw    up 
Reasons  to  be  Assigned  to  the 
Lords    for    differing    from    their 
Amendments,  Aug,  1,  1142. 

Right  of  House  of  Lords  to  Legislate 
with  regard  to  Principles  of 
Valuation,  etc..  Resolution  (Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne),  Atig,  2, 1317. 

Time  allowed  for  Consideration  by  the 
Lords  of  Commons*  Amendments  to 
Lords'   Amendments,  etc. 

08.  Marquess  of  •Lansdowne  Aug. 
2,  1179;  Marquess  of  Ripon, 
1180. 

Labour  Statistics.  Foreign 

Third  Abstract  Presented,  Aug,  1,  882, 
102". 

Laidlaw,  Mr.  R.  [Renfrew,  E.] 

Assam  Tea  Lands,  Assessment  of,  July 
31,   698. 

India 

Calcutta  Improvement  Scheme,  Cost 
of  and  Decision  as  to,  July  31  f  697. 

Education — State  Support  to  Euro- 
pean Schools,  July  31,  699. 

Irrigation  Works  —  Reduction  of 
Charges  to  Cultivators,  proposed, 
July  31,  698. 

Post  Office  Mail  Service— Time-toble  for 
New  Indian  Contract,  July  31,  708. 

Tibot — Conditions  of  Import  of  Indian 
Tea,  July  31,  699. 

Lambert,  Mr.   0.— iiorrf    of    ike    AdmiraUy 
[Devon,  S.  Molton] 

Courts  Bilartial  Procedure,  Inquiry  into, 
proposed,  July  31,  695. 

Discipline— Sentences  for  Offonoe  of  Strik- 
ing Superior  Officer,  July  31,  694,  696. 

Greenwich  Observatory,  Effect  of  Electric 
Power  Station  on— Date  of  Presenting 
Committee  Report,  July  3U  606. 

Shipbuilding — Ccmstruction  by  great  Naval 
Powers  (1900-1906),  July  31,  696. 

Lambton,  Mr.  F.  W.  [Durham,  S.E.] 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  3b.» 
July  30,  611-514. 

Magistrates,  Appointment  of — Proportion 
of  Unionists,  July  30,  460,  461. 

[ami. 
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INDEX. 

July  27 — Aug.  4. 
Lambton,  Mr.  F.  W— co»^ 

N*vy 

Strength  of,  Proposed  Reduction  in — 
Responsibility  of  Sea  Lords,  etc., 
July  27,  81,  82. 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com.,  Jtdy  27,  144. 


Laneaahire  Electric  Power  Bill 

c  Lords*  Amend ts.  cony  Aug.  1,  1118. 
I  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1792. 

Lancaster,  Duchy  of 

Ghancellor-~i2t.  Hon.  Sir  H.  Fowler. 

Justices  of  the  Peace  Appointed. 

"      -       —  Sir  H.  Fowler,  July 


«. 


Mr.  Hay;   A. 
28,  218. 


Land  Act 

Future  Tenants,  Proposals  as  to. 

Q,    Mr.  Dolan  ;  A.    Mr.  Bryoe,  Aug.  i, 
1060,  1061. 

Land  Commission,  Ireland 

For  particular  Eatatea,  see  their  names. 

^      Assistant  Commissioners,  Reasons  for  Dis- 
missal of. 

Os.  Mr.  Long,  Aug.  2,  1439 ;  Mr. 
Bryoe,  1452. 

Church  Property  Branch,  Rents  in. 
Q.    Mr.  Dolan  ;  A.    Mr.  Bryce,  July  31, 
689. 

Fair  Rents— Cases  dealt  with.  Proposals 
for  expediting  Hearings,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  Murphy;  A.  Mr.  Bryce, 
Aug.  2,  1375. 

Report  (1905-6)  Presented,  July  31,  598, 

671. 
Vote  for,  July  31,  820 ;  Aug.  1,  1072. 

Land  Commission,  Scotland 

Establishment  of.  Proposals  as  to. 
Os.    Mr.   Sinclair,   July  28,  265;    Mr. 

Ainsworth,  275. 
Q.    Mr.     Mitchell-Thomson;      A.    Mr. 
Sinclair,  Aug.  1,  1051. 

Land  Farchase,  Ireland 

See  also  names  of  Estates,  etc. 

Estates  sold  under  Act  of  1903 — Number 
having  Sporting  Rights  vested  in  the 
Land  Commission,  etc. 
Os.    Lord    Massy,    Aug.    1,    883; 
Lord  Denman,  884. 

Grazing   Lands,   Delay  of  Commissioners 
in  Dealing  with. 

Os.  Mr.  Flynn,  Aug.  2,  1445; 
Mr.  Power,  1446;  Mr.  Brjrce, 
1449,  1460. 

Mining  Rights,  Powers  of  Commissioners 
to  lease  or  «ub-let. 
Q.    Mr.  E.  Barry  ;  A.    Mr.  Cherry, 
July  31,  712,  713. 
[        Stamp  Duty  Payable  on  Transactions. 

Q,    Mr.  E.  Barry  ;     A.    Mr.  McKenna, 
July  31,  726. 
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Land  Registry 

Report  of   Registrar  (1902-5)   Preeented, 
Aug.  2,  1178,  1320. 

Vote  for,  July  31,  819 ;  Aug.  1,  1072. 


Lansdowne,  Marqness  of 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of,  Aug.  3, 
1578. 

Dogs  Bill,  Com.,  July  30,  400. 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2b.. 
Aug.  3,  1549,  1572. 

Committee  stage.  Date  of  taking* 
Aug.  3,  1571,  1572. 

House  of  Lords  Offices 

Report  of  Select  Committee,  Post- 
ponement of  Consideration  of, 
proposed,  Aug.  3,  1474. 

Rooms  proposed  to  be  given  over  to 
the  Commons,  Aug.  3,  1474, 
1577. 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com.,  July  30* 
350,  351,  371,  373,  394. 

Commons*  Amendts.  to  L^mls* 
Amendts.,  con.,  Aug.  2,  1179. 
1307. 

Time  allowed  for  Consideration  of 
Commons*  Amendments  to  Lordf^' 
Amendments,  etc.,  Aug.   2,  1179. 

Local   Qovemment   (Ireland)   Act   (1898) 
Amendment  Bill,  2b.,  Aug.  3,   1575. 

Transvaal, 

Natives,  Rights  of,  Proposals  as  tc 
Safeguarding,  July  31,   660. 

Self-(jrOvemment  Proposals 

Report  of  Committee.   Delay  in 
Presenting,  July  31,  658,  659 

Terms  of  New  Constitution,  Julg 
31,  668-662. 

Langht 

Gallon,  A.,  Reason  for  Refusal  of  Loan  to. 
Q.  Mr.  MacVeigh;     A.   Mr.   McKenns, 
July  30,  418. 

Laundries 

Conditions  of  Employment  in.  Necessity 
for  Increasing  inspection,  etc. 
Os.    Mr.  Tennant,  Aug.  1,  1089. 

Inspection   of — Amendment   of    Factories 
Act  proposed. 

Os.  Earl  of  Lytton,  July  27,  13 ; 
Earl  Beauchamp,  23;  Lord 
Ashbourne,  Archbishop  of  C^an- 
terbury,  24  ;  Earl  of  Plymontb. 
Lord  Ribblesdale,  25 ;  Visooont 
Ridley,  26;  Lord  Burghcfere. 
27. 


Religious     Institutions,      Legislation 
authorise    Inspection    proposed. 
Os.    Earl  of  Lytton^  Jul^  p,  15. 


to 
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Lavally 

Gnint-in-Aid  to.  Reason  for  refusing. 
Q,     Mr.    Hazleton ;     A.     Mr.    Bryce, 
July  30,  436»  437. 

Parish  Gommittee  Scheme,  Decision  as  to. 
Q,     Mr.    Hazleton ;     A.     Mr.    Bryce, 
Aug,  e,  1340. 

L«W,  Mr.  A.  B.  [CamberweU,  Dulwich] 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com,,  July  27,  147, 
14S. 

Law  Charges 

Ireland— Vote  for,  July  31,  820 ;  Aug,  1, 
1072. 

Scotland— Vote  for,  July  31,  819 ;  Aug,  1, 
1072. 

Vote  for,  July  31, 819 ;  Aug,  1, 1072. 

Law  Courts 

High  Court  of  Justice,  Ireland — Examina- 
tions for  Clerkships. 
Q;       Mr.    Hazleton ;    A,    Mr.  Bryce, 
July  30,  437. 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  Vote  for, 
July  31,  819 ;   Aug,  1,  1072. 

Lead  Poisoning 

Cases  of.  Necessity  for  further  Regulation. 
Os.  Sir  C.  Dilke,  Aug,  1,  1078,  1079. 

Leckbampton  Hill 

Right  of  Way  Disturbance— Sentence  on 
Barrett,  etc. 
09,   Earl  Russell,  Earl  Beauchamp, 

July  30,  327,  328. 
Q.    Mr.  Sears;    A,    Mr.  Gladstone, 
Aug,  3,  1604. 

Lee*  Mr.  A.  H.  [Hampshire,  Fareham] 

Armaments,  Reduction  of — Proposals  as 
to  Negotiations  with  Foreign  Powers, 
July  27,  77,  78. 

Glasgow  Post  Office  Volunteers,  Reason  for 
Refusal  of  Leave  to,  July  27,  63. 

Navy 

Battleships 

Cost     of — Proportion     paid     in 
Wages,   etc.,   July    27,    79; 
\  July  31,  672. 

New  Construction,  Proposab  as,  to 
July  27,  76. 

Strength 

"  Dilke "  Return.  Mialeadi-g 
Nature  of,  July  27,  78. 

Reduction  in.  Proposals  as  to — 
Hesponsibility  of  Sea  Lords, 
etc.,  July  27,  75,  76,  80. 


SESSION  1906.  [Lav— Levr 

July  27 — Aug,  4. 

Legal  Buildings 

Vote  for,  July  31,  809 ;  Aug,  1,  107C. 


Two-Power    Standard,    Proposals 
as  to  maintaining,  July  27, 


Leeds 


79. 


Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Order  1901 
— Statement    of    Modifications    pre- 


8e^te4>  Aug,  3,  1465,  1579. 
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Legal  Pepartments,  Ireland 

Vote  for,  July  31, 820 ;  Aug,  1, 1072. 

Legal  Expenses,  Miscellaneous 

Vote  for,  July  31,  819  i^Aug,  1,  1072. 

Lehmann,    Mr.    E.    C.   [Leicester,    Market 
Harborough] 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill — Proposals  as  to 
Committee  of  Inquiry,  July  30,  462. 

Norwich  Barracks,  Decision  as  to,  July  30, 
45C. 

Leigh 

Cockles,  Reason  for  Stoppage  of  Sale  of, 
at  Billingsgate  Market. 
Q,   Mr.  Whitehead;  A,  Mr.  Burns, 
Aug,  2,  1325. 

Leigh  Estate 

Reinstatement  Claim  of  Mrs.  Colfer. 
Q,  Mr.  Ffrench ;  A,  Mr.  Bryce,  July  31, 
693. 

Leitrim 

Congested  Districts,  holding  Royal  Com- 
mission sitting  in,  proposed. 

Q,    Mr.  T.  Smyth ;    A,    Mr.  Bryce. 
July  31,  714. 

Leilip 

Postal  Facilities,  Improvement  of,  proposed 
Q,    Mr.  J.  O'Connor ;   A.  Mr.  Buxton, 
Aug,  2,  1330. 

Levy,  Mr.  M.  [Leioesterphlre,  Loughborough] 

Aliens — Reason  for  Refusal  of  Admission 
to  Russian  Refugees  on  board  the 
"  Schwalbe  "  and  **  Adler,"  July  30, 
431. 

Lewis,  Island  of 

Cattle-housing,  new  Order  as  to— Number 
of  Houses  altered,  etc. 
Q,    Mr.  Weir ;  A.    Mr.  Sinclair. 
Aug,  3,  1688. 

Industrial  Training  Scheme,  AppUcatio:  s 
for  Qrants  under. 

Q,     Mr.    Weir;     A,    BIr.    Sinclair, 
Jti/y3i,  711,  712. 

Sa'iitary    Condition,    Proposals     for     im- 
proving. 
Q.     Mr.    Weir;     A.    Mr.    Sinclair, 
July  31,  711. 

Stornoway 

Post  Office,   New,    Proposab    as    to 
Erection  of. 
Q,  Mr.  Weir ;  A,   Mr.  Buxton» 
Aug,  2,  1367. 

Postal  Swvice,  Improvement  ol>  pro- 
posed. 
Q,  Mr.  Weir ;  >l.   Mr.  Buxton, 
^       ,  4^'  ^f  1365. 


I 
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Life  Insoranoe  Companies 

Beport,     etc.,     from     Select 
Presented,  Jvly  31,  600. 

Light  Duet 

See  under  Merchant  Shipping. 


Committee 


Light  BaUways  BiU 

e.  Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  etc.,  and 
Bill  withdrawn,  Aug.  2, 1382. 
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Uoyd-Oeorge.  Et  Hon.  'D—eoni. 

Belfast — cont. 

Stock    Exchange,     Registratioa    of, 
Aug.  2,  1378,  1379. 

Canals  Commission,  Irish  Representation 
on,  July  30,  4&4. 

Cavan  Railway    Facilities,   ImproTement 
of,  proposed,  July  30,  428. 


Limerick 

Post  and  Telegraph  Office 

Learners,  0£Fer  of  Transfer  made  to. 

Q,  Bir.  Delany;  A,  Mr.  Bux- 
ton, July  30,  473. 

Parcel    Post    Delays,    Inquiry    into, 
proposed, 

Qa.  Mr.  0*Shaughnessy ;  Aa, 
Mr.  Buxton,  July  30,  472, 
473  ;  Aug,  1,  1029. 

Relief  Duties,  System  of  Selection  for 
July  30,  473. 

Limited  Partnerships  Bill 

Proposals  as  to  Taking. 
Q,  Sir  W.Holland;  A.  Sir  H.  Campbell- 
Bannerman,  Aug,  1,  1068. 

Liquor  TraAo 

Licences 

Refusals — Basis  of  Estimating  Com- 
pensation. 
Qa,  Bir.    C.    Roberts ;     A.  Mr. 
McKenna,    Aug,   2,    1369, 
1370. 

Lisdmmrea 

Postal  Facilities,  Improvement  of,proposed. 
Q,  Mr.  T.  Smyth  i   A,  lAx,  Buxton, 
July  31,  725. 

Listowel  Vnion 

Poor  Law  Relief,  Reason  for  Increase  of 
Cost  of. 
Q,  Captain  Craig;    A,  Mr.   Bryce, 
July  31,  691. 

Liyerpool  Vietoria  Legal  Friendly  Society 

Conversion  into  Company,  Proposals  as  to. 
Q,  Mr.    Whitehead;     A.  Mr.    Mc- 
Kenna, Aug,  2,  1336. 

Lloyd-Oeorge,  Et  Hon.   J)— President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  [Carnarvon,  etc.] 

Alcoholic  Beverages  Produced  and  Con- 
sumed in  Various  Countries — Return 
proposed,  July  30,  429. 

'    Ballysadare  Foreshore — C9aim  of  Mr.  Mc- 
Gloin,  July  28, 217  ;  Aug,  2, 1329. 

Belfast 

BockAccommodation — Offer  of  Messrs. 
Harland  &  Wolff,  etc.,  Aug,  2, 
1378. 
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Cement  Imports  in  1905,  Regulations  as  to 
Trade  Marks,  etc.,  Aug,  4,  1795,  1803. 

Census  of  Production  Bill,  2b.,  Aug,  1, 
1173,1176. 

Dublin  Stock  Exchange,  Registratioo  of 
Aug,  2,  1378. 

Electric  Lighting  Undertakings.  Audit  ol 
Accounts  of,  Aug.  2, 1361. 

"  Horace,"  Sinking  of— Decision  as  to 
Inquiry,  etc.,  Aug,  2,  1329. 

Howth  Harbour  and  Ireland's  Eye,  Unsafe 
Condition  of  Sunken  Rocks  near. 
Alleged,  Aug.  2, 1379. 

"Melville  Island,"  AUegations  against 
Master  of — Inquiry  proposed,  Aug^  3, 
1602. 

Merchant  Shipping 

Light  Dues,  Proposals  for  Reducing, 
July  30,  464. 

Seamen's  Wages,  Charge  for  Remitting 
from  Foreign  Ports,  Aug.  2,  1361, 

Newcastle  (Down)  Foreshore,  Holders  of 
Lease  of,  Aug,  2,  1377. 

Railway  Carriage  Doors,  Improvement  in 
Fastening  of,  proposed,  Aug,  2, 1360. 

Tay  River  Pilots,  Conditions  of  granting 
Certificates  to,  Aug,  2,  1359,  1360. 

West  Indian  Exports  to  United  Kingdon 
and  United  States  (1889-1904)— Re- 
turn proposed,  July  30,  428. 

Looal  Anthorities  (Transfer  of  TreMory 
Powers)  Bill 

I,  2b.*  Aug,  2, 1179. 

Com,,  Bep,  and  3b.*  Aug.  3,  1465. 
Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

Local  Ooyemment  Act,  1888 

Section  57,  Orders  made  under.  Presented, 
Aug,  3, 1463, 1579. 

Local  Ooyemment  Board 

Preaident — Rt.  Hem.  J.  Bums. 

Parliamentary  Secretary — Mr.  W.  Runci- 
man. 

Inspectors  and  Auditors — Return  as  to 
names,  etc.,  ordered,  Aug,  3, 1583. 

Report  (1905-6)  Presented,  July  2S,  206, 
July  30,  287. 

Vote  for,  July  31,  813 ;  Aug,  1,  1071. 
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Local  Oovernment  Board  (Ireland) 

Inspectors — Return    Presented*    Jvly    30 , 
406. 

Members*   Names  and   Conditions  of  Ap- 
pointment, etc. 

Q,  Mr.  Higham  ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce, 
July  30,  440,  441. 

Return  as  to  Officials,  Information  given 
in. 

Qs.  Mr.  MacVeagh,  Mr.  J.  Redmond, 
Blr.  Sloan ;  As,  Mr.  Bryce,  July 
31,  716-718. 

Local  Ooyemment  Board  (Scotland) 

Members'  Names,  Condition  of  Appoint- 
ment, etc. 

Q.  Mr.  Watt ;  A.  Mr.  Sinclair,  Aug. 
2,  1323,  1324. 

Vote  for,  July  31,  814 ;  Aug,  1,  1071. 

Local  Qovemmcnt  (Ireland)  Aot  (1898) 
Amendment  Bill 

e,   2b.*  July  31,  880. 

Com,,  Rep.  and  3b.*  Aug.  1,  1137. 
/.  iB,*  Aug.  2,  1179. 

2b.  and  3b..  Aug.  3,  1470,  1672,  1576. 

Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Gas)  Bill 

/.  Rep,^  July  27,  2. 
3b.*  July  30,  286. 
e.  Lords'  Amendts.  Con.*  Aug,  h  1024. 
/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1791. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Order 
(Housing  of  the  Working  Classes) 
BiU 

e.  Lords'  Amendts.,  Con.*  July  27,  57. 
/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1790. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  8)  Bill 

/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1790. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  9)  Bill 

e.  Lords'  Amendts.,  Con,*  July  27,  67. 
/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1790. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Ho.  10)  Bill 

/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1790.  ^ 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  11)  Bill 

I,  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1790. 

Local  Loans  Pnnd 

Repayments  to.  Vote  for,  July  31,  837; 
Aug.  1,  1074. 

London 

Ambulance  Serrioe,  Proposals  as  to  Estab- 
lishing. 
Q,    Sir    W.    J.    Collins;     A,    Mr. 
Qladstone,  Aug,  2,  1357. 
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London — cont» 

Custom    House     Quay— -Decision    as    to 
using     space     for     Enlargement     of 
Billingsgate  Market. 
Q,    I^rd      Balcarres;       A.       Mr. 
Asquith,  Aug,  3,  1695. 

Water  Supply,  Defects  in — Proposals  for 
dealing  with  Question. 

Q,    Mr.    Ashley;     A,    Mr.    Burns, 
Aug.  4,  1803. 

London  (Aylesbury  Place,  Clerkenwell, 
and  Vnion  Buildings,  Holborn) 
Improvement  Schemet  1899 

Statement    of     Modifications     Presented, 
Aug,  3,  1465.  1579. 

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Bail- 
way  Bill 

I.  Royal  Assent,  Auy,  4,  1791. 

London  Corporation 

Annual  Accounts  of  the  Chamberlain  Pre- 
sented, July  30,  288.  407. 

London  County  Council 

BiUs  in  Parliament,  Expenditure  in  Pro- 
motin^;     and     Opposing     during 
last  Six  Years. 
Q,    Mr.    Thornton  ;    A,    Mr. 
Bums,  Aug,  1,  1037. 

Rettim  proposed. 

Q,    Mr.    Thornton;     A,     Mr. 
Bums,  Aug,  3,  1004,  1605 

London  County  Council  (Oeneral  Powers) 
Bill 

/.  Royal  Assent.  Aug.  4%  1791. 

London  County  Council  (Honey)  Bill 

/.  3b,*  July  27,  1. 

c  Lords'  Amendts.,  Con,*  July  31,  668. 

/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1792. 

London  County  Council  (Tramways  and 
Improvements)  Bill 

e.  Lords'  Amendt.,  Con,,  July  30,  669. 
I,  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1792. 

London  Qovemment  Schemes  (London  and 
Penge*  ftc.)  Bill 

/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1790. 

London  Squares  and  Endotures  Bill 

c.  Report,*  July  30,  402. 

Con.  and  3b.*  Aug.  1,  1023,  1024 
/.  Commons'  Amendts.,  Con,,  Aug.  2, 1177* 

Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4, 1792. 

London  Vnited  Tramways  Bill 

I,  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4$  1791* 

Londonderry,  Karquess  of 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill;  2b., 
Aug,  1,  910,  999. 

Fertilisers  and  Feeding  Stuffs  Bill,  Com,, 
July  30,  337. 
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Xiondonderry,  Marquess  oi—cbnt, 

Lubourers  (Ireland)  Bill,   Com,,  July  30 
352,  363,  374-376,  381,  382. 

Transvaal  Self-Govemment  Proposals — 
Terms  of  New  Gonatitution,  July  31, 
611. 

Long,  Mr.  W.  H.  [Dublin,  S.] 

Arklow  Harbour  Works,  Decision  as  to, 
Aug.  1,  1058. 

Army — Seditious  Literature  Circulated 
among  Soldiers  quartered  in  Ireland, 
Aug,  2,  1442. 

Autumn  Session,  Information  as  to,  Aug,  1> 
1069. 

Clanricarde  Estate,  Situation  on — Eviction 
of  M.  Ward,  etc.,  Aug.  1,  1430.  1441. 

Consclidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  Bill 
2b.,  Aug,  2, 1437,  1461,  1453. 

Education — Intermediate  Board,  Parlia- 
mentary Control  over.  Refusal  to  carry 
out  Resolution,  etc.,  Aug.  1, 1442, 1443, 
1453. 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  3b., 
July  30,  476-842. 

i^      Land  Commissioners,   Assistant,   Reasons 
for  Dismissal  of,  Aug.  2,  1439* 

Mullaranny  Railway  to  Belmullet,  Decision 
as  to,  Aug,  1, 1058. 

Piers  and  Harbour,  Ireland,  Delay  in 
carrying  out  Schemes,  Aug.  2,  1443. 

Portavogie  Harbour  Works,  Decision  as  to» 
Aug.  1,  1059. 

Railways 

Ck>mmission  of  Inquiry,  Constitution 
of,  Aug.  2,  1437-1439. 

Royal  Commissions,  Constitution  of,  Aug. 

2,  1448. 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill, 

con.,  July  30,  590,  69L 

Wicklow  Harbour  Works  and  Sea  Defences, 
proposals  as  to,  Aug.  1, 1060. 

Lons^ford 

Congested  Areas,  Relief  of,  proposed. 
Q.    Mr.sFarrell  ;    A.    lifr.  Bryce,  July 
30,42^, 
Petty  Sessions  Clerk — Appointment  of  Mr. 
£.  D,  Mc(3ann. 

u  Q.    Mr.     Farrell ;  A.  Mr.     Cherry, 
July  30,  Ul. 

lOXLsdale,  Mr.  J.  B.  [Armagh,  Mid.] 

Connaught  Rangers,  Alleged  Attack  on,  by 
Nationalists  in  Donegal,  Aug.  3,  1600. 

Crete  Reform  Proposals,  Details  of,  July  30, 
457. 

Dublin  Corporation — Charges  against  two 
Councillors  in  connection  with  Carting 
(Contract,  Aug.  J,  1063. 

Dutigaunon  Disturbances — Police  measures 
to  Preserve  the  Peace,  etc.,  Aug.  i, 
1062. 
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Niu-chwang — Date  of  taking  over 

Ckincession  on  North  Sde  of  RiT«r, 
Aug.  2,  1324. 

Rex  V.  Adcock,  Case  of— Result  of  Trisl, 
etc.,  July  30,  471. 

Lord  Advocate  for  Sootlaad 

Rl.  Hon.  T.  Shaw. 

Lord  Chamberlain 

Viscount  AUhorpc' 

Lord  Chancellor 

Lord  Lorebum. 

Lord  Chief  Jnstice 

Lord  Alverstone. 

Lord  Great  Chamberlain 

Marquess  of  CholmondfUy. 

Lord-Lientenant  of  Ireland 

Earl  of  Aberdeen. 

Lord  President  of  the  Coonoil 

Earl  of  Crewe. 

Lord  Privy  Seal 

Marquess  of  Bipon. 

Lord  Warden  of  the  Dnohy  of  Cornwall 

Earl  of  Ducie. 

Lorebnm,  Lord— ^^^  Chancellor 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2i. 
Aug.  3,  1534,  1553. 

Marine  Insurance  Bill,  Commons*  Amendts., 
oan.y  Aug.  3, 1469. 

Statute  Law  Revision  (Scotland)  Bill,  Com. 
Aug.  1,  1022. 

Lord  Tredegar*s  Supplemental  EstateBill 

I.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1793. 

Lunacy 

Administration,  Control  and  Management 
of  Asylums,  Persons  responsible  for. 
Os,    Mr.  Gladstone,  Aug.  1,  1124, 
1125. 

Asylum  Attendants,  Hours  of  Duty  of,  ^«> 
Q.    Mr.    G.    Roberta;    A.        Mr. 
Gladstone,  July  31,  705. 

Commission,  Vote  for,  July  31, 813 ;  Aug.  1, 

1071. 
Commissioners,  Paid,  Increasing  Number 

of,  proposed. 

Os,    Dr.  Cooper,  ^ttj;.  1,  1117. 

Inspection  of  Asylums,  Defects  of  present 
System. 
Os,    Dr.  Cooper,  Aug.  1,  1117, 1118, 
Mr.  Gladstone,  1125. 

Ireland — Supplement  to  Inspector^  Report, 
Presented,  Aug.  2, 1178, 1318. 

Persons  sent  to   Asylums  instead  of  to 
Workhouses,  Growing  Practice  of. 
Os.    Dr.  Cooper,  Aug.  i,  1119, 1120. 
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lunacy — cont,  * 

Flans    for    new    Buildings,    Reasons    for 
Delay  in  Inspection,  and  passing  of. 
Os.    Dr.  Oooper,  Aug.  1,  1118,  1119. 

Scotland — Ck>mmission,  Vote  for,  July  SI, 
814 ;  Aug.  i,  1071. 

Scottish  and  Irish  Lunatics  Chargeable  to 
Boards  of  Guardians,  etc.,  in  London 
and  Middlesex,  Return  Ordered,  Aug, 
3,  1583— Order  read  and  discharged, 
1788. 

Throe  Counties  Asylum— Beer  allowance 
to  Patients. 
Q.    Bir.  Wiles ;    ^.  Mr.  Gladstone, 
Aug.  1, 1036. 

Treatment  of  Pauper  Lunatics,  Appoint- 
ment of  Commission  of  Inquiry  into, 
proposed. 
Os.    Dr.  Cooper,  Aug,  1,  1120,  1121. 

Visiting  Staff  from  the  Outside,  Provision 
of,  proposed. 
09.    Dr.  Cooper,  Aug,  2,  1120,  1121. 

IcOndon,  Mr.  W.  [Limerick,  E.] 

De  Salis  Estate,  Sale  proposals  for,  July  30, 
415. 

Delmege  Estate  —  Progress  of  Sale  Nego- 
tiations, July  30,  415. 

Dunraven  Estate,  Sale  of — Price  of 
Mr.  G.  Spearing*B  Holding,  July  30, 
416. 

Petty  Sessions  Clerkships — Age  Limit  for 
Appointment,  July  31,  719. 

Lnndy  Islanl 

Admiralty  Purchase  of,  proposed. 

Q,   Bfr.  Jenkins ;  A.   Mr.  £.  Robertson, 
Aug,  3,  1584. 

XiUpton,  Mr.  A^  [Lincolnshire,  Sleaford] 

Aliens  —  Russian  Refugees,  Rejections  of, 
Aug,  2,  1358. 

Musical  Copyright  Bill,  3r.,  July  31,  860. 

Navy 

Tonnage  —  Comparison  with  Foreign 
Countries,  Aug.  2,  1341. 

Victualling  Stores,  Jam  condemned 
in,  Aug,  2,  1342. 

Street  Betting  Bill,  2b.,  July  31,  869; 
Com.,  Aug.  i,  1149,  1150,  1152,  1153. 

Lynch,  Mr.  H.  F.  B.  [Yorks,  W,R.3iponj 

Macedonia-rBiilitary  Expenditure  charged 
on  the  Budget,  Proposals  as 
to  Reduction  of,  Aug,  i,  1135. 

Manchuria — Proposals    for     safe-guarding 
'  British     Trade     Interests,     Aug,     2, 

1351. 

Persian  Disturbances — Number  of  Refugees 
in  British  Legation,  etc.,  Aug,  2,  1351. 
Turkey 

Customs,  Proposed  Increase  in — 
Conditions  to  be  Imposed  by 
Great  Britain,  etc.,  Aug,  1,  1129- 
1132. 

Mining  Law  Concessions  to  Great 
Britain,  Nature  of,,  Aug,  1,  1131.  i 

63 


SESSION  1906.  [Lutt— Mac 

July  27 — Aug,  4. 

Ljrttelton,  Et.  HonJA.  [St.  George's,  Hanover '^ 
Square] 

Ceylon 

r 

Pearl  Fisheries,  Conditions  of  Leasing, 
Allegations  against  Sir  W.  Ridg- 
way,  etc.,  Aug,  2,  1405-1411. 

Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  Bill* 
2r.,  Aug.  2,  1405,  1414,  1417,  1418. 

Orange  River  Colony,  Self-Government 
for.  Postponement  of,  July  31,  754. 

South  African  War  Compensation  Claims 
— Policy  of  H.  M.  Government  as  to, 
July  31,  763. 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com.,  July  27,  143, 
180 ;  Aug.  3,  1679,  1758. 

Transvaal 

Civil  servants.  Position  of,  under  new 
Constitution,  July  31,  758. 

Labour,  Supply  of — Policy  of  H.M. 
Government  as  to,  July  31, 
763. 

Solf-Govemment  Proposals 

Committee  Report,  Belay  in  Pub* 
lishing,  July  31,  754, 759,  760. 

Constitution  drawn  up  by  Com- 
servative  Government,  Terms 
of,  July  31,  754,  755. 

Djbte  of  tabling  further  Papers' 
Aug.  2,  1355. 

Terms  of  new  Constitution,  July 
31,  753764. 

War  Contribution  Loan,  Proposals 
as  to  Liquidation  of,  July  31, 
763,  764. 


Lytton,  Earl  of 

Laundries,  Inspection  of  —  Amendment 
of  Factories  Act,  proposed,  July  27, 
13. 

McCarthy,  J.,  Case  of 

Investigation  of  Charges,  proposed. 
Q,    Mr.    NoUn;     A.    Mr.    Gladstone, 
Aug,   3,    1595. 

Macdoxiald,  Mr.  J.  B.  [Leicester] 

Bristol  Corporation  Bill  Lords'  Amendts. 
con.   Aug,  2,   1430. 

Factories 

Inspectors 

Inadequacy  of  System  -^  In* 
crease  in  Number  of  male 
and  female  Inspectors  pro* 
posed,  Aug,  i,  1080,  1083, 
1084. 

Method  of         Appointment, 

Character   of   Examinations, 
etc,  Aug,  1,  1080-1083. 

Moray  Firth,  Protection  of,  against  Foreign 
Trawlers,  Aug,  1,  1050. 

Natal — Tilonkwe,  Gobizeembe,  Kulu,  and 
Meseni,  Charges  against  — Procedure 
in  Trials,  etc.  July  31,  701,  703; 
Aug,  4,  1801,  1815. 

[cofU. 
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Maodonald,  Mr.  J.  B.— co^t^. 

Orange  River  Colony,  Self -Govemme  nt  lor 
Postponement  of,  July  31,  795,  796. 

Transvaal 

Bewaarplaatzen«  Information  as  to, 
July  30,  451 )  Aug.  1,  1045. 

Self-Govemment  for— Terms  of  new 
Constitution,  July  3U  795-7U3  ; 
Aug.  4, 1814. 

Kackarnefl,  Mr.  F.  C.  [Berks.,  Newbury] 
Orange  Biver  Colony,  Reason  for  Delay  in 
Granting  Constitution  to,  Aug.  4, 1809. 

Transvaal 

Chinese  Labour 

Gnmes,  Statistics  as  to,  Aug.  4, 
1810. 

Immorality,   Allegations    as    to, 
Aug.  4,  1810. 

'  Repatriation,  Expediting  of,  jhto- 

;  posed,  Aug.  4,  1810. 

Self-Grovemment  proposals — ^Terms  of 
new  Constitution,  Aug,  4,  1809. 

ICcKennat  Mr.  'SL-^J^inancial  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  [Monmouth,  N.] 

British  Museum,  Irish  Newspapers  in— 
Transfer  to  Dublin  National  Library 
proxxised,  July  31,  727. 

Civil  Contingencies  Fund,  Repayments  to, 
Aug.  1,  1046. 

Letters    Patent    Conferrmg    Knight- 
hoods and  Degrees,  July  31,  673. 

LOTd-Iieutenant  of  Ireland,    Special 
steamers,  etc.,  for,  July  3,  121. 

Civil  Service 

Assistant  Clerks  (new  Class)  Number 
and  promotions  of,  Aug.  4,  1797. 

Estimates — Proposals  as  to  Economies, 
Aug.  1,  104J. 

Cunard  Company,  .Amount  of  Subsidy  to, 
Aug.  3,  1589. 

Dublin,  Phcenix  Park 

Charge  for  Chairs  in,  July  31,  688. 

Glasshouses,   Allocation  of  Contracts 
for,  Aug,  1,  1033. 

House  of  Commons,  Lighting,  etc.  Depart- 
ment Employees,  Penuon  Claims  of, 
July  30,  470. 

Income-tax  Repayment  CUims,  Arrange' 
ments  for  dealing  with,  Aug,  2,  1336. 

Inland  Revenue  Inspection  by  Secretary, 
Cost  of  and  Reason  for,  Aug.  4,  1797. 

Land  Purchase — Stamp  Duty  payable  on 
Transactions,  July  31, 726. 

Laught — Reason  for  Refusal  of  Loan  to 
A.  GaUen,  July  30,  418. 

Liquor  Licence,  Refusal  of — Basis  of 
estimating  Compensation,  Aug.  2, 
1360. 

Liverpool  Victoria  Legal  Friendly  Society, 
^oposals  for  converting  into  Com- 
pany* Aug,  2,  1335. 
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McEenna,  Hi.  'SL—etmL 

National    Gallery,     Purchases     for— Pro- 


—  — -  --  -  —  — ^  '  —   — 

cedure  in  fixing  Price,  July  30^  408. 

Navy  and  Army  Expenditore— Surplusct 
on  one  Vote  applied  to  meet  Exoencs 
on  other  Votes,  July  30,  572,  574,  576, 
678. 

New  Forest  Grown  Lands,  ADe^ed  en- 
croachment on — Case  of  PoiIdb,  Jidy 

30,  470. 


Newry  Revising  Barrister — Expense  en- 
tailed by  working  district  from 
Warrenpoint,  July  31,  6661. 

Parliamentary  Debates,  Report  of— Ar- 
rangements as  to  Verbttdm  Beporto, 
etc.,  July  30, 408. 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank  Deficioicy^ 
Securities  held  by  National  Debt  Com- 
missioners, July  3,  683. 

Public  Works  Loans  Bill  2b.,  July  SI,  878. 

Regent  Street  Quadrant,  Dedsian  as  to 
Design  for  Rebuilding,  July  30,  471 ; 
Aug.  2,  1369. 

Revenue  and  Expenditure— Intaroeplion 
of  Revenue — ^Return  proposed  (1904- 
1907),  Aug.  1,  104a 

South  African  War  Stores  Boyal  Com- 
mission— Expenditure  on  Audit  of 
Accounts,  Aug.  2,  1334. 

Stirling— Disposal  of  Land  adjolniiig  Kings 
Park  for  Building  Purposes,  Aug.  L 
1047. 

Surveyors*  Clerks,  Decision  as  to  Positioo 
of,  July  27,  66  ;  Aug.  1,  1039. 

Wei-hai-Wei  Cable,  Conditions  of  main- 
taining, July  31,  711. 

McKillop,  Mr.  W.  [Armagh,  S.) 

Armagh — Result  of  Inquiry  into  Em- 
ployment of  Direct  or  Contract  Laboar, 
Aug,  3,  1697. 

Down  County  Dog  Licences  insoificienily 
stamped.  Decision  as  to,  Amg.  3,.  1608. 

Keady  Oranee  Disturbance,  Infomatioo 
as  to,  Jti^  27, 66. 

Maolaan,  Mr.  D.  [Bath] 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  8i.» 
July  30,  634,  636. 

KcMickillg,  Migor  0.  [Kirkcndbrightshire] 
Artillery  Terms  of  Servioe,  P^posals  as  to 
Altering,  July  30,  46a 

Haenamara*  Dr.  T.  J.  [OamborweD,  N.] 

Children,  Underfed,  Provision  of  Meals  foe 

—Working  of  Order,  etc,  July  31, 678. 
Education  (England  and  Wales)  BiB,  3i^ 

July  30,  641-646. 
Electric  Lighting  Undertaking,  Audit  d,  by 

Local  Government  Board,   proposed, 

July  31,  680. 

MaoTaagh,  Mr.  J.  [l>owo,  S.] 

Belfast 

Harbour  Franchise,  Assimilating  with 
Parliamentary  IVaoduse  pro- 
posed, Aug.  2, 137a. 
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XaoTeagh,  Mr.  J.-  cant 

Belfast— cofit 

Stock     Exchange,     Registratioa     of, 
Aug.  2,  1378,  1379. 

Castleblakeney  Estate  Grass  Lands,  Dis- 
posal of,  Aug.  1,  1058. 

Dublin  Stock  Exchange,  Registration  of, 
Aug.  2f  1378. 

Dnngannon  Disturbances,  Cause  of,  Aug.  1, 
1062. 

Fowney  Cattle  Maiming  Outrage — Police 
Efforts  to  Trace  Offenders,  etc.,  Aug.  1, 
1054,  1056. 

Inland  Revenue,  Inspection  by  Secretary, 
Cost  of  and  Reason  for,  Aug.  4, 1797. 

Local  Government  Board  Officials,  Informa- 
tion given  in  Return  as  to,  July  31,  716- 
718. 

Newcastle  Foreshore  Lease — Proviso  as  to 
Removal  of  Sand,  etc.,  July  31,  723. 

Shimna   River  Fishery   Rights — Claim   of 
Earl  of  Annesley,   etc.,  July  31,  718, 
719. 

Street  Betting  Bill,  2b.  July  31,  869. 

McVeigh,  Mr.  C.  [B^aegai,  e.] 

Ballybofey  Extra  Police,  Reason  for  Em- 
ploying, July  30,  419. 

Burtonport  Railway  Delays,  Cause  of, 
Aug.  i,  1055. 

Donegal — Case  of  Mr.  M*Monagle  and  the 
Sessiaghoneill  East  Donegal  Co-opera- 
tive Society,  Aug.  3,  1607. 

Labourers  (Iretand)  Acts — Definition  of 
Agricultural  Labourer,  July  30,  419. 

Laught — Reason  for  Refusal  of  Loan  to 
A.  Gallen,  July  30,  418. 

Moody  Estate — Case  of  J.  Gallagher. 
July  31,  713. 

Raphoe  Orange  Disturbance,  Information 
as  to,  July  30,  417. 

Maoclesfleld  and  Distriot  Tramways  Bill 

e.  Lords*  Amendts.,  Con.*  July  30^  402. 
/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1792. 

Macedonia 

Budget  Deficit,  Proposals  for  Meeting  by 

Increased  Customs  Duties. 

Os.  Mr.  Gooch,  Aug.  1,  1127;    Mr. 

Lynch,  1129-1132  ;  Sir  £.  Grey, 

1132-1134,    1136;     Mr.    Rees, 

Aug.  4, 1812  ;  Sir  E.  Grey,  1837. 

Financial  Commission,  Work  of.  Date  of 
Presenting  Report,  etc. 
09.  Mr.  Gooch,  Aug.  7,  1128 ;  Sir  E. 
Grey,  1134. 

Oendarmerie,  Increased  Powers  fw.  Result 
of  Negotiations  with  Turkey. 
Oa.  Mr.  Gooch,  Aug.  1, 1127. 

AfiHtary    Expenditure    Charged    on    the 
Budget,  Proposals  as  to  Reduction  of. 
Os.  Sir  E.  Grey,  Aug.  1,  1135 ;   Mr. 
^     Lynch,  1135. 
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Maddison,  Mr.  F.  [Bomley] 
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Armaments,  Reduction  of — Submitting 
Question  to  Hague  Conference,  July  27, 
105,  106. 

Navy,  Strength  of.  Proposals  as  to  Reduc- 
tion in,  July  27,  104,  105.  ■ 

Magilliouddy  Estate 

Sale  of — Reason  for  Exclusion  of  Mrs.  E. 
Joy. 
Q.  Mr.    Boland;     A.    Mr.    Bryce, 
July  31,  715,  716. 


>8  and  Jostioei  of  the  Peace 

Appointment  of 

Political  Test  proposed. 
Qs.    Mr.  Bndgeman;    Ab.     Sir  H. 
Campbell  -  Bannerman,     Aug. 
2,   1381,   1382. 

Procedure  in  Making. 
Q.     Mr.  Higham  ;   ^.  Sir  H.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman,  Aug.  1,  1067. 

Proportion  of  Unionists,  etc. 
Q8.     Mr.   Henry,  .Sir  a   Hill,   Mr. 
Sloan,  Mr.  Lambton;    At.  Mr. 
Gladstone,  July  30,  459-461. 

Return  Presented,  Aug.  2, 1319. 

Ireland — Resident  Magistrates'   Accounts, 
Items  of. 

Qs.    Mr.    Held;     As.    Mr.    Bryce, 
July  3U  685,  686. 

Malay  States,  Federated 

SeA  Federated  Malay  States. 

Mall  to  Charing  Cross  Improvement 

Queen  '^ctoria  Memorial,  Progress  made 
with  Statue  for. 
Q«.    Bir.  Hay ;  Am,    Mr.  Harcourt, 
July  28.  218. 

Malmesbnry,  Earl  of 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill*  2b., 
Aug.  1,  982. 

Malta 

Empire  Day  FSte  at  Jesuit  College,  Author- 
ity   for    permitting     Military    Band 
to  play  at. 
Q.    Mr.  Sloan;    A.    Mr.  Haldane, 
Aug.  2,  1326. 

Protestants,  Restrictiona  on,  etc. 

Promises   made    by   British   Govern- 
ment to  Roman  Catholic  Arch- 
bishop. 
Q.    Mr.  T.  L.  Corbett ;  A.    Mr. 
Churchill,  July  30,  453. 

Protestant      Misson    Servioes,     Pro- 
hibition of — Correspondence,  Bate 
of  Tabling. 
Qs.    Mr.  T.  L.  Corbett;    Ae. 
llr.  ChnrchilL  Mr.  Speaker, 
July  28,  212,  213. 
Qs.      Vii.    SkMUi;      As.     Mr. 
ChorehiU,  J«c^  J0, 454, 455. 

^5  3  U  \cant. 
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Manohuria 

British  lYade  with,  Bestriotioiis  imposed 
on. 
Oa.    Mr.  J.  Walton,  Aug.  2»  1421, 

1422. 
Q.    Mr.  Lynch;    A,    Sir  E.  Grey, 
Aug.  2, 1361. 

Niu-Chwang — British  Gonoession  on  North 
Side  of  River,  Date  of  taking  over,  etc. 
Q,    Mr.  Lonsdale ;  A,    Sir  £.  Grey, 
Atig.  2,  ld24* 
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July  21-^  Aug.  4. 

Xassie.  Dr.  J.  [WUts.,  CrickUde] 

Edaoation  (Endand  and  Wales)  BtlU  3l. 
July  30,  5§7-53I. 

Oxford  Training  Centre  for  Pnpil-teachfen, 
Proposals  as  to,  Aug.  2, 1396. 


Marine  Insurance  Bill 

L  Commons'     Amendta. 
1469. 


con.,     Aug.    3, 


Eoyal 

Reserve  for.  Suggestions  as  to. 

Oa.  Lord  Brassey,  July  30, 290. 

Markham,  Mr.  A.  B.  [Notts,  Mansfield] 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Cam.,  Aug.  3,  1689, 
1690,  1724. 

Marks,  Mr.  H.  H.  [Kent,  Thanet] 

Kent  Hop  Industry,  Condition  of — pro- 
posals for  restricting  Importation  of 
Foreign  Hops,  etc.,  Aug,  1,  1037. 

National  Gallery,  Purchases  for — Pro- 
cedure in  fixing  Price,  July  30, 408. 

Street  Betting  Bill,  Com.,  Aug.  J,  1161. 

Marlborough,  Duke  of 

Transvaal 

Civil  Servants,  Position  of,  under 
new  Constitution,  July  31,  631. 

Self-Govemment  Proposals — ^New  Con- 
stitution, Terms  of,  July  31, 
625-632. 

Report  of  Committee,    Delay  in 
Presenting,  July  31,  627. 

Marriage  with  Foreigners  Bill 

/.  2b.,  July  31.  608. 

Com.  Rep.  and  3b.  Aug.  i,  1021. 
c  Lords'  Amendts.,  eon.*  Aug.  3,  1788. 

Marriages 

Annual  Report  (Ireland)  1905  Presented, 
Aug.  2,  1178,  1318. 

Marsham  Estate 

Evicted   Tenants^   Claims   for   Reinstate- 
ment of. 
Q.    Mr.  T.  Smyth ;  A.    Mr.  Bryoe, 
July  31,  715. 

Marston  Sicca 

Cooper  School,  Date  of  Tabling  Report  on. 
Q.    Mr.     Essex;      A.      Mr.    BirreU, 
July  30,  469. 

Mason,  Mr.  A.  S.  W.  [Coventry] 

Street  Betting  Bill,  Com.,  Aug.  i,  1105. 

&6  ^ 


Massy,  Lord 

Land  Purchase  Act  of  1903,  Estates  sold 
under  —  Number  having  Spoctbig 
Rights  vested  in  the  Land  Conuuiasion, 
etc ;  Aug.  1,  883. 

Masterman,  Mr.  C.'P.  0.  [Wast  Ham,  N.] 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  BiB,  3b.. 
July  30,  521-524. 

Mayo,  Earl  of 

Dogs  Bill,  2b.,  July  27, 56. 

Fertilisers  and  Feeding  Stofis  Bill,  Com,. 
July  30,  338. 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  2b.,  July  27,  49. 
50 ;  Com..  July  30,  3o4,  380,  387. 
388,  391,  393. 

Commons'      Amendts.      to      Lords* 
Amendts.,  Con.,  Aug.  2,  131 L 

Meagher.  Mr.  M.  [Kilkenny,  N.] 

Annally  and  Clifden  Estates,  Endowment 
of  Schools  on,  July  30,  420. 

Meath,  Earl  of 

Open  Spaces  Bill,  Com.,  July  80,  342,  343. 
344,  345. 

"MelvU!e  Island'* 

Allegations  against  Master — ^Inquiry  pro 
posed. 
Q.    Mr.    J.    H.    Wibon;    A.    Mr. 
]Joyd*(j}eorge,  Aug.  3,  1602. 

Members  of  Parliament 

Payment  of — ^Legislative  Proposals,  etc 
Q.    Mr.  C.  Hay;  A.    Mr.  Asqaitli, 
July  30,  413. 

Menzies,  Mr.  W.  [Lanark,  8.] 

Ceylon  Pearl  Fisheries,  Conditions  of 
Leasing — Allegations  against  Sir  W. 
Ridgway,  etc.,  Aug.  2,  1417. 

Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  Bill. 
2b.,  Aug.  2,  1417. 

Merchant  Shipping 

[For  particular  Vessels,  sm  ikdr  namet.] 

Casualties  -^  Report  (1904>5)  Ptasentedf 
July  31,  SI9^  672. 

Deteoitions  of  Ships,  British  and  Foreign 
(1905-6),  Betum  Presented,  A^,  I 
1461,  1581. 

light  Dues,  PzopoBalB  for  Bednoing. 

Q.    Mr.  W.  &.  Rea ;   A.  Mr/IJojd. 
C}eoig%  July  30,  464. 

Loss  of  life  (1891-1906)— Return  Pre- 
sented,  Aug.  Z,  1462,  1581. 

Progress  in  United  Kingdom  and  Prin* 
oipal  Maritfaie  Coontriee — Tables  Or> 
dered  and  Ptesented,  Aug,  3,  1682. 

[mis 
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If  drchant  Shippings — cont. 

SeiTien's    Wages — Remitting    Charge    on 
sending    £om    Foreign    Ports,    pro* 
posed. 
Q.    ICajor  Seely;  A.    Mr.  Kearley» 

July  31,  710. 
Q.    Major  Seely;  A.    Sir  E.  Grey, 

Aug,  2,  1354. 
Q.    Major  Seely;   A.    Mr.   Lloyd- 
George,  Aug.  i?,  1361. 

Voce  for,  July  31,  813 ;  Aug.  1,  1071. 

Xeteorologioal  Committee 

Report  (1905-6)  Presented,  Aug.  1,  882, 
1025. 

Xetropolitan  Borough  Oonncils 

Expenses  incurred  in  Promoting  and 
Opposing  Bills— Return  ordered,  Aug* 
3,  15S2. 

Xetropolitan  Seotric  Supply  Bill 

e.  JUp.^  July  27,  58. 

Can.  and  3b.*  July  31,  668. 
/.  iB.*  July  31,  597. 

Metropolitan  Water  Board  Bill 

Report  (1904-5)  Presented,  July  28,  206 ; 
July  30,  287* 

Xeysey-Thompson,  Mr.  E.   C.   [Stafford, 

Handsworth] 

Educational  Grant  of  £200,000  Items  and 
Particulars  of,  Aug.  1,  1049. 

Inter-Parliamentary  Conference,  Details 
of  Expenditure  on  Entertaining,  Aug. 
1,  1048. 

Micklem,  Mr.  H.  [Herts.,  Watford] 

Watford  Grammar  Schools  lioquiry— De- 
cision as  to  Need  for  Secondary 
School,  etc.,  July  30,  467. 

Watford  Secondary  School,  Scheme  for* 
Aug.  3,  1592. 

Middlesex     County    Council    (General 
Powers)  Bill 

c  Lords*  Amend ts..  Con.*  July  27,  57. 
L  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1792. 

Midwives  Act 

Institutions  approved  as  Training  Schook 
by  Board — Return  Presented,  Aug.  2, 
1319. 
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July  21— Aug.  4. 

Militia— «>n<. 


[Mer— Hit 


Further  Regulations  Presented,  July  30, 
406 ;  July  31,  699. 

Lancashire  Royal  Field  Artillery,  Efficiency 
of,  in  Drin  and  Shooting. 
Q.    Major  Seely;  A.  Mr.  Haldane, 
Aug.  3,  1601. 

IRecmiters,  Allowance  to. 
Q.    Mr.  Sloan;  A.    Mr.  HaVlane,  July 
SO,  427. 

'Sergeants  and  Buglers  on  the  Permanent 
Stafif,  AUowanoes  to. 
Q.    Oaptaio   Oaig;   A.    Mr.    Hal- 
dane,  Aug.  i,  1041,  1042. 
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Uniform  Ck>ntraots,  Allocation  of. 
Q.    Mr.  J.  A.  Bryoe ;  A.    Mr.  Haldane, 
Aug.   2,   1326. 

Winter  Trainins  Proposals. 
Q     Sir  J.   DiokBon-Poynder ;   A.    Mr. 
Haldane,  July  30,  448. 

Milner,  Yiscount 

Orange  River  Colony — Self-GN>yemment 
for,  Postponement  of,  July  31,  653. 

rransvaal 

Civil  Servants,  Position  of,  under 
New  Constitution,  July  31,  656. 

Labour,  Sup^  of-^Policy  of  His 
Majesty^s  Gdvemment  as  to^ 
July  31,  656,  657. 

Land  Settlement— Establishment  of 
Board  to  deal  with,  July  31,  653, 
654. 

Nati  veSyFranchise  for — ^Terms  of  Treaty 

of   Vereeniginii,   etc.,    July   31, 

655. 
rSelf^Govemment  Proposals — ^Terms  of 

new  Constitution,  July  31p  646- 

658. 

Mines 

Eight  Hours  Pay  in.  Committee  of  Inquiry 
into,  objections  to  Appointment  of. 
Oa.    Mr.  Braoe,  Aug.  1  1099-1101 ; 
Mr.  Gladstone,  1100-1103;  Mr. 
T.    Richards    1112-1114;    Mr. 
Fenwiok,  1114. 
Qa.    Mr.    Raphael,   Mr.   Lehmann, 
Mr.  K.  Hardie ;  Aa.    Mr.j^Glad- 
stone,  July  30, 462. 

Inspection,    Necessity    for    Inquiry    into 
present  System  6L 
Oa.    Mr.  T.  Ridhards.  Aug.  1,  1113. 

Inspectors    in    Wales,    Appointment    of 
Inspectors  having  a  Knowledge  of  the 
WeUi  Language,  proposed. 
Oa.    Mr.  Rees,  Aug.  1,  1122,  1123 ; 
Mr.  Gladstone,  1124. 

MitchellThomson,  Mr.  W.  [Lanark,  N.  W.] 

Agricultural  Holdings  in  Scotland  below 
£50  Annual  Value,  Aug.  1,  1051. 

Fatal  Aoddents  and  Sudden  Deaths  In- 
quiry (Scotland)  Bill,  eon.,  July  28, 
281,282. 

German  Gipsies  in  Soofland,  Nuisance 
caused  by»  ^^  ^»  ^1^- 

National  Galleries  of  Scotland  Bill,  2b, 
July  28,  246. 

Nigeria  Railway  Eactension  Proposals, 
July  28,  211, 212. 

Small  Holdings  Bill— Land  Commission, 
Estimated  Cost  ci,  Aug.  1, 1051. 

Stieet  Betting  Bill,  Ccm.t  ^ug.  1,  1151, 

1156,  1157. 
Tcdl  Cross  Pbetal^^aoilities,  Improvement 

of  proposed,  Aug.  9, 1085^ 
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Transvaal  Bengal 
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Bywonerfl,  Number  of,  A^,  2,  1349. 
Civil  Service,  British  and  Boers  in, 
Aug.  2, 1349. 

Venezuelan  Surtax,  Proposals  for  Re- 
moval of,  July  28,  213. 

West  Indies  ICail  Service,  ProposalB  as  to, 
Aug.  2,  1367. 

Moletworth,  Yisoonnt 

Representative  Ptors  for  Ireland,  Claim 
to,  Vote  as,  July  27,  1. 

Molteno.  Mr.  P.  A.  [Dumfriesshire] 
Egypt^Attack  on  British  Officers 

Cause    of — Rumours    as    to    Unrest 
among  Natives,  etc.,  ^iig.  4,  1829. 

Findlay,  Mr.,  Terms  of  Despatch  sent 
by,  Aug.  4,  1831. 

Sentences  on  Natives,  Aug.  4,  1830. 

Orange  River  Colony — Constitutiont 
Reason  for  Delay  in  Granting,  Aug.  4, 
1829. 

Small  Landholders  (Scotland)  Bill,  Intro., 
July  28,  277. 

Transvaal 

I  elf -Qovemment  Proposals 

Lyttelton  Constitution,  Terms  of, 
July  31,  789. 

Terms     of     New     Constitution, 
July  31,  788-794. 

Xonastie  and  Conventual  Institations 

Laundries,  «ee  thai  <*l2e— Religious  In- 
stitutions. 

Xontgomery  Estate 

Sale  of — Grazing  rights  of  Tenants,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.  Dolan ;  A.    Mr.  Bryce,  July  31, 
689,  690. 

Moody  Estate 

.Qftllagher,  J.,  Case  of. 

Q.    Mr.    MaoVeagh;     A.    Mr.    Bryce, 
July  31,  713,  714. 

Moray  Firth 

^oteotion  of,  against  Foreign  Trawlers — 
Decision  of  Sheriff  Guthrie,  etc 
Qa.    Mr.    Weir,   Mr.   J.    R.    Mao- 
donald  ;  As.    3ir.  Sinclair,  Aug. 
i,  1050. 

rawling.  Illegal— Number  of    Cases  re- 
ported   by    Commander    of    H.M.S. 
"  Ringdove." 
Q.    Mr.   Weir;    A.    Mr.   Sinclair, 
Aug.  3,  1588. 

Xorley,  Et  Hon.  J.—Seoreiary  of  Siate  for 
India    [Montrose  Burghs] 

Army — Alleged  Assault  on  Sergeant  BCax- 
well  by  natives,  Aug.  2,  1350. 

Assam  Tea  Lands,  Assessment  of;  Jul§f  31, 
60&      ^ 
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Calcutta  Improvement  Scheme,  Cost 
of  and  Decision  as  to,  July  31, 698. 

Eastern — Schoolboys  expelled  for 
attending  Swadeshi  Moetingg,  ete., 
July  30,  414. 

Surma  Valley,  Assessment  of  Tea 
land  in,  Aug.  2,  135a 

Bombay 

Ryots  evicted  during  last  Five  Yean* 
Aug.  1,  1041. 

Women  and  Girls  Employed  as  Brick- 
layers, etc..  Inquiry  into  Condi- 
tions of  Labour  of,  proposed, 
July  30,  415. 

Cancer  Statistics,  Information  as  to,  July 

30,  414. 

Cotton  Cultivation — Tabling  Correspond- 
ence with  Btitish  Cotton-Growing 
Association,  proposed,  Aug.  2,  1349. 

CounlTy  Spirit,  Result  of  Investigation 
into,  Aug.  2,  1350. 

European  Schools,  State  Support  to,  July 

31,  700. 

Excise  Administration— Proposals  as  to 
Circulating  Committee  Report,  July 
31,  697. 

Flogging  as  Judicial  Punishment,  Abolitko 
of,  proposed,  July  31,  697. 

Food  Crop  Yield  in  1880,  1901  and  1904, 
Aug.  2,  1338. 

Irrigation  Works — Reduction  of  Charges 
to  Cultivators,  proposed,  July  31,  ^. 

Karachi  Grain  Traffic,  Railway  Arrange- 
ments for  Dealing  with,  July  30, 434. 

Madras  Estates  Land  Bill,  ProvisioDS  of, 
July  28,  207. 

Madras  Government  Architect — ^Regula- 
tions as  to  Private  Work,  July  30, 
414. 

Opium  Traffic,  Indo-Chinese,  Proposals  for 
Dealing  with,  Aug.  2,  1351. 

Punjab  Legislative  Council,  Reorganisatioo 
of,  proposed,  Aug.  4,  1798. 

Railway  Extension  to  Afghan  Frontiers- 
Extra  Military  Protection  Required, 
etc.,  July  31,  696. 

Tibet — Conditions  of  Import  of  Indisa 
Tea,  July  31,  699. 

Xorocoo 

British  Trade  with.  Development  of. 

Os.  Mr.  Ashley,  Aug.  2,  1435,  1436. 

Conference  at  Algeciras — Despatches  of 
British  Delegate  Presented,  July  31, 
598,671. 

I^and  Sales  to  Foreigners — Effect  of  Genaral 
^ct  of  Algeciras  Conference,  etc 
Q.  Mr.   Ashley;    ^4.  Sir  E.  Grey, 
Aug.  2,  1353. 
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MoTOeoo— cant. 

Police  in  Cottst  Towns,  Powers  of,  to  Deal 
with  Slavery. 
Q.  Mr.   Ashley;    i4.  Sir   E.   Grey, 
Aug.  2,  1352,  1353. 

Slavery  in.  Result  of  Negotiations  as  to. 

Oe.  Mr.  Ashley,  Aug.  2,  1436,  1437. 

Morpeth,  Lord  [Birmingham,  S.] 

Street  BetUng  BiU,  Com,,  Aug.  7, 1166. 

Morrell,  Mr.  P.  [Oxon,  Henley] 

Army  Regulations  as  to  Attendance  at 
Political  Gatherings,  Aug.  3, 1603. 

Morton,  Mr.  A.  C.  [Sutiierland] 

Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation  Bill,  2b., 
Aug.  2, 1455. 

Dogs  Bill,  Lords'  Amendts.,  Can.,  Aug.  2, 
1459. 

Dunblane 

Loiterers,  Powers  of  Police  to  Deal 
with,  etc.,  Aug.  1,  1051. 

Police  Court,  want  of  Police  Services 
for — Proposals  for  Dealing  with 
Matter,  Aug.  2,  1372. 

Elphin,  Telegraph  Extension  to,  proposed, 
Aug.  4,  1839. 

Fatal  Accidents  and  Sudden  Deaths  Li- 
quiry  (Scotland)  Bill,  (7on.,  Juiy  28, 
282. 

Musical  Copyright  Bill,  3b.,  July  31,  859. 

National  Galleries  of  Scotland  Bill,  2b., 
July  28,  253. 

Proposals  as  to,  July  28,221. 

Penny  Postage  to  United  States,  Reason 
for  Refiwal  of  Proposals  for,  Aug.  2, 
1364. 

Scot(  h  Administiative  Boards,  Inquiry  into 
Working  of,  proposed,  Aug.  2,  1455, 
1456. 

Scottish  Estimates,  Inadequate  Time 
Allowed  for  Discussion  of,  Aug.  2, 
1455,  1456. 

Sittings  of  the  House — Hour  of  Meeting  on 
Saturday,  4th  August,  Aug.  1,  1069. 

Small     Landholders       (Scotland)       Bill, 
Intro.,  July  28,  274. 

Provisions  of,  Aug.  4, 1839. 

Stirling — Disposal  of  Land  adjoining  King's 
Park  for  Building  Purposes,  Aug.  J, 
1046. 

Sutherland 

Biain  Roads,  Decision  as  to  Impro  ing, 
Aug.  1,  1051. 

Piers  and  Harbours,  Improvement  of, 
proposed,  Aug.  2,  1372. 

Steamboat  Service  between  Lochinvar 
and  Thurso,  etc.,  proposed,  Aug. 
2,  1372. 
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[Mor— Mas 


Trawling,  Protection  of  Grounds,  Aug*  2, 
1456. 

Vaccination  Act,  Proposals  for  amending, 
Aug.  4,  1839. 

Motors 

Commission  of  Inquiry,  Control  exercised 
by  Captain  C.  Bigham  over  evidence, 
etc. 

Q.    Mr.  Nield;    A.    Mr.  Gladstone, 
July  28,  217. 

Licences,    Granting    of — Eyesight    Tests, 
Provision  as  ta 
Q.     Mr.    Weir;     A.     'hSi.    Bums, 
July  30,  410. 

Omnibuses 

Speed  Indicators,    Provision   of,  pro- 
posed. 
Q.    Mr.  Weir;   A.    Mr.  Bums, 
July  30, 409. 

Speed  Regulations  in  London,  Resolu- 
tions of  Local  Bodies,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  Gladstone 
July  30,  461. 

Portugese    Minister's   Car,    Collision    of 

with  Bicycle— Waiving  Diplomatic  Im- 

munitv  to  permit  of  Prosecution  of 

Chauffeur,  proposed. 

Q.    Mr.  Simon;    A.    Sir  E.  Giey, 

July  31,  675. 

Speed  Restrictions  on  certain  Highways — 
Regulations  presented,  Aug.  3,  1464, 
1579. 

Mullaranny 

Railway  to  BelmuUet,  Decision  as  to. 
Q.  Mr.  W.  Long ;  A.  Mr.  Bryce,  Aug.  7, 
1058,  1059. 


Murphy.  Mr.  J.  [Kerry,  E.] 

Constabulary  Inspectors,  Age  for  Retire- 
ment of,  July  30,  442. 

Education 

National  School  Teachers  completing 
Training  in  1900,  Salaries  of,  Aug. 
2.  1376. 

Primary,  Proposals  for  Improvement 
of,  Aug.  2,  1374 ;  Aug.  4,  1806. 

Starkie,  Dr.,  Complaints  against,  etc., 
Aug.  i,  1066,  1067;  Aug.  4, 
1804. 

Killarney  Postmen,  Weight  of  Mails 
carried  by,  Aug.  2,  1380. 

Land  Commission—- Fair  Rent  Cases  dealt 
with,  Ptoposab  for  expediting  Hear- 
ings, etc.,  Aug.  2,  1375. 


Copyright  BiU 

e.  3b.,  Jtt^  3i,  857. 

L   \JL*  July  31,  Ml. 
2r..  Aug.  1,  1022. 
Com.  and  3b.,  Aug.  2,  1306i 
Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1700. 


Nan— Nay] 


INDEX. 
July  21— Aug.  4. 


[YoLiei 


Hannetti,  Kr.  J.  P.  [Dal^Un*  Gc^ege  Greea] 

Ciyil  Senrioe  Assistant  Clerks  (New  C3ass)« 
Number  and  Promotions  of,  Aug,  4, 
1797. 

ale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill, 
Con.,  Jvly  30,  590. 

Hatal 

CSiurch  of  England   Bishop,   Refusal    of 

Archbish  p    of    Canteniury    to    con- 

seorate— Govenunent  Proposals  aa  to 

taking  Action. 

Q,    Mr.  Sloan;    A,    Mr.  Churchill, 

Aug.  4,  1801. 

Manhood  Su£Erage,  Information  as  to. 
Q.   Mr.  Gibbs ;   A.   Mr.  Churchill,  Aug. 
2, 1349. 

Native  Prisoners,   Proposals  for  Employ- 
ment of  by  Mine-Owners,  etc. 
Q.   Sir  C.  Bilke ;   A.  Mr.  ChurchiU, 
Aug.  2,  1327. 

Native  Rising 

IShiefii,  Sentences  on — Improper  State- 
ments by  Newspapers,  etc 
Q.    S&   C.    Dilke;      A.      Mr. 
Churchill,    July    31,    702, 
703. 

No  Snrrenden "  Pblicy  —  Alleged 

Speech      by      Brigaidier-Gtoenbl 

^OnyBf  etc* 

Qs.      Mr.     Byles;      As.      Mr. 

CSiurchill,     Mr.      Speaker, 

Aug.  1,  1044,  1046. 

Ptogren  made  with  Settlement,  Orders 
^or  Demobilisation,  etc 
Q.      Mr.     Byles;      A.      Mr. 
Churchill,    Aug.    1,    1043, 
1044. 

Tilonkwe,  Chaises  against — ^Pkooedure  in 
Trial 

0$.   Mr.  J.  R.  Macdonald,  Aug.  4, 

1816 ;  Mr.  ChurchiU,  1818. 
Q:     Mr.    J.    R.    Macdonald,    Mr. 

Flynn;     A:     Mr.    Churchill, 

July  31,  701,  702. 
Q.   Mr.  J.  R.  Macdonald ;   Mr.  A. 

Churchill,  Aug.  4,  1801. 

National  OaUeries  of  Scotland  Bill 

c.  2b.,  July  28,  222. 
Ptoposabas  to* 
Q.    Mr.  Morton;    A.   Sir  H.  Campbell- 
Bannermau,  July  28,  22L 

Hational  Gallery 

Directs,  Powers,  Duties  and  Pay  of. 
Q.    Mr.   Hay;    ^.    Sir   H.   Campbell- 
Bannerman,  July^  28,  220,  221. 

Purchases  for— Procedure  in  fixing  Price. 
Q.  Mr.  H.  H.  Marks ;  A.  Mr.  McKenna, 
July  30,  408. 

Vote  for,  July  31,  823 ;  Aug.  1,  1073. 

National  CktUery,  Ireland 

Vote  for,  Jtt/y  37,  824  ;  A.ig.l,lOn. 

National  Gallery,  Scotland 

Vote  for,  July  31,  834 ;  Aug.  U    107a 
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National  OaUery  of  British  Art 

Bxtension,  Ground  airallable  for. 
Q.    Mr.  P.  W.  Wilsoa;    A.    Mr.  Har- 
court,  July  31,  709. 

National  Portrait  Gallery 

Vote  for,  July  31,  823 ;   Aug.  1,  1073. 


Schmd  Teaehera,  Ireland 

See  under  Bdocation — ^beland. 


Navy 

Firsi    Lord—B^i.    Hon.    Lord    Tweed- 
month. 

Finanekd     Seereiary^B^     Hon.      R. 
Robertson. 

BattleshfpB  («ee  alao  attbheadinge  Kamas 
of  Battleships). 

Comparatiye  Value  of  Small,  and  Laise 
Ships. 
Os.    Mr.  Beanchamp^   Juiy  27, 
88,  84;    Captain  Herrey, 
91. 

Cost  of,  proportion  paid  in  Wages,  etc 
Q.    Mr.  A.  Lee;     A.    Mr.  E. 
Robertson,  July  12,  672, 
67a 

Increased  Cost  of. 

Oa.    Mr.  Beaudmiip^  /«%  27, 

at 

*'  Lord  Nebon,"  SUp  to  be  nanwd. 
Q.     Mr.    BeUairs;      X     Mr.    S. 
Robertson,  July  27 f  6S. 

New  Construction,  Proposals  as  ta 

Oe.    Mr.  E.  Robertson,  July  27,  69,  70, 

76;     Mr.  A.  Lee,  76;     Mr.  Beau- 

chanin»  82;      Earl  Cawdor,    July 

30, 1»2,  204;  IHsoount GosImsu  S1& 

Canteens 

Portsmouth  Canteen  CMnmittee,  Al- 
leged Attempt  to  OTW-ride  De- 
cision of. 
Q.    Mr.  BeDairt;    A.    Mr.  E 
Robertson,  Au%.  1,  1038. 

System.  Proposals  as  to  Inquiry  into. 
Q.    Mr.     Bowles;       A.     Mr.     E 
Robertson,  Aug.  2,  1344. 

Casualties    to    Ships — ^Return    Brceonted, 
Amy.  3,  168L 

Civil  Employment  of  Oflloen  under  Super 
annuation  Act,  see  under  eubheadin 
Officers— Retired. 


ing 


Courta-Martial    Procedure,    Inquiry  into, 
proposed. 
Q.    Mr.  Bramsdon;     A.    Mr. 
Lambert,  July  3U  606. 

Return  (1006)  Presented  Aug.  3,  1461, 
168a 

GMser^ 

Armoured,    Suspension   of   Construc- 
tion of,  proposed. 
Os.    Mr.  Beauchamp,   July  27, 
84  s    Mr.  C.  Warner,  03. 
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July  27  —Aug,  4* 


[Nav— Hay 


Ihoreased  Cott  of. 
Oc    Mr.  Beftaohamp^  July  27,  83. 

CoiiMd*  eto.»   liners  subsidiaed   by  Ad- 

Amoimt  of  Subsidy. 
Q.    Mr.  Bellairs ;  A.  Mr.  McKonns, 
Aug.  S,  1589. 

Vmyimoa  of  Fittiiigg  azid  Qnoi  for. 
Q.    Mr.  FeU;    A.    Mr.  E.  Bobert- 
8011,  Jn/y  ;^,  208,  209. 

Pisoijniine    ScmtanoHa  for  Offence  of  Striking 
Sopsrior  Officer.    . 
0$,    Mr.  Braonsdon ;    As,  Mr.  Lam- 
bert, Jufy  31,  693-695. 

Docks,  Dry  and  Qraving,  Increased  Bro- 
▼ision  of,  proposed. 
Os,    Mr.  O.  C.  Pbilipps,  JtJy  27, 
103L 

Docksrards— Changes  in  Administration  of 
— ^Bfismorandnm  Pr»9ented,  J^ly  31, 
698,  672. 

Sxpenditnre 

Principal  Naval  Powers,  Statistics  lor. 
Daring  last  ten  years — ^Return 
Presented,  Amg.  2,  1319. 

Bednction,  Proposab  as  to. 

Os.    Mr.    E.    Robertson,   Jvdy  27, 

70,71 ;  Mr.KeirHaidie,  80,81; 

Mr.  Bright,  lOOw  101;     Lord 

Tweedmoath,    Jylf    30,    304, 

306;    Lord  Brersley,  319-324. 

Qonnecy     Practices-Alleged     Waste     of 
Ammunition   by  Sheemess  Division. 
Q.    Mjt,    Bowles;       A.    Mr.       E. 
Robertson,  Ang.  2,  1844. 

Health— Statistioal  Report  (1906)  Pre- 
seated,  Aug,  J,   1461,    1680. 

Manosnvres — Results  of. 
Os.    Lord  Tweedmouth,  July  30,  304. 

Msrines,  Royal,  see  (hai  title, 
**  Montagu  "  Salving  Operations 
Casualties  involved  in»  etc 
Qs,    Mr.    Bellairs;       As.    Mr.    E. 
Robertaom  Aug.  2,  134%  1343. 

Cost  of. 
Q.    Mr.   Coorthope;      A,    Mr.   E. 
Robertson,  July  2Sp  20a 
Officers,  Retired — Civil  Em^oyment  under 
Superannoatfon   Act^   Rcitam   ••  to» 
Presented,  July  30,  9S^  401. 
Pay — ^List  of  Exceptions  Resented,  July 

30,  287,407. 
*^  Renown,"  Lidusion  ot  in  list  of  Battle- 
ships— ^Date  of  re-converting,  etc 
Q.    Mr.Neild;  A.    Mr/B.  Robert- 
son,  Aug.  1,  1043. 

Reserve 

Admiral  Superintendent  o(  Repceeso* 

tation   of   at   Chief  Commeieial 

Ports  by  an  Officer  of  Standing 

in  the  Service 

Os.    Lord    Braasey,   July   30, 

291, 
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Reserve— coni. 

Fleet   Reserve,   Strength   of. 
Oi.     Lord   Tweedmouth,    July   30. 
306. 

Officers,    Securing   Higher    Standard 
of  Efficiency,  proposed. 
Os.    Jjori   Braraey,    July   30, 
990. 

RdcommendatioQS  of  Committee  on, 

0$.    Lord  Brassey,  July    30,  288. 

290;.    Lord  Tweedmouth,  306. 

Royal  Naval,  New  System  of  Training 
for. 

Os.      Lord  Tweedmouth,  July 
30,  307. 

Rosyth     Water    Supply,    Arrangements 
for. 
Q.      Major    Anstruther-Gray ;     A. 
Mr.    B.    Robertson,    July   28, 
208. 

Shipbuilding 

Construction  by  Great  Naval  Powers 
(1900-1906). 
Q.  Mr.  Nield;  X  Mr.  Lambert, 
Jidy  31,  696. 

Distribution  of  Work  between  Private 

and  GN>vemment  Yards. 

Os.   Mr.  E.  Robertson,  July  27, 

71, 119  ;  Mr.  O.  a  Philipps, 

102;    Mr.  Jenkins,  Sir  J. 

Baker,  119. 

Expenditure  on 

Return  of  to  the  Country  in  Shape 
of  Wages. 
Os.    Mr.  A.  Lee,  July  27, 

79. 
Q.      Mr.     A.     Lee;      A, 
lCr»     E.      Robertson^ 
July  31,  672,   673. 

Original  and  Revised  Programme, 
Expenditure  under. 
Os,       Mr.    E.    Robertson, 
July  27,  69,  70. 

Foreign  Programmes. 
Os.    Mr.  Beauchamp,  July  27,  83 ; 
Lord    Tweedmouth,    July   30, 
302,  303. 

New  Construction,  Provision  for. 
Os.   Mr.  £.  Robertson,  Juiy  27,  67, 
68. 

Programme,    1906-7. 
Os,    Mr.  E.  Robertson,  July  27,  69, 
70*72;    Captain    Hervey,    89, 
90;  Sir   H.    CampbeU-Banner- 
man,  114-117. 

Programme  for  1907-8. 

s.  Mr.  E.  Robertson, 
July  27,  72;  Earl 
Cawdor,  July  30, 
292-298 ;  Lord  Tweed- 
mouth, 299-306 ;  Earl 
of  Camperdown,  308- 
311  ;  Lord  Ellen- 
borough,  312. 

\cont. 
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Havy— colli. 

Shipboilding — eoni. 

Programme  for— tftm/. 

Information  as  to  Date  of  Building 
certain  Battleships. 
Q.       Mr.       Bellairs;      A. 
Mr.      E.      Robertson, 
Aug,  3,  1693,  1694. 
f  portonity  for  Discussing. 
Os,   Earl  Cawdor,  Lord  Tweed- 
mouth,    E^rl   of   Camper- 
down,  July  27,  4,  6. 

Reduction    in    Vote    for.    Possibility 
of  Effecting. 
Os.      Lord   Brassey,  July  30, 
289. 

Speed    in    Construction,    Advantages 

of   Qreat   Britain   oyer   Foreign 

Nations. 

Oa,    3ir.  Bowles,  July  27,  98, 

99 ;  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  112, 

116;     Sir    H.    Campbell- 

Bannermftn,  116,  117. 

Statement  (Mr.  E.  Robertson),  July  27 1 
67-76. 

Workmen     Employed     in     Confined 
Spaces,  Ex^  Pay  Given  to. 
Q.    Mr.  J.  Ward;   A.    Mr.  E. 
Robertson,  Aug,  2,  1346. 
Strength 

^         Comparative  Strength  in  Battleships 

and   Cruisers,   with   France   and 

Germany. 

Os.    Captain  Hervey,  July  27, 

88,  89;    Mr.  BeUairs,  95, 

96. 


«• 


Os. 


Dilke*'  Return,  Misleading  Nature 
of. 

Os.    Mr.  A.  Lee,  July  27,  78 ; 
Mr.  Bowles,  97,  98. 

Necessity  for  maintaining  at  a  High 
Standard. 
Os.    Captain  Hervey,  July  27, 
86-91 ;  Mr.  0.  C.  PhiUpps, 
101,  102. 

Reduction  in.  Proposals  as  to  — 
Responsibility  of  Sea  Lords, 
etc. 

Mr.  E.  Robertson, 
Jii/y;27, 69, 72-76, 108; 
Mr.  A.  Lee,  76,  76, 
80 ;  Mr.  Lambton, 
81,  82 ;  Mr.  Bramsdon, 
91,  92  ;  Mr.  Bellairs, 
93,  94;  Mr.  Bowles, 
96-100 ;  Sir  A. 
Thomas,  103;  Mr. 
Maddiaon,  104,  105; 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  107- 
113;  SirH.  Can^pbell- 
Bannerman,  114,  117; 
Earl  Cawdor,  Jtdy  30, 
292,  294-296;  Lord 
Tweedraoiith,  299- 
305,  315;  Earl  of 
Camperdown,  308-31 1; 
Lord  Ellenborough, 
11-312;  discount 

(  oschon,  31C« 
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otrength — cont. 

Reduction  in — cont. 

Policy  as  to.  Definition  of. 
Os.     Jjofrd  AmptiiiU,  July  30, 
313;    Viscount     GoMbeo, 
314-318. 
Qs.     Mr.  BeUairs;      As,     Sir 
H.  Campbell  •  Bannerman, 
July  31,  727,  728. 
Two-Power  Standard,  Proposals  as  to 
maintaining. 

Os.  Mr.  A.  Lee,  Jul^  27,  79 ; 
Captain  Hervey,  86, 87, 90 ; 
Mr.  a  Warner,  93;  Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour,  111,  112; 
Bad  CawdOT,  July  30,  296- 
298 ;  Viscount  Goschsn, 
316;  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Aug.  2,  1395,  1396;  Sir 
H.  Campbell-Bannerman, 
1400. 

Tonnage  —  Comparison     wiUi     Foreign 
Countries. 
Qs.       Mr.    Lnpton,    Mr.    Bellairs; 
As.    Mr.  £.  Robertson,  Aug.  2, 
1341. 

Torpedo  Boat  Destroyers 

Parent  Ship,  Proposals  as  to  Laying 
down  early  in  the  Tear. 

Os,  Mr.  £.  Robertson,  July 
27,  71. 

Turbine  Machinery  for.  Provision  of. 
Qs,      Mr.    Ashley;    As.      Mr.    £. 
Robertson,  Aug,  4,  1799,  1800. 

Torpedo    Boats,    Age,    Armament,  etc, 
d 

Q,  Bfr.  Nield ;  u4.  Mr.  £.  RobeHson, 
Aug,   2,   1343. 

Volunteers,  Strength  of. 
Os,   JjOTd  T^nedmonih,  July  30,  20fk 

Havy  Estimates 

Admiralty  Office  —  £361,600,  Com.,  July 
27,  119. 

Armaments  —  £2,986,000,  Com.,  July  27, 
119. 

Shipbuilding,   Repairs,   Maintenance,  etc 

Contract    Work  —  £8,688,400,    Com^ 
July  27,  1 19. 

MaUriel  —  £2,827,200,  Com.,  July  27. 
119. 

Personnel  —  £2,407,600,  Com,,  July 
27,  67. 
Surpluses   on   one   Vote  applied  to  meet 
Excesses  on  other  Votes 

Motion  [Bir.  McKennaj  July  30,  570 ; 
July  31,  870-872. 

bjeotions  to  System. 

Os.  Mr.  C.  Hay,  Jvly  30,  670; 
Mr.  W.  Rutherford,  670,  571, 
574;  Mr.  E.  Robertson,  670; 
Mr.  Bowles,  571 ;  Mr.  Mo* 
Kenna,  Jvly  30,  672,  674; 
Bir.  Chairman,  671,  673 ;  Sir 
E.  Carson,  672  ;  Lord  R.  Cecil, 
572, 67.^ :  Mr.  Harmood-BaiiUer, 
Loid  1  fdo  rrts,  574. 
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Heild,Mr.  H.— «>»<. 


[Hel-0*Oo 


Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2b., 
Aug,  2, 1254. 

Vettlebed  and  District  Oommons  (Preser- 
▼ation)  Bill 

e.  Con,*  July  27,  61. 

3b.*  Jyly  31,  668. 
L  Commons'  Amendts.  eon,*  July  31,  597. 

Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1702. 

Hew  Forest 

Grown  Lands,  Alleged  Enoroaohment  on — 
Case  of  Pnrkis. 
Q«.    Sir  R.  ^obart,  Mr.  Atherley- 
Jones;     As,     Mr.    MoKenna, 
July  30, 469,  470. 

Vewbargh  and  Horih  Fife  Railway  Ex- 
tension of  Time  Order  Confirmation 
BilL 

.  3b.*  July  27,  58. 

.  iB.  2b.  and  i2ep.*Jtrfy  39,285. 

3b.*  Aug,  1,  881. 

Boyal  Assent,  Aug,  4, 1791. 

Vewcastle  (Down) 

Foreshore  Lease,  Proviso  as  to  Bemoyal  of 
Sand,  etc 
Q,      Mr.     MacVeagh;      A.      Mr. 

Kearlev,  July  31,  723. 
Qs.    Mr.  Sloan;   As,    Mr.    Lloyd- 
Qeorge»  Aug,  2,  1377. 

Vewcastle-upon-Tyne  Electric  Supply  Bill 

L  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1791. 

Hewman  Estate 

Purchase  of-— Case  of  Mr.  T.  a  0' Callaghan. 
Q.    Mr.    Flynn;    A.    Mr.    Bryce, 
Aug,  1,  1053. 

Hewry 

Revising  Barrister — Expense  entailed    by 
working  district  from  Warrenpoint. 
Q,    Mr.  Field ;    A,    Mr.  MoKenna, 
July  31,  686. 

Hield,  Kr.  H.  [Middlesex,  Ealing] 

Colonies,  etc..  Coolie  Labour  in — Date  of 
PreMnting  Return,  July  28, 213. 

Finohley  Telephone  Extension,  Proposals  as 
to,  Aug,  2,  1332. 

Hampstead  Telephone  Employees,  Reason 
for  Discharge  of,  Aug,  2, 1332. 

Motor  Commission — Control  exercised  by 
Captain  C.  Bi^^MUn  over  Evidence, 
etc..  July  28,  217. 

Navy 

**  Renown,'*  Date  of  Re-converting  into 
Battleship,  etc.,  Aug.  1,  1043. 

Shipbuilding  by  Great  Maval  Powers 
(1900-1906),  July  31,  695. 

Torpedo  Boato,  A^e,  Armament, 
etc.,  of,  Aug,  2, 1343. 

Tea  Duty  paid  under  Concession,  July  28, 
214.  ^  _ 
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Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com,,  Aug.  3,  1703, 
1704. 

Westminster  County  Court,  Proposals  as  to 
Rebuilding,  July  31,  710. 

Higeria 

Allowance  to  Civil  and  Military  Officers  in 
Northern  Nigeria. 
Q,    Mr.  O^NeiU ;  A.  Mr.  ChurchiU, 
July  31,  675. 

Coinage  Order  Presented,  Aug.  3,   1462, 
1580. 

Railway  Extension,  Proposals  as  to. 

Qs,     Mr.   Mitchell-ThomBon ;       As. 
Mr.  ChurchiU,  July  28,  211,  212. 

Nolan,  Mr.  «l.  [Louth,  S.] 

McCarthy,   J.,   Case   of— Investigation  of 
Charges,  proposed,  Aug,  3,  1595.  * 

Horfolk,  Dnke  of 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2b. 
Aug.  1, 966. 

Horfolk,  Earldom  of 

Evidence,  etc.,  to  be  printed,  Aug,  2, 1177. 

Horth  Lindsey  Light  BailwaysCExtension) 
Order 

Presented,  Aug,  1,  882, 1026. 

North  West  London  Railway  Bill 

c.  Lords'  Amendts.  con,*  July  31,  668. 
/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4, 1793. 

Horthbonme,  Lord 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2b., 
Aug,  2,  1244. 

Horihnmberland,  Dnke  of 

Sheep— Result  of  Inquiry  into  Lonping-ill 
and  Braxy,  July  30, 328. 

O'Brien  Estate 

Sale  Proceedings,  Delay  in. 
Q,    Mr.  Farrell;    A,    Mr.  Bryce,  July 
30,  421,  422. 

O'Connor,  Kr.  John  [Kiidare,K.] 

census  of  Production  Bill,  2b.  Aug,  1, 1175. 

OHisolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  Bill,  2b« 
Aug,  2,  1446. 

Crimes  Act,  Repeal  of,  proposed,  Aug,  2» 
1447. 

Leixlip  Postal  Facilities,  Improvement  oft 
proposed,  Aug,  2, 1330. 

O'Connor,  Mr.  James  [Wicklow,  W.] 

Belfast  Post  Office  Learners,  Transfer  of, 
to  London — Increase  of  Pay  as  Lodging 
Allowance,  proposed,  July  31,  678. 

Glasgow  Post  Office  Medical  Officer, 
Appointment  of,  July  27,  62. 

Question  containing  Allegations,  put  on 
the  Paper,  but  not  asked,  July  30,  474. 

Whisky,  Patent-still  and  Pot-still,  Regula- 
tions as  to  Blending — Sentence  cm 
Mr.  Hoey,  July  30, 413. 


0* 


ODonnell,  Mr.  T.  [Kerry,  W.] 

iSducation — Intermediate  Board  Minntes 
and  Ck>rrespondence,  Proposals  as  to 
Tabling,  Jidy  31,  602. 

OTarrell  Estate 

Untenanted  Lands,  Disposal  of. 
Q.    Mr.   DufiFy;    A,    Mr.   Bryoe,  Jmly 
30,  425. 

O'Orady,  Kr.  J.  [Leeds,  £.] 

Bristol  Corporation  Bill,  Lords'  Amendts., 
Con.,  Aug.  2,  1425. 

Docks,  Accidents  at,  arising  from  Defective 
Gear,  Aug.  1,  1098. 

Factory  Inspection,  Inadequate  System 
of — Necessity  for  Increanng  Number 
of  Inspectors,  Aug,  J,  1098,  1099. 

I    Shuttles   made   of   West   Afirioan  Wood, 
*  Dangerons  Nature  of  Trade*  Aug,  i, 
1098,  1099. 

O'Xalley,  Mr.  W.  [Galway,  Connemara] 

Food  Preservatiyes — Propoeale  for  In- 
vestigation of  Subject,  July  30,  429. 

O'Heill,  Mr.  E.  T.  [Antrim,  Mid.] 

Nigeria,  Northern — Allowance  to  Officers, 
July  3U  675. 

0*Sliaiighne88y,  Mr.  P.  J.  [Lunerick,  W.] 

Adare  and  Rathkeale  Parcels  Post  Facili- 
ties, Improvement  of,  Aug.  1,  1029. 

Athen  Rural  Postman,  Wi^es  of,  Aug.  1, 
1029. 

Limerick  Post  Office,  Parcel  Post  Delays, 
Inquiry  into,  proposed,  July  30, 
472,  473. 

Rathkeale  Post.  Office— New  Office  pro- 
posed, July  30,  474. 

O'Shee,  Mr.  J.  J.  [Waterford,  W.] 

Gun  Licence,  Reason  for  Refusal  of,  to 
Mr.  E.  Power,  Aug.  i,  1028. 

Poor  Law  Commission,  Irish  Representa- 
tion on,  Aug.  1,  1042. 

Official  Publications 

Me»Bage  to  Commons  for  Copies  of  Select 
Committee  Reperts,  etc.,  Aug.  3, 
1578— Copies  Ordered,  1583. 

Omnibus  end  Tram  Tickets 

Legality  of  Prizes  offered  by  Newspapers. 
Q.    Mr.  L.  Haslam ;  A.    BCr.  Glad- 
stone, July  31,  682,  683. 

Onslow,  Earl  of' 

Dogs  BiU,  2b.,  July  27,  55. 

Fertilisers  and  Feeding-  Stuffs  Bill,  Com., 
July  30,  338. 

House  of  Lords  Offices 

Repent  of  Select  Committee,  Post- 
ponement of  Consideration  of. 
proposed,  Aug.  3,  1472,  1575. 

ooms  proposed  to  be  given  over  to 
the-Comjnons,  Aug.  \  1472,  1577. 


INDEX. 
July  27 — Aug.  4. 

OnaloWt  Earl  td—^oni. 
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Open  Spaces  Bffl,  2b.,  Juiy  27, 3Y. 

Standing  Orders,  Amendment  of,  Juig  31, 
600. 

Open  Bpaoes  Bill 

L  2b.  July  27,  30. 

Com.,  July  30,  342. 

Rep.  and  3b.*  July  31,  610. 
e.  Lends  Ametidts.,  Ccm.^  Aug.  1,  1070. 
/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

Opium 

Indo-Cyna  T(»ffic,  Proposals  lor  Pealing 
with. 
Q.    Mr.   T.  L.  Corbett:     A.    Mr. 
}/Las\os,  Aug.  2^  1360,  1351. 

Legislation  to  Restrict  Trade,  Broposab 
as  to. 

Q$.  Mr.  T.  L.  Corbett;  Aa.  Sir 
H.  CampbeU-Baanermaa^  Jukf 
28.  221. 

Orange  Siver  Colony 

British  and  Dutch  Residents  in. 
Q.    Lord'Castlereagh;   A^     Mr.  Chur- 
chill, July  30,  453. 

Constitution — Proposals  as  to  IMsouasicn 
of  Question,  etc. 

Q.     Bir.      Bridgeman;  A.      Mr. 

Churchill,  July  31,  677. 

Self-Govemment  for,  Postponemeoi  of. 
0:    £arl  of  TSAm,  July  31,  615; 
lulner. 


Viscount  Milner,  65t;  Mar- 
quesa  of  Rtpon,  665;  Mr. 
Churchill,  73U  706 ;  Ifir.I^yttd. 
tdn,  764;  Mr.  E.  Cecil,  7«0; 
Mr.  J.  R.  Macdimald«  705,  796; 
Mr.  Mackamess,  Aug.  4,  1S09 ; 
Mr.  Chuitshm,  1810 ;  ICr.  Mol- 
teno,  1820. 

Oranmore  and  Browne,  Lord 

Labourers  (Ireland)   BiU,  Con^,  July  30, 
346-348. 

Overtonn,  Lord 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  BiU,  2b., 
Aug.  1,  1016. 

Oxford  4 

Pupil-teacher  Centre,   Reason  for  dosing, 
etc. 

Q.  Mr.    YoxaU;     A.    Mr.     Birrell 
Julu  30,  429.  430. 

Q.    Br.    Massie;     A.    Mr.    Birrell* 
Aug.  2,  1336,  1337. 


Oxford, 


of 


Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill.  2b. 
Aug.  3,  1540. 

Pacific  Cable 

Vote  for,  July  31,  829  ;  Aug.  1,  1073. 

Paisley  Oas  and  Water  Proviiional  Order 
BiU 

I.  3r.*  July  27,  2. 

Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  ITOOi 
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Paidey  Boads  Order  Conflrmatioii  Bill 

c  C<m*  Jvly  27,  68. 

3b.*  Jvly  30,  403. 
/.  IB.,  2b.  and  lUp*  July  30,  285. 

3b.*  Aug.  1,  881. 

Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1791. 

ParJcer,  Sir  0.  [Gravesend] 

Africa,  West — Tabling  Papers  on  Military 
Operations  in  Sokoto  and  Hadeija  pro- 
posed, July  30, 464. 

Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  Bill, 
2b.,  Aug.  2,  1386. 

Defenoe  of  the  Empire 

Colonial  Contzumtions  towards,  Aug.  2, 
1387,  1388. 

Representatives  from  the  Colonies 
and  India,  proposed,  Aug.  2, 1387, 
1388. 

Trade  Disputes  BiU,  Cam.,  Aug.  3,  1744, 
1745. 

Transvaal,  Self-Govenunent  for — Terms  of 
new  Constitution,  July  31,  TJZ-ll^. 

Parker,  Kr.  J.  [Halifax] 

Ipswich  Workhouse  Farm,  RepOTt  on 
Tuberculosis  Outbreak  at,  Aug.  2,  1362 

P^jiXkes  Kr.  E.  [Birmingham,  C] 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com.,  July  27, 133, 134, 
188,  189 ;  Aug.  3, 1634. 

Parliament 

House  of  Commons 

Kitchen  Committee 

Cheshire  Cheese,  Place  of  Origin  of. 
Qa.    Mr.   A.   L.  Stanley;    As. 
Mr.  Jacoby,   Aug.  2,  1370, 
1371. 

SmployeeB,  Houis  and  Conditions 

of  Labour  of. 

Q.  Dr.     Cooper;      A.  Mr. 

Jacoby,  July  30,  433. 

Q.  Mr.    Summerbell;     A. 

Mr.   Jacoby,   Aug.   1, 

1049. 

flighting  and  Ventilating  Department 
Employees,  Pension  Claims  of. 
Q.    Mr.     Alden    ;     A.       Mr. 
BfoKeona,  July  30,  470. 

Offices— Vote  for,  July  31,  813; 
Aug.  1,  1071. 

House  of  Lords 

Offices 

Report  of  Select  Committee,  Post- 
ponement of  Consideration  of, 
proposed. 
Q9.  Lord  Balfour  of  Bur- 
leigh,   Aug.    3,    1472, 
1474,  1575,  1676 ;  Earl 
of  Onslow,  1472,  1575  ; 
Lord        Tweedmouth, 
1472,  1576;   Viscount 
Knutsford,  1474 ;  Mar. 
quess    of    Lansdowne, 
1474  ;      Marquess    of 
Salisbury,  1475. 
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Parliameiit-^-«on<. 

House  of  Lords—eont 

Offices — 9ont. 

Report  Presented,  Aug,  2, 1817. 

Vote  for,  J«^  31,  813 ;    Aug.U 
107L 

Representatiye    Peer    for    Ireland — 
^scount  Mblesworth,  J«fy  27y  1. 

Rooms  proposed  to  be  given  oyer  to 

Commons,  Question  as  to. 

Qs.  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh, 

Aug.  3,  1472 ;    1575,  1576, 

1577 ;  Earl  of  Onslow,  1472, 

1577 ;    Lord  Tweedmouth, 

1472,      1576  ;       Viscount 

Knutsford,  1474 ;  Marquess 

'  of  Lansdowne,  1474,  1577  ; 

Marquess     of      SaHsbury, 
1476. 

Took  the  Oath — ^Bishop  of  Durham^ 
Aug.  1, 881. 

Parliamentary  Debates 

Report  of — ^Arrangements  as  to  Verbatim 
Reports,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Hazleton  ;  A,  Mr.  McKenna, 
July  30,  408. 

Parliamentary  Elections 

Illiterate  Voters  at  last  General  Election- 
Return  Presented,  Aug.  2, 1319. 

New  MembOT  Sworn— Mr.  T.  M.  Kettle,  fcr 
County  of  Tyrone  (East),  Aug.  1,  1070. 

New  Writ  for  Denbighshire  (Easter.\ 
Division),  Aug.  3,  1603. 

Returning  Officers*  Expenses,  Charges  made 
to  Candidates  at  General  Election, 
1906— Return  Presented,  Aug.  2,  1319. 

Parliamentary  Prooednre 

Autumn  Session 

Business  to  be  taken  in.  Date  of  Re- 
assembling, etc. 
0$.  Mr.   J.   Redmond,   Sir  H. 
OBunpbell-Bann«man,    Mr. 
W.     Long,     Mr.     Morton, 
Aug.  1,  1068,  1069. 

Chairman's  Rulings,  see  CSiairman. 

Divisions,  Saving  of  Time  on,  proposed. 
O.  Mr.  Everett,  Aug.  4, 1844. 

Speaker's  Rulings,  see  Speaker. 

Panl.  Mr.  H.  W.  [Northampton] 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  3b., 

July  30,  607-611. 
Street  Betting  Bill,  Com.,  Aug.  1, 1147. 

Trade  Disputes  BiU,  Com.,  July  27,  133 ; 
Aug.  3,  1741-1744,  1773. 

Pease,  Mr.  H.  P.  [Darlington] 

Trade  Disputes  BiU,  Com.  July  27,  134 ; 
Aug.  3, 1714-1716. 

Pennyfeaiher  Estate 

Reinstatement  Claim  of  P.  Pr&nty. 
Q.  Mr.  T.  Smyth;   A.  Mr.  Bryce,  Jn'y 
31,  714. 


Per— Por] 
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Pertal,  Mr.  B.  W.  [Linoolnshiw,  Louth] 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  3b., 
July  30,  479,  524-626. 

Persia 

Bistorbances — ^Number    of    Refugees    in 
British  Legation,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Lynch ;  A.  Sir  K  Grey,  Aug 
2,  1351,  1352. 

Trade  Report  FVesented,  July  27,  3. 

Persse  Estate 

Untenanted  Lands,  Disposal  of. 
Q.  Mr.  Duffy;   A,  Mr.  Bryce,  July  30, 
425. 

Perth  Corporation  Oas  Order  Confirmation 
BiU 

c  iB.*  and  2b.*  July  28, 205. 

Can.*  and  3b.*  July  30,  403. 
i    1b.,  2b.  and  Rep,*  July  30,  285. 
r  Sr,*  Aug.  J,  SSI. 

Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1791. 

Peterhead  Harbour 

Vote  for,  July  31,  810  ;  Aug,  1,  1070. 

Petitions  Committeef  Public 

Report  Presented,  July  30,  475. 

Philipps,  Mr.  0.  C.  [Pembroke  and  Haver- 
fordwcst] 

Navy 


Docks,  Dry  and  Graving,  Increased 
Provision  of,  proposed,  July  27, 
103. 

Shipbuilding— Distribution  of  Work 
between  Private  and  Govern- 
ment Yards,  July  27,  102. 

Strength  of.  Necessity  for  Maintaining 
at  a  High  Standard,  July  27,  101, 
102. 

PickersgiU,  Mr.  E.  H.  [Bethnal  Green,  S.W.] 
Criminal    Branch    of    the    Home    Office, 
Proposals  as  to  Increasing  Staff,  Aug. 
1,  1115. 

Poor  Law — System  of  Auditing  Guardians* 
Accounts,  Aug.  2, 1363. 

Unemployed    Grant,    Proposals    for    Dis- 
tributing, Aug.  2,  1363. 

Piers  and  Harbours 

For  pttHicular  places  su  their  names. 

Ireland,  Schemes  for.  Delay  in  Carrying 
into  Effect. 
Os.  Mr.  Long,  Aug.  2,  1443;    Mr. 
Bryce,  1464. 

Scottish  Harbour  Grants,  Conditions  for. 
Number  of  Applications,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.     Weir;      A.  Mr.     Kearley, 
July  31,  724. 

Vote  for,  July  31,  810 ;  Aug.  1,  1070. 

Pirie,  Mr.  D.  7.  [Aberdeen,  N.] 

National  Galleries  of  Scotland  Bill,  2b.,  July 
28,245. 

76. 


Plymonih,  Earl  of 

Laimdries,  Inspection  of — ^Amendment  of 
Factories  Act,  proposed,  July  27, 25. 

Musical  Copyright  Bill,  2r.,  Aug.  U  1022. 

Police 

Constabulary,  Royal  Irish,  see  thai  fttfe. 

Metropolitan— Weekly   Day   of    Rest  for. 
proposed. 
Os.  Bfr.    Renmant,    Aug.    1,    1121 ; 
Mr.  Gladstone,  1126. 

Pontefract  Corporation  Bill 

/.  3b.*  July  30,  285. 

c.  Lords'  Amendts.,  Can.,  July  31,  668 

I.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1792. 

Poole  Corporation  Water  Bill 

/.  3b.*  July  27,  2. 

c  Lords'  Amendts.,  Can.*  July  30, 402. 

I  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1792. 

Poor  Law 

Accounts  of  Guardians,  System  of  Auditing. 
Q.  Bfr.  PickersgiU;    A.  Mr.  Bums, 
Aug.  2,  1363,  1364. 

Amendment,  Proposals  as  to. 
Os.  Mr.  Essex,  Sir  H.  CampbeD-Banner- 
man,  Aug.  4,  1842. 

Children 

Boarding-out — Amendment  of  Within 
the  Union  Order,  proposed. 
Q.   Mr.     L.     Jones ;      A,    Mr. 
Bums,  July  30,  411. 

Cost   of   Maintaining   under   Varioor 
Systems. 
Q.  Mr.    L.    Haslam;     A.  Mr. 
Bums,  July  31,  68a 

Bietropolitan  iisyluma  Board  Special 


SohoolB,  all^g:ed  want  of  Appre- 
ciation of  by  Boards  of  Guarniani. 
Q.     Mr.    Toulmin;     A.     Mr 
Bums,   July  30,   410. 

Commission,  Xrish  Medical  RepceeentatioD 

on. 

Q,    Mr.  Fetherstonhaugh ;    A,    Mr. 

Bnroe,  July  30,  441. 
Q.  Mr.  O'Shee ;  A.  Sir  H.  CampbeU- 

BannenoAn,  Aug.  1,  1042. 
Q.   Captain  Cnig;   A.    Mr.  Bryce. 

Aug.  2.  1339. 

Expenditure  on  Relief  during  1906— 
Retom  ordered  and  Presented,  Auf. 
2,  1321,  1459. 

Poor  Law  (Sootland)  Amendment  BiU 

r.   In.*  July  30,  41^ 

Portadown 

Shop    Hours    Act,    Order    made    under. 
Presented,  Aug.  1,  882,  1025. 

Portavogie 

Harbour  Works  Scheme,  Proposals  as  to. 
Qs.    Mr.  Yi.  Long,  Mr.  T.  L.  Corbett ; 
As.  Mr.  BryoD,  Aug.  1,  1069,  1060. 
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Portmagea 

Justice   of   the   Peaoe,   Appointmeixt    )f, 
Proposed. 

Q,    Mr.   Boland;    A,    Mr.   Bryoe, 
Aug.  3,  1595»  1506. 

Portsmouth  Water  Bill 

I.   Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1791. 

Postmarte  r-Oeaeral 

Bt.  Han,  8,  Buxton, 

Post  Office 

PoHmaster-Oeneralf—Rt,  Hon.  S.  Boxton. 

For  particular  places,  see  their  names. 

Blind    Persons,    Postage    on    Literature 
for. 

Q.      Mr.    Buckmaster;      A,     Mr. 
Buxton,  July  SO,  465. 

Circulars,  Regulations  as  to  Special  De- 
liveries of. 

Q,   Mr.  Bu  Cros ;   A.   Mr.  Buxton, 
Aug.  4,  1794,  1795. 

Inland  Post  Amendment  (No.  4)  Warrant, 
Presented,  July  27,  3,  60. 

Mail  Service 

Canada — Decision  as  to  Moyille. 

Q.   Marquess  of  Hamilton ;   A,  Mr. 
Buxton,  July  31,  708. 

Indian  new  Contract,  Time      Table 
for. 
Q.     Mr.     Laidlaw;     A,     Mr. 
Buxton,  July  31,  708. 

Mail     Van     Contracts,     Conditions    of — 
Result  of  Inquiry. 

Q.    Mr.  Ashley;    A.    Mr.  Buxton, 
July  31,  708. 

P^nny  Postage  to  United  States,  Reason 
for  Refusal  of  Proposals  as  to. 
Qs,   Mr.  Morton;   As,  Mr.  Buxton, 
Aug,  2, 1364. 

Post  Cards,  Penalty  for  affixing  Stamps 
to  back  of. 

Q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton ;  A,  Mr.  Buxton, 
July  30,  430,  431. 

Postmen  —  Inspectorship  of  Telegraph 
Messengers,  see  unaer  Telegraph  Ser- 
vice. 

Report  Presented,  July  31,  699,  672. 

Sunday  Duty,  P*y  for. 
Q,    Mr.   Steadman;    A,    Mr.   Buxton, 
Aug.  2,  1330. 

Towns   on  Cambrian  Railway,   Improve- 
ment of  Facilities  for,  proposed. 
Q,     Mr.    Rees;    A.     Mr.    Buxton, 
Aug.  3,  1583,  1584. 

Travelling    Letter    Sorters — Compensation 
paid  to  Mr.    WinskiU    by    Railway 
Company. 
Q,  Mr.  Steadman ;  A,  Mr.  Buxton, 
Aug,  1,  1035. 

Uniform     Contracts,     Allocation    of,     in 
Scotland. 

Q,  Mjc,  J,  A. Bryoe;  A,  Mr. Buxton, 
Aug.  2,  1366. 
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July  27 — Aug.  4. 

Pojt  Office  (Idteratore  for  the  Blind)  Bill 

/.   2b.*  July  30,  326. 


Com,,*  Rep.  and  3b.*  July  31,  610 
Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank 

Deficiency — Securities  held  by  National 
Debt  Commissioners,  Cost,  Value,  etc. 
of. 

Qs,    Mr.  Chiozza  Money;    As.  Mr. 
McKenna,  July  31,  683. 

Deposits,   Investment  of,  in  Brection  of 
Model  Dwellings,  proposed. 
Q,  Bir.  Chiozza  Money ;     A.  Sir  H. 
Campbell-Bannerman,  July  31, 
392. 

Unclaimed  Balances,  Procedure  in  Trans- 
ferring to  dormant  Ledgers,  etc 
Q,    Mr.   Field;    A,    Mr.    Buxton. 
Aug.  2,  1321,  1322. 

Withdrawals  on  Demand — Cases  of  Fraud, 
Sums  made  good,  etc. 
Qs.     Mr.    Weir,      Mr.    J.    Ward; 
As.    Mr.  Buxton,  Aug.  2,  1368. 

Post  Office  Sites  Bill 

/.    Report,*  July  30,  341. 

Com.,  Rep.  and  3b.*  July  31,  610. 
Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

PoweU,  Sir  P.  8.  [Wigan] 

Trades  Disputes  Bill,  Com.,  July  27,  157, 
158;   Aug.  3,  1612,  1633. 

Power,  Mr.  P.  J.  [Waterford,  E.] 

Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  Bill, 
2b.,  Aug,  2,  1445. 

Land  Purchase— Grazing  Lands,  Delay  ol 
Commissioners  in  d^kling  with,  Aug,  2, 
1446. 

Trawling,  Gunboats  for  Protection  of« 
Aug.  2,  1445,  1446. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 

lU.  Hon.  Earl  CarringUm. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Education 

Rt.  Hon.  A.  BirreU. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 

Bt,  Hon,  D.  Uoyd-^jkorgt. 

President  of  the  Local  Oovemment  Board 

Bt.  Hon.  J,  Bums. 

Prevention  of  Cormption  Bill 

L  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1789. 

Price,  Mr.  C.  E.  [Edinburgh,  Central) 

National  Galleries  of  Scotiand  Bill,  2b., 
July  28,  246. 

Prisons 

For    particular    Prisons,    see    names  of 
ptaees,  etc. 

Conyicts  unfit  for  Prison  Discipline^  pro- 
posals for  Dealing  with. 
Q.    Mr.  Baker ;  A.    Mr.  Gladstone, 
July  30,  463. 
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Pri— Eec]  INDEX. 

July  27 — Aug.  4. 
Prisons— <^on^. 

Epileptic  Ck)nviots,  Number  of  (1004-5). 
Q.    Mr.  Baker ;  A,    Mr.  Gladstone, 
Jidy  30,  403. 

Hindustani  Interpreters  in  London  Prisons. 
Q.    Mr.  Alden ;  A.    Mr.  Gladstone, 
Aug,  2,  1358»  1359. 
Ireland 

Medical   Officers,   Ck)nditions  of  Ap- 
pointment of. 
Q,    Mr.  Billon :  A,    Mr.  Bryce, 
July  30,  439. 

Vote  for,  July  31,  820 ;  Aug.  1, 1072. 

Scotland,  Vote  for,  Jvly  3J,  819 ;  Aug.  1, 
1072. 

UnproduotiTe  Labour  Machines  in  use. 

Q,    Mr.  Hay;  A.    Mr.  Gladstone, 

July  28,  215. 
Q,    Mr.    Hay;    A.    Mr.    Sinclair. 

July  28,  218,  219. 

Vote  for,  July  31, 819 ;  Aug,  1, 1072. 
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Pablio  Aooonnts  Committee 

Report  Presented,  July  31,  728. 

Public  Slaughter  Houses  Bill 

I,  2e.»  July  31,  603. 

Public  Works  Loans  Bill 

e.  In.*  July  30,  416. 

2b.  July  31,  877. 

Coni.,  ^ep.*  and  3b.,  Aug,  1,  1137. 
I,  iB.*  ^nflp. ;?,  1179. 

2b.  and  3b.  Aug.  3,  1468. 

Boyal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

Division  on  Second  Beading  Challenged. 
O.    Mr.  Speskker,  July  31,  879. 

Local  Loans  Fund  Assets,  Loans  proposed 
to  be  Bemitted  from — Statement 
Ordered  and  Presented,  July  27,  60. 

Resolution  in  Committee,  July  31,  880 — 
Reported  Aug.  1,  1137,  1176. 

Queen  Yictoria  Xemorial 

8u  under  HOt  Mall  to  Charing  Qrass. 


Answers,  Repetitian  of,  July  28,  221. 

Notice  to  be  giyen  of,  July  28,  213. 

Speech  may  not  be  made  during  Time  for, 
Aug.  1,  1045. 

Unasked  Question  containing  Allegations, 
Right  to  put  on  the  Paper. 
Q,    Mr.     J.     0*Connor;     A.    Mr. 
Speaker,  July  30,  474. 

Quilty 

Postal  and  Telegraph  Facilities,  Improve- 
(  ment  of,  proposed. 

Q,    Ifr.  Halpin;  A,    Mr.  Buxton, 
July  31,  725. 

BaUways 

Accidents — ^Date  of  Issuing  Return  for  1905. 
Q,    Mr.   BeU;   A.    Mr.   Kearley,   July 
^  51,  681,  682. 
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Railways— eo»<. 

Carriage  Doors,  Improvements  in  Fasten- 
ing, proposed. 
Q.    Sir  W.  BuU;  A.    Mr.  Uoyd- 
George,  Aug.  2,   1360. 

Hours  of  Labour  of  Railway  Serranta— 
Report  by  Board  of  Trade 

Date  of  Presenting. 

Q.    Mr.BeU;^!.     Mr.  Keariey. 
July  31,  681. 

Presented,  Aug.  2,  1179,  1320. 

Ireland 

Burtonport  Railway,  see  thai  titte. 

Commission  appointed  to  inquire  into 

Administration  of.  Constitution  oL 

Os.    Mr.    W.    Long,    Aug.  t, 

1437-1439;     Mr.   Biyce, 

1451.  I 

Vote  for,  July  31,  810  ;  Aug.  U  107a 

Returns  for  1905  and  Report  thereoo. 
Presented,  July  30,  286,  400. 

Raphael,  Mr.  H.  H.  [Derbyshire^  aj 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill — Committee  of 
Inquiry,  proposals  as  to,  July  30,  462. 

Baphoe 

Orange  Disturbance,  Information  as  ta 

Q,     Mr.  McVeigh ;  A,     Mr.   Biyoe, 
July  30,  417. 

Basch,  Major  Sir  F.  C.  [Chelmsford] 

Army  peraonnd.  Reduction  of — Reservists 
connected  with  Disbanded  Regimeots. 
July  30,  444. 

Education  (EngUnd  and  Wales)  Bill,  Sb- 
July  30, 526, 627. 

Bateable  Hereditaments 

Return  Preaented,  July  30, 288. 

Kates 

Amendment  of  Law  as  to  Particulars  givM 
on  Demand  Note,  etc,  proposed. 
Q.    Mr.  Rees;   A.    Mr.  Bums,  ^sf. 
3, 1591,  1592. 

Rathkeale 

Post  Office,  New,  Ereotuxi  of,  propoaed. 

Q.    Mr.    O'Shaug^liDessy ;    A.    Mr. 
Buxton,  July  30,  474. 

Kawlinson,  Mr.  J.  P.  P.  [Cambridge  Uni 

versity] 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  C<m.,  July  27,  178. 
Aug,  3, 1645, 1646, 1698. 

Eea,  Mr.  W.  E.  [Scarborough] 

Menshant  Shi^raing— Ji^t  Dues,  propoalt 
for  Reduotng,  July  30,  464. 

Beay.Iiord 

Bduoation  (Bnfl^d  and  Wales)  BiO,  2b. 
4«9.  B,  1800. 

Becord  OQoe,  Ireland 

Vote  for,  July  31,  814  ;    Aug.  7,  1071. 
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Xeddy,  Mr.  M.  [King^s  County,  Birr.] 

Constabulary  Reductions,  Proposals  as  to, 
Jvly  31, 122.         , 

Shinnme  Polioe  Foroe,  Strength  of — ^Duties 
of  Head  Constable*  eto.,  J«fy  3U  721. 

Sedmond,  Mr.  J.  E.  [Waterford] 

Autumn  Session,  Business  to  be  taken 
during,  eta,  Aug.  i,  1068. 

Bellast  Dock  Accommodation — Offer  of 
Messrs.  Harland  and  Wolff,  etc.,  Aug. 
2, 1377. 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of,  July  30, 
476. 

Canals  Commission,Irish  Bepresentation  on* 
July  30, 464. 

Constabulary  Reductions,  proposals  as  to, 
July  31,  723. 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  3b» 
Jfi/y^,  490-496. 

Ii>cal  Qovemment  Board  Officials,  In- 
formation given  in  Return  as  to,  July 
31,  718. 

Badmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.  [Clare,  E.] 

Coloniia  Marriages  BiU,  2r.  July  30,  584. 

Gun  Licence,  Reason  for  Refusal  of,  to  Mr> 
T.  Flanagan,  July  30,  434. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill, 
Con,,  July  30,  586-588,  589. 

Tobacco  Cultivation  in  Ireland — Result  of 
Negotiations,  July  30,  443. 

Beef,  Mr.  J.  D.  [Montgomery  Boroughsl 

Africa,  Central — ^Legislative  Council  in 
British  Ptoteotorate,  July  30,  453. 

Africa,  South— British  Indians,  Status  of, 
Aug,  2, 1346. 

Baghdad  Railway 

Importanoe  of  Retaining  Contrd  of, 
Aug,  2.  1419,  1420. 

Information  as  to,  Pit>gress  made  with, 
Aug.  4, 1812, 1813. 

ejion  Bsarl  Fisheries,  Conditions  of 
Leasing,  Altegatioiis  against  Sir  W. 
Ridgway,  eta,  Aug.  2, 1418. 

China  Customs 

Changes  in  Administration  of,  Aug,  2, 
1418,  Aug,  3,  1584. 

European  Control  over,  Aug.  4,  1812. 

Consolidated  Fond  (Appropriation)  Bill,  2b. 
Aug,  2, 1418. 

India 

Army — ^Allefled  Assault  on  Sergeant 
Maxwell  by  natives,  Aug,  2, 1350. 

Bengal — Surma  Valley,  Assessment  of 
TeAlMDdin,Aug,2,  1350. 

Cotton  Cultivation  in — ^Tabling  Corres- 
pondence with  British  Cotton 
Growing  Association,  proposed, 
Aug,  2,  134 
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Bees,  Mr.  J.  D.—cont, 

India — cont. 

Country  Spirit,  Result  of  Investigation 
into,  Aug,  2,  1350. 

Madras  Estates  Land  Bill,  Provisions 
of,  July  28, 207. 

Biacedonian  Budget  Deficit,  Proposals  for 
Meeting,  Out  of  Increased  Turkish 
Customs  Duties,  Aug,  4,  1812. 

Mines  in  Wales — ^Appointment  of  Inspectors 
having  a  Knowledge  of  the  Welsh 
Language,  proposed,  Aug,  1,  1122, 
1123. 

Rates — Amendment  of  Law  as  to  Par- 
ticulars given  on  Demand  Note,  et€., 
proposed,  Aug.  3,  1691. 

Rifle  Ranges,  Provision  ot,  for  Auxiliary 
Forces,  Aug.  3,  1601. 

Towns  on  Cambrian  Railway,  Improve- 
ment of  Postal  Facilities  for,  proposed, 
Aug,  3,  1583. 

Transvaal 

British  Indians  in.  Disabilities  of, 
Aug,  2,  1418 ;   Aug,  4,  1813. 

Bfaddison,  Rev.  O.,  Assault  on — Mea- 
sures taken  for  Protection  of 
White  People,  etc.,  Aug.  2, 1347. 

Turkey — Customs  Duties  on  British  Goods, 
Increase  of  3  Per  Cent.  Conditions  to 
be  Imposed  by  Great  Britain,  etc., 
Aug,  1,  1418. 

Beformatory  and  Industrial  Schools 

Vote  for,  July  31.  819 ;  Aug,  1,  1072. 

Regent  Street 

Quadrant,  Decision  as  to  Design  for  Re- 
building. ' 
Q,  &b.  Straus;    A. .Mi.  McKenna, 

July  30,  471. 
Q,  Mr. Fell;  A.  Mi. MoKeaiUk, Aug, 
2, 1869* 

Segistrar-General 

Office  of.  Vote  for,  July  31,  818 ;  '^Aug.  1, 
1071. 

Begistrar-Oeneral's  Office 

Ireland— Vote  for,  July  31,  814 ;  Aug.  1, 
1071. 

Scotland—Vote  for,  July  31,  814 ;  Aug.  1, 
1071. 

Bemnant,  Mr.  J.  P.  [FSnsbury,  Holbom] 

Education  (England  and  W^es)  BiU,  3b., 
July  30,  536,  637. 

Police,  Metropolitan,  Weekly  Day  of  Rest, 
for,  proposed,  A%tg.  1,  1121. 

Kendall,  Mr.  A.  [GUmoester,  Thombury]     . 

Tormarton  Postal  Facilities,  Improvement 
of,  proposed,  July  31,  707. 
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Bescue  Homes 

Non-inspected,  Number  cf  Girls  sent  to— 
Jurisdiction  of  Home  Office,  etc. 
Qs,  Mr.     Wedgwood,     Mr.     T.     L. 
Corbett;     As.  Mr.    Gladstone, 
July  31,  706. 

Bevenue  Bill 

U  lB.»  j\dy  27,  3. 
2b.*  Jyly  30,  330. 
3b.*  July  31,  610. 
Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  179a 

Bevenue  and  Expenditure 

Interception  of  Revenue — ^Return  proposed, 
(1904^1907). 
Q,  Bir.    Bowles;     A.  Mr.    Mc- 
Kenna,  Aug.  1,  1039,  1040. 

Return  Ordered,  Aug.  2,  1321. 

Bhodesia 

Southern— Order  Applying  Colonial   Pro- 
bates Act,  Presented,  Aug.  3,  1462, 
158a 

Bibbleadale,  Lord 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2b., 
Aug.  2,  1287. 

Jjaundries,  Inspection  of — Amendment  of 
Factories  Act,  proposed,  July  27,  26. 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Act  (1898) 
Amendment  Bill  2b.,  Aug.  3,  1470, 
1471.  1572-1574. 

BichardSi  Mr.*  T.  [Monmouthshire,  W.] 

Mines 

Eight  Hours  Day  in — Committee  of 
Inquiry  into  Question  of,  Aug.  1, 
1112-1114. 

Inspection,  Necessity  fcr  Inquiry  into 
Present  System,  Aug.  1, 1 113. 

Bichards,  Mr.  T.  F.    [Wolverhampton,  W.] 
Factory  Inspectors 

Class  of  Persons  Appointed,  Lack  of 
Practical  Knowledge,  eta»  Aug.  1, 
1123. 
Women  Inspectors,  Increase  in  Number 
of,  proposed,  Aug.  1, 1124. 

Bichardson,  Mr.  A.  [Nottingham,  a] 

street  Betting  Bill,  Com.,  Aug.  1, 1167. 

Bichmond  Park 

Motors,  Speed  Regulations  for. 
0.  Mr.  J.  C.  Wason ;  A.  Mr.  Haroourt, 
July  31,  710 ;  Aug.  2  137a 
Roads,  Condition  of— Provision  of  Motor 
Rollers,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.  Boulton ;   A.  Mr.  Harcourt, 
July  31,  709. 

Blckett,  Mr.  J.  C.  [ Y<wks.  W.  R.,  OsgoldoroBs] 
Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com.,  Aug.  3, 174IL 

Bidley,  Yiseount 

^Laundries,  Inspection  of— Amendment  of 
jl^P'actoi  ies  Act»  proposed.  July  27^  26. 
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Auxiliary  Forces,  Provision  for. 

Q.  *  Mr.  Rees;   A.    lir.  Haldaae,  Aug. 
3,  1601. 

Bipon,  Bishop  of 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  BiU,  SH., 
Aug.  U  1008. 

Bipon,  Marquess  ot—Lord  Privy  8eaL 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of,  Aug.  3, 
1578. 

Crown  Lands  Bill,  Vom.,  Aug.  1, 1030. 

Deanery  of  Manchester  BiU,  2b.,  July  30, 
401. 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2m., 
Aug.  3,  1562. 

Committee  Stage,  Date  of  Taking,  Aug. 
3, 1671,  1672. 

Fertilisers  and  Feeding  Stufb  Bill,  Com,, 
July  30,  331. 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com.,  July  30, 
394,  395. 

Commcms'  Amendts.  to  Lords* 
Amendts.  Con.,  Aug.,  2,  IIBO. 

Time  allowed  for  ConsideratioQ  of 
Commons'  Amendts.  to  Lords' 
Amendts.,  etc.,  Aug.  2,  1180. 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Act  (1898) 
Amendment  Bill,  2r.,  Aug.  3,  1574. 

Orange  River  Colony,  Self-Govemmeat  for. 
Postponement  of,  July  31,  666. 

Transvaal 

Natives,  Franchise  for — ^Tenns  of 
Treaty  of  Vereeniging,  etc,  July 
31,  666. 

Self -Qovemment  Proposals — ^Tenns  of 
New  Constitutioa,  July  31,  662- 
667. 

Bitz  HoteL  Limited,  Bill 

/.  Royal  Assent.,  Aug.  4, 1791. 

Bobertf,  Mr.  C.  H-  [Lincoln] 

Liquor  licences.  Refusal  of — Basis  of 
Estimating  Compensation,  Aug.  2, 
1369. 

Bobertf,  Mr.  0.  H.  [Norwich] 

Lunatic  Asylum  Attendants,  Hours  of  Duty 
of,  July  31,  705. 

BobertS,  Mr  J.  H.  [Denbighshire,  W.] 

Boot  Duty,  Revenue  from — Effect  ol  Con- 
sumption of  lights  Beers,  etc.,  July 
31,  704. 
Indian  Excise  Administration — Propoaak 
as  to  Circulating  Committee  Report, 
etc.,  Julyl31,  697. 

Bobertion,  Lord 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill^Ss^ 
Aug.  2, 1292./-* 
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BobertSOn,    Bt    Hon.    ^.^Secreiary  to  the 
Admiralty  [Duadee] 
Admiralty 

Granite  Contracts,   Speoiflcations   in, 
Aug,  3,  1602. 

Jam  Contraots 

Amount  CkKidemned,  etc.,  Aug.  S, 
1342. 

Provision  as  to  good  Fruit,  etc., 
Aug,  3,  1603. 

Battleships 

Cost   of — Proportion   paid  in  Wages, 
etc.,  July  31,  673. 

"  Lord  Nelson "  Ship  to  be  named, 
July  27,  65. 

Bermuda  old  Floating  Dock,  Ships  Docked 
in  since  1902,  etc.,  July  30,  412. 

Canteens 


[Bob-~Bob 


Portsmouth  Committee,  Alleged  At- 
tempt to  Over-ride  Decision  of, 
Aug.  1,  1038. 

System — Decision  as  to  Inquiry,  Aug. 


Cunard,  etc..  Liners  Subsidised  by  Ad- 
miralty, Provision  of  Guns,  etc.,  for, 
July  28,  209. 

Estimates — Surpluses  on  one  Vote  applied 
to  meet  Excesses  on  other  Votes,  July 
30,  570. 

Expenditure — Reduction,  Proposals  as  to, 
July  27,  70,  71. 

Gunnery  Practice— Alleged  Waste  of  Am- 
munition by  Sheemess  Division,  Aug. 
2,  1344. 

Hague  Conference,  Question  of  Reduction 
of  Armaments  to  be  Submitted  to — 
Effect  of  on  British  Ship  Building 
Programme,  July  27,  71,  72. 

Meat,  Tinned,  Regulations  for  Serving  out, 
Aug.  2,  1342. 

**  Montagu  *'  Salving  Operations 

Casualties  involved  in,  etc.,  Aug.  2 
1342,  1343. 

Cost  of,  July  28,  208 

"  Renown,"  Date  of  reconverting  into 
Battleship,  etc.,  Aug.  i,  1043. 

Rosyth  Water  Supply,  Arrangements  for, 
July  28,  208. 

Rush  Coastguard  Station  Passage,  Public 
Right  of  Way  through,  Aug.  4,  1800. 

Shipbuilding 

Distribution  of  Work  between  Private 
and  Government  Yards,  July  27, 
71,  119. 

Expenditure  under  Original,  and  under 
Revised  Programme,  July  27,  69, 
70. 

German  Naval  Shipbuilding  Pro- 
gramme, A%»/g.  3,  1594. 

VOL.  CLXII.    [Fourth  Series,] 


StoSION  1906. 
July  27 — Aug.  4. 

Bobertsoni   Bt  Hon  E.— co/i^ 

Shipbuilding — eont. 

Liformation  as  to  Date  of  building 
Certain  Battleships,  Aug.  3,  1594. 

New  Construction,  Provision  for, 
July  27,  67,  68. 

Programme  1906-7,  July  27,  69,  70-72. 

Programme  for  1907-8,  July  27,  72. 

Statement,  July  27,  67-75. 

Workmen  employed  ,  in  Confined 
Spaces,  Extra  Pay  given  to, 
Aug.  2,  1345. 

Strength,  Reduction  in.  Proposals  as  to— 
Responsibility  of  Sea  Lords,  etc., 
July  27,  69,  72-75,  76,  108. 

Tonnage — Comparison  with  Foreign 
Countries,  Av^.  2,  1341. 

Torpedo-boat  Destroyers 

Parent  Ship,  Proposals  as  to  laying 
down  early  in  the  Year,  July  27, 
7L 

Turbine  Machinery,  Provision  of, 
Aug.  4,  1799,  1800. 

Torpedo  Boats,  Age,  Armament,  etc.,  of, 
Aug.  2,  1343. 


BobertSOn,  Mr.    J.    K.    [Northamberland, 
TynesideJ 

Army,  Ammunition — Difference  between 
Marks  IV.,  V.,  and  VI.,  Quantities 
Manufactured,  etc.,  July  30,  446. 

B;gypt 

Attack  on  British  0£Eioers. 

Cause  of — Rumours  as  to  Political 
Unrest  among  Natives,  etc., 
Aug.  4,  1822,  1825. 

Findlay,  Mr.,  Terms  of  Despatch 
sent  by,  etc.,  Aug.  4,  1825, 
1827,  1833. 

Sentences  on  Natives,  Aug.  4, 1825. 

British  Garrison — Strength,  Cost,  etc.* 
July  30^  457. 

European     Officials     in     Service     of 
Government,  July  30,  457. 

Pilgrims  to  Mecca,  Arrangements  for 
Conveyance  of,  Aug.  2,  1354. 

South  African  War  Claims — Case  of  Dr. 
Chiveibach,  July  30,  455. 

Street  Betting  Bill,  Com.,  Aug.  1, 1168. 

Transvaal  Chinese  Labour,  Repatriation — 
Effect  on  Employment  of  Whit& 
Labour,  Aug.  4,  1821. 

Tripoli — Delimitation  of  Frontier,  pro* 
posed,  Aug.  2,  1353. 

Bobionf  Sir  W.  8,—Solieitor-Oeneral     [Souths 
Shiekls] 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  3B.r 
July  ,30,  514-521. 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com.,  Aug.  3,  1783. 
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Boohe»  Mr.  A.  [Cork] 

Cork  Post  Office 

Telegraph  Department 

OrerseeiB,  Duties  of,  Atig.  2, 1379, 

Staff  required   in,  Aug,  2,  1380. 

Telephone  Department  Vacancies, 
Method  of  Appointing  to, 
Aug,  2,  1380. 

Boohester,  Chatliam,  and  Strood  Oas  Bill 

k  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1792. 

Boss  Lodge  Estate 

Townlands,  Applications  from  Residents 
in — Procedure  in  registering  Area  as 
congested,  etc. 

Qs,  Mr.  Hazleton;    As,  Mr.  Bryoe, 
'n  July  30,  436  437. 

Boyal  Commissions 

Cost  of,  etc. 

Qs,    Mr.  Hay;    As.    Sir  H.  Oampbell- 
Bannerman,  July  28,  219,  220. 

Bnnoiman,  Mr.  W.,  Parlimentary  Secretary, 
Local  Government  Board  [Dewsbury] 

Crete  Reform  proposals.  Details  of,  July 
30,  467. 

Diplomatic   and  Consular  Service 

Commercial  Experience  of  Candidates 
for  Consular  Appointments,  Jtdy 
I      '  30, 458. 

Strengthening  Consular  Service,    pro- 
posals as  to,  July  30,  469. 

Egypt 

British  Garrison — Strength,  Cost,  etc., 
July  30,  458. 

European    Officials    in    Service       of 
Government,  July  30,  467. 

Russo-Japanese  War  —  British  Vessels 
seized  by  Russian  Cruisers,  Progress 
of  Negotiation  for  Settlement  of  Claim 
for,  July  28,  214. 

V^ftnetuelan  Surtax,  proposals  for  Removal 
of,  July  28,  213. 

Bnsh 

Coastguard  Station  Passage,  Public  right 
of  Way  through. 
Q.    Mr.     Clancy;         A.     Mr.     E. 
Robertson,  Aug.  4,  1800.    . 

Busso  Japanese  War 

British  Vessels  seized  by  Russian  Cruisers 
^—Progress  of  Negotiations  for  Settle- 
ment  of  Question. 

Q.    Mr.  C.  Hay ;     A.    Mr.  Runci- 
man,  Jtdy  28,  214. 

Hossell^  Earl 

Leckhampton  Hill  Right  of  Way  Dis- 
turbance— Sentence  on  Barrett,  etc., 
July  30,  327. 
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Antrim  Magistracy,  Religious  and  PoUtiesl 
Opinions  of,  Aug,  1,  1066. 

Fowney — Cattle  Maiming  Outrage,  Beason 
for,  Aug,  1,  1054,  1056. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill, 
Con,,  July  30,  686,  689,  692,  594,  505. 

Street  Betting  Bill,  Com,,  Aug,  1,  116a 

Entherford,  Mr.W.  W.  [Liverpool,  W.Dcibj] 

Army  and  Navy  Expenditure — Surfduaes 
on  one  Vote  apphed  to  meet  Excesses 
on  other  Votes,  July  30,  570,  571,  674, 
676,  678,  582. 

Butherglen  Burgh  Order  Confirmation 
BiU 

I.  3b.  July  31,  698,  602. 

c.  Lords'  Amendts.,  Con.*  Aug.  1,  1084. 

I.  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1791. 

Bnthven  Estate 

MLoughlin,  P.   Reinstatement  Claim  of. 
Q,    Mr.    T.   Smyth;      A,    Mr.    Bryce, 
Aug.  2,  1373,  1374. 

St  Andrews 

University — Degrees  in  Agriculture,  etc.. 
Regulations  as  to,  Presented,  July  31, 
599,  671. 

St  Asaph,  Bishop  of 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2b., 
Atig,  1,  986. 

St  John's  (Westminster)   LnproTement 
BiU 

c.    Lords'  Amendts.,  Con.*  July  27,  57. 
I,  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1792. 

8t  Panoras  Electricity  Bill 

/.  3r.*  July  27,  1. 

c.  Lords*  Amendts.,  Con,*  July  31,  668. 

I,  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1793. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Con.  and  3b.,  July  30,  684. 
I,  iB.*  July  31,  609. 

Salisbury,  Marquess  of 

Calender   of   Manuscripts   Preserved      at 
Hatfield  House — Presented,      Aug.  J, 
1462,   1580. 
Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2b. 

Aug,  1,  1000;    Aug.  3,  1491. 
House  of  Lords  Offices 

Report  of  Select  Committee,  Post- 
ponement of  ConsideratioQ  of, 
proposed,  Aug,  3,  1475. 

Rooms  proposed  to  be  given  OTer  to 
Commons,  Aug.  3,  1475. 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Act  (1898) 
Amendment  Bill,  2b.,  Aug.  3,  1470, 
1573. 

Marriage  with  Foreigners  Bill,  2b.,  July  31, 
609. 

PubUc  Works  (Loans)  BU1»  2b.  Aug,  3, 
1468. 
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July  27 — Aug,  4. 

Salter,  Mr.  C.  [Hampshire,  Basingstoke] 

Army — Decision  in  case  of  Mr.  Bremner, 
A%^.  i,  1042. 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com,,  July  27, 137-140, 
149;    Aug,  5,  1663,  1676,  1677,  1740, 


1741. 

Samnel,    Kr.  H.  L.    Under-Secretary,   Home 
Office  [Yorkshire,  Cleveland] 

Bristol  Ck)rporation  Bill,  Lords*  Amendts., 
Con.,  Aug,  2,  1432. 

Sandhurst,  Lord 

Transvaal 

Civil  Servants,  Position  of,  under  new 
Constitution,  July  31,  633. 

Self-Govemment  Proposals — ^Terms  of 
new   Constitution,    July   31, 
632-635. 

Committee  of  Inquiry,  Work  of, 
July  31,  632-635. 

Satsoon,  Sir  E.  A.  [Hythe] 

China— Anhui  Biining  Trial  Contract,  Pro- 
gress  made  with,  Aug,  1, 1035. 

Saving  Bank 

Post  Office,  8ee  Post  Office  Savings  Bank. 

Seientiflo  Investigation 

Vote  for,  July  31,  823  ;  Aug,  1,  1073. 

Scotland 

Secretary  for-^B,i,  Hon.  J.  Sinclair. 

Lord  Advocate — Rt.  Hon.  T.  Shaw. 

Solicitor-General — Mr.  A.  Ure. 

See  also  names  of  places* 

Agricultural  Holdings    below    £50  annual 
Value. 
Qs,     Bir.    Mitchell-Thomson ;     As. 
Mr.  Sinclair,  Aug,  1,  1051. 

Central  Administrative  Board,  Inquiry  into 
working  of,  proposed. 
•  Os.  Mr.  M.  Ferguson,  Aug.  2,  1455  ; 
Mr.  Morton,   1455,   1456;    Mr. 
Sinclair,   1457,   1458. 

Church   Property  Dispute — Date  of  pre- 
senting Commission  Report. 
Q,     Sir    T.    Glen-Coats;    A,     Mr. 
Sinclair,  July  28,  207. 

Crofters,  etc..  Commission,  Vote  for, 
July  31,  819  ;  Aug.  1,  1072. 

£!ducation,  see  Education,  Scotland. 

Fisheries,  see  under  title  Fisheries. 

Gypsies,  see  that  title. 

Secretary  for.  Vote  for  Office  of,  July  31, 
814 ;  Aug.  1,  1071. 

Scott,  Sir  S.  E.  [Marylebone,  W.] 

Cddstream  Guards  Third  Battalion— De- 
cision as  to  sending  to  Egypt,  July  30, 
445. 
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Sea  Fisheries  (Scotland)  (Application  of 
Penalties)  BiU 

c.   iB.*  Jii/y  3/,  729. 


Sears,  Mr.  J.  E.  [Cheltenham] 

Lsckhampton  Hill  Right  of  Way  Dis- 
turbance— Sentences  inflicted,  etc., 
Aug.  3,  1604. 

Madras  Government  Architect — Regulation 
as  to  private  work,  etc.,  July  30, 
413. 

Seavems,  Mr.  J.  H.  [Lambeth,  Brixton] 

Vaccination  Exemption  Certificates — Case 
of  Mr.  H.  Farrow,  July  27,  63. 

Secret  Service 

Vote  for,  July  31,  813  ;  Aug.  1,  107L 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 

Bt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Elgin. 

Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afbirs 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  E.  Orey. 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment 

Rt,  Hon.  H.  dadsUme. 

Secretary  of  State  for  India 

Bt.  Hon.  J,  Morley. 

Secretary  for  Scotland 

Rt,  Hon,  J,  Sinclair, 

Secretary  of  State  for  War 

Rt.  Hon.  R.  B.  Haldane, 

Seddon,  Mr.  J.  B.  [Lancashire,  S.W.,  New- 
ton] 

Widnes,  Alleged  Interference  with  Right  of 
Public  Meeting,  Aug.  4,  1843. 

Seely,  Major  J.  E.  B.  [Liverpool,  Abercromby] 

Consdidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  Bill 
2b.,  Aug.  e,  1382,  1393. 

Defence  of  the  Empire. 

Committee. 

Constitution  of,  Aug.  2,  1382, 
1383. 

Leader  of  the  Opposition  to  sit 
on,  proposed,  Aug.  2,  1393. 

Party  Element,  Necessity  for 
Elimination  of,  Aug.  2,  1384- 
1386. 

Military  Policy  of  the  Country,  Neoes- 
tity  for  Reform  in,  Aug.  2,  1384, 
1385,  1386. 

Representatives  from  the  Colonies 
and  India,  proposed,  Aug.  2, 
1383,   1384. 

Merchant  Seamen's  Wages,  Remission  of 
Charge  on  Sending  from  Foreign 
Ports,  proposed,  July  3 L  710;  Aug.  2, 
1364,   1361. 
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Seely,  Major  J.  E,  B—conL 

Militia — Lancashire  Royal  Field  Artillery, 
Efficiency  of,  Aug.  3,  1601. 

Transvaal,  Chinese  Labourers,  Murders  by> 
during  First  Six  Months  of  Year,  AtL,. 
2.   1347. 

Servia 

Diplomatic  Relations  with,  Conditions  of 
Renewing   by  Great   Britain. 

Q,    Mr.     Bottomley;     A,    Sir    E. 
Grey,  Aug.  2,   1352. 

Shackleton,     Mr.    D.    [Lancashire,     N.E., 
Clitheroe] 

Factories  —  Time-cribbing,  Necessity  for 
DeaUng  with,  Aug.  1,  1115,  1116,  1117. 

Shuttles  made  of  West  African  Wood, 
Danger  to  Weavers  using,  Liformation 
as  to,  Aug.  1,  1116. 

Street  Betting  Bill,  2r.,  July  31,  868;  Cam., 
Aug.  i,  1161,  1161. 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com.,  July  27,  168, 
193-195 ;  Aug.  3,  1633,  1657, 
1682-1684,  1701,  1716,  1761-1763. 

Committee  Stage,  Proposals  as  to 
Completing,  JtUy  27,  203;  Aug. 
2,  1382. 

Worsthome  Council  School,  Proposals  for 
Closing,  Aug.  3,  1588. 

Shaw,  Et  Hon.  T— Lord-Advocate  [HiMJck 
Burghs] 

Dunblane — Powers  of  Police  to  Deal 
with  Loiterers,  etc.,  Aug.  1,  1052 ; 
Aug.   2,   1373. 

Fatal  Accidents  and  Sudden  Deaths  In- 
quiry (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  July  28, 
278,  279,  280,  283,  284. 

Street  Betting  Bill,  Com.,  Aug.  1,  1164, 
1165,  1169,  1170. 

Sheehan,  Mr.  D.  D.  [Cork  County,  Mid.] 

Ballincollig  Canteen — Decision  as  to  Con- 
tracts of  Canteen  and  Mess  Co-opera- 
tive Society,  Ltd.,  July  30,  449. 

Labourers  (L-eland)  Bill,  Lords'  Amendts., 
Con.,  Aug.  1,  1141. 

Sheep 

Louping-ill  and  Braxy,  Result  of  In- 
quiry into,  etc. 

Os.     Duke  of  Northumberland,  Earl 
Carrington,  July  30,  328,  329. 

Sheep  Scab 

Outbreaks  in  Gloucestershire. 
Q.    Mr.    Essex;    A.    Sir   E.    Strachey, 
July  31,  685. 


INDEX. 
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Shinrna  River 

Fishery  Rights — Claim  of  Earl  of  Annesley, 
etc. 

Qb.      Mr.     MacVeagh ;     As.      Mr. 
Bryce,  J^Uy  31,  718,  719. 
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Pohce  Force,  Strength  of — ^Dutiea  of  Head 
Constable,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.    Reddy;    A.    Mr.    Bryce, 
July  31,  721. 

Shoebnry 

Firing  Practice,  Dangers  of — Inquiry  into 
"Edgar"  Case. 
Q.    Mr.  Whitehead;  A.    Mr.  Hal- 
dane,  Aug.  2,   1345. 

Shop  Hours  Act 

Orders  under.  Presented,  Aug.  1,  882,  1025. 

Shropshire,  Worcestershire,  and  Stafford- 
shire Electric  Power  Bill 

c.  Con.^  July  27,  57. 

3e.*  July  31,  668. 
I.  Commons'  Amendts.  Con.^  July  31,  597. 

Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1792. 

Siberia 

British  Consuls,  Appointment  of,  pro- 
posed. 

Q.    Mr.    FeU;    A.    Sir    E.    Grey 
July  31,  703. 

Simon,  Mr.  J.  A.  [Essex,  Walthamstow] 

Income  Tax  Repayment  Claims,  Arrange- 
ments for  Dealing  with,  Aug.  2,  1335. 

Motor  of  Portuguese  Minister,  Collision  of, 
with  Bicycle — ^Waiving  Diplomatic  Im- 
munity to  permit  of  Prosecution  of 
Chauffeur,  proposed,  July  31,  675. 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com.,  Aug,  3,  1738- 
1740. 

Sinclair,  Et.  Hon.  J.—Seerdary  for  SeoUani 
[Forfarshire] 

Administrative  Boards,  Working  of,  il«f* 

2,  1457,  1468. 

Agricultural  Holdings  below  £50  Anniui 
Value,  Aug.  1,  1051. 

Agricultural  Department  for  Scotland, 
Proposals  as  to  Establishment  of, 
July  28,  265. 

Blairgowrie  Mills — Powers  of  OommlBsioa- 
ers  to  take  away  Water  Storage,  A^^- 

3,  1606. 

Church  Property  Dispute — Date  of  Present, 
ing  Commission  Report,  July  28,  207. 

Congested  Districts  Board,  Land  Purchased 
by.  Price  paid,  etc.,  Aug.  2,  1323. 

Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation  Bill,  2b., 
Aug.  2,  1456. 

Dunblane  Cathedral — Effect  of  Vesting  in 
■  Commissioner  of  Works,  J«c/y  31,  712. 

Education — Secondary  and  Technical 
Schools,  Information  as  to,  Aug.  3, 
1587. 

Estimates,  Time  allowed  for  Discunion  d. 
Aug.  2,  1457. 

German  Gipsies,  Nuisance  caused  by.  JWy 
28,  219. 
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Sinclair,  St  Hon.  J,—€onL 

.  Gourock  Town  Council — Method  of  raising 
Loan  for  Purchase  of  Land,  Aug.  1, 
1028. 

Kilsyth  Academy,  Reason  for  withdrawal 
of  Grant  from,  July  30,  412. 

Land  Commission  for  Scotland,  Proposals  as 
to  Establishment  of,  July  28,  265. 

Land  Commission,  Estimated  Cost  of,  Aug, 
i,  1051. 

Lewis,  Island  of 

Cattle-Housing — Number  of  Houses 
altered  in  Accordance  with  New 
Order,  Aug.  3, 1588. 

Industrial  Training  Scheme,  Applica- 
tions for  Grants  imder,  Juhf  31, 
712. 

Sanitary  Condition,  Proposals  for 
Improving,  July  31,  711. 

Local  Government  Board  —  Members' 
Names,  Conditions  of  Appointment, 
etc.,  Aug.  2,  1324. 

Moray  Firth,  Protection  of,  against  Foreign 
Trawlers,  Aug.  1,  1050. 

Illegal   Trawling   Cases   Reported   by 
Commander     of     H.M.S.     "  Ring- 
dove,'Mti^.  3,  1588. 

National  Galleries  of  Scotland  Bill,  2r.  Jnly 
28,  234,  249,  250. 

Prisons  —  Unproductive  Labour  Machines 
in  use,  July  28,  219. 

Small  Landholders  (Scotland)  Bill,  Intro., 
July  28,  257-266. 

Provisions  of,  Aug.  4, 1840. 

Sutherland 

Main  Roads,  Decision  as  to  Improving, 
Aug.  1,  1051. 

spiers  and  Harbours,  Improvement  of, 
proposed,  Aug.  2,  1372. 

Steamboat  Service  between  Lochinvar 
and  Thurso,  etc.,  proposed,  Aug. 
2,  1372. 

Vaccination  Act — Extension  of  Conscience 
Clause  to  Scotland,  proposed,  July  31, 
712. 

Sinclair  Holyhill  Estate 

Case  of  Kee  v.  Doherty,  Remarks  of  Lord 
Justice  Fitzgibbon,  etc. 

Q.     Mr.     Dodd ;    A.     Mr.     Bryce, 
Aug.  3, 1585. 

Sittings  of  the  Honse 

Saturday,  4th  August — Hour  of  Meeting. 

Q.     Mr.  Morton  ;  A.     Sir  H.  Camp- 
bell-Baancrman,   Aug.  1,   1069. 
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Sligo 

Sawmills  and  Joinery  Company,  Formation 
of 

Responsibility  of  Agrioultiure  Depart- 
ment, etc. 

Q.  Mr.  Fethcrstonhaugh ;  A, 
Mr.  Bryce,  July  30,  426, 
427 ;  Aug.   3,   1596. 

Trustees  of  Mr.  B.  Cochran's  Gift  of 
£10,000. 
Q.    Mr.  Fetherstonhaugh ;    A . 
Mr.  Cherry,  July  31,  684. 

Sloan,  Mr.  T.  H.  [Belfast,  S.] 

Army — Good  Conduct  Medal,  Conditions  of 
.Granting,  July  30,  428. 

Belfast  Post  Office  Clerical  Staff  Memorial, 
Reply  to,  Aug.  1,  1028. 

Counter  Work,  Facilities  for  Learning. 
Aug.  4,  1794. 

Overseership,  Promotion  to,  Aug.  2, 
1331. 

Postmaster's  Evidence  before  Select 
Committee  as  to  Postmen's  Wages, 
Aug.  4,  1794. 

Smoke  Nuisance,  Measures  for  Abate- 
ment of,  Aug.  2,  1331. 

Constabulary — Cast-off  Clothing,  Disposal 
of,  July  27,  66. 

Dublin  Corporation — Charges  agair.st 
Councillors,  Result  of  Investigation, 
etc.,  Aug.  3,  1597. 

Education 

Intermediate  Board,  Parliamentary 
Control  over,  Aug.  4,  1806. 

Primary  System,  Necessity  for  Im- 
proving, Aug.  4,  1806. 

Schools,  Non-vested — Number  Re- 
ported as  Unsanitary,  etc.,  July  30, 
443. 

Starkie,  Dr.,  Religion  of,  Aug.  1,  1067. 

Local  Grovemment  Boanl  Officials,  In- 
formation given  in  Return  as  to,  July 
31,  718. 

Magistrates,  Appointment  of — Proportion 
of  Unionists,  July  30,  460. 

Maltfc 

Military  Band,  Performance  at  Em- 
pire Day  Fete  at  Jesuit  College, 
Aug.  2,  1326. 

Protestants,  Restrictions  on — Cor- 
respondence, Date  of  Tabling, 
July  30,  454,  455. 

Militia  Recruiters,  Allowance  to,  July  30, 
427. 

Natal — Church  of  England  Bishop,  Re- 
fusal of  Archbishop  to  Consecrate — 
Government  Proposals  as  to  taking 
Action,  Aug.  4,  1801. 

Newcastle  Foreshore,  Holder  of  Lease  of, 
Aug.  2,  1377. 


Slo—Soul 
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Sloan,  Mr.  T.  H.— con^. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill, 
Con.,  July  30,  688-690,  696,  696. 

Taxation — Surveyors*  Clerks,  Decision  as 
to  Position  of,  July  27,  64;  Aug.  1, 
1038,  1039. 

Wicklow  Harbour  Works,  Allocation  of 
Contract  for,  July  27, 62, 

Small  Landholders  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  July  28,  267. 
iB.*  July  28,  278. 

Debate  on  Introduction  (Commons)  July 
28,  267. 

Amendment  and  Extension  of  Crofters 
Acts  within  the  Crofter  Area,  268, 
269. 

Bequest  and  Assignation  of  Tenancy, 
Powers  as  to,  269. 

Congestion,  Relief  Work  of  Crofter 
Commissioners,  269,  260,  266,  273. 

"Crofter,"  Definition  of,  269,  260, 
261,  267. 

Crofter  Tenancies,  New,  Powers  for 
Creation  of,  269,  263,  264. 

Crofters*  Acts,  Provisions  and  Machi- 
nery of,  July  28,  268,  260-262. 

Financial  Arrangements,  266. 

Grants  or  Loans,  Provisions  as  to,  264* 

Holder  of  Land  to  have  Power  to  use 
Land  for  Subsidiary  or  Aiixiliary 
Occupations,  269. 

Land  Commission 

Compulsory  Powers  of  Purchase, 
Granting  to,  proposed,  276, 
276. 

EstabUshment  of,  264,  266,  276. 

Leaseholders  Admitted  to  benefits  of 
the  Act,  269,  267,  268,  271. 

Minimum  Number  of  Competent  Ap- 
plicants, Reduction  ot,  269. 

Qualifying  Rental ;  Limit  Raised 
from  £30  to  £60,  269,  271,  272, 
276. 

Restrictions  Limiting  Available  Land 
under  Section  13  of  Act  of  1886, 
Removal  of,  268. 

Land  Commission,  Estimated  Cost  of,  etc. 
08.  Mr.  Sinclair,  July  28,  265;    Mr. 

Ainsworth,  276. 
Q.      Mr.      Mitchell  •  Thomson ;       A. 
Mr.  Sinclair,  Aug.  1,  1061. 

Provisions  of 
Oa.     Mr.  M.  Ferguson,  Aug.  4,  1837  ;  Mr. 
Morton,  1839,  Mr.  Sinclair,  1840. 

Smeaton,  Mr.  B.  M    [StirUngshlre] 

Kilsyth  Academy,  Reason  for  Withdrawal 
of  Grant  from,  JtUy  30,  412. 

National  Galleries  of  Scotland  Bill,  2&., 
July  28,  226. 
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Smith,  Mr.  F.  E.  {Liverpool*  Walton] 

Egypt — British    Garrison,    Proposals    for 


Reinforcement  of,  July  30,  446. 

Trade  Disputes  BiU,  Com.,  July  27,  189- 
193.  197 ;  Aug.  3,  1612,  1616,  1617. 
1716-1720,  1781-1783. 

Transvaal,  Chinese  Labourers.  Repatria* 
tion  of — Amended  Notifioatkmt  In- 
telUgibiUty  of,  Aug.  2,  1348. 

Smyth,  Mr.  T.  [Leitrim,  S.] 

Army  Pensions — Case  of  T.  H.  Bryson, 
Aug.  2,  1346. 

KiUafee— Reinstatement  Claim  of  D.  Ma- 
guire,  Aug.  2,  1373. 

Leitrim  Congested  Districts — ^Proposals  as 
to  holding  Royal  Commission  Sitting, 
July  31,  714. 

Lisdrumrea  Postal  Facilities,  ImproTemeat 
of,  proposed,  July  31,  726. 

Marsham  Estate  Evicted  Tenants,  Rein- 
statement of,  July  31,  715. 

Pennyfeather  Estate  —  Reinstatement 
Oaim  oi  P.  Pranty,  July  31,  714. 

Ruthven  Estate — Reinstatement  Claim  of 
P.  McLoughlin,  Aug.  2,  1373. 

Soames,  Mr.  A.  W.  [Norfolk,  8.] 

Artillery,  Field — Horses  reouired  for  Mobil- 
isation  under  New  Scbme,  July  31, 
696. 

Solioitor-Oeneral 

Sir  W.  S.  Bobson, 

Solioitor-Oeneral  for  Ireland 

Mr.  R.  Barry. 

SolicitorOeneral  for  Scotland 

Mr.  A.  Ure. 

Solicitors  Bill 

e.   Com,  Rep.  and  3r.,  Ju!y  31,  879. 
/.   Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

South  African  War 

Compensation  Claims. 

Chiveiback,  Dr..  Case  of. 

Q.    Mr.  J.  BiL  Robertson ;    A.    Mr. 
Churchill,  July  30,  455. 

Policy  of  His  Majesty*s  (Government 
as  to. 
09.  Earl  of  Elgin,  J«/y  J/,  625 : 
Mr.    Churchill,    751  ;     Mr. 
Lyttdton,  763. 

Paul,  Mr.  H.,  Allegations  against — Personal 
Explanation  (Viscount  Halifax),  Aug. 
3,  1465. 

Stores,  etc..  Royal  Commiasion 

Audit  of  Accounts,  Expenditure  on. 
Q.  Mr.  Higham ;  A.  Mr.  McKeona, 
Aug.  2,  1334. 

Report,  etc..  Presented,  A^g.  2,  1179, 
1318. 
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SoQth-Eaftem  and  London  Chatham  and 
Dover  Bailways  Bill 

c.    3r.*  Jti/y  21,  57. 

1?.    Commons*   Amendts.   eon,*    July  30, 

285. 
/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1792. 

Sonfh  Lincdnshire  Water  Bill 

/.  3b.*  Jvly  27,  1. 

c.   Lords*  Amendts.  con,*  July  SI,  668. 

I.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1793. 

South  Wales  Electrical  Power  Distribn- 
tion  Company  Bill 

c.   Lords*  Amendts.  con.*  July  32,  668. 
I.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1793. 

Sonthport  and  Lytham  Tramroad  (Exten- 
sion of  Time)  Bill 

/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1791. 

Sonthwark,  Bishop  of 

Education  (England  and  Wales  )  Bill,  2b., 
Aug.  2,  1192,  1202. 

Speaker 

Irrelevant  Observations,  July  28,  255. 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill — Amendments  not 
within  the  Competence  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  Aug.  1,  1140. 

Matter  outside  scope  of  debate.  Intro- 
duction of,  Aug.  2, 1456. 

Questions,  see  that  title. 

Public  Works  Loans  Bill,  2b. —  Division 
challenged,  July  31,  879. 

Standing  Orders 

Amendment  of 

Motion  (Earl  of   Onslow),   July   31, 
600-602. 

Stanley,  Mr.  A-  L.  [CJbeshire,  Eddisbury] 

House  of  Commons  Kitchen  Committee, 
Cheshire  Cheese  supplied  by,  Aug.  2, 
1370,  1371. 

Stanley  of  Alderley>  Lord 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2b., 
Aug.  1,  920;  Aug.  2,  1199  ;  Aug.  3, 
1528. 

Stanmore,  Lord 

Ceylon  Irriffation  Works 

Admimstering,  Proposals  for,  etc., 
July  30,  324. 

Tabling  Correspondence  between 
Colonial  Office  and  the  Governor, 
proposed,  July  30,  324. 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  2b., 
Aug.  3,  1642. 

Stationery  and  Printing 

Vote  for,  Jvly  31,  813  ;  Aug.  1,  1071. 

Statistics 

Abstract  (foreign  Countries,  1894-1904), 
Presented,  Aug.  3, 1462, 1581. 
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Statute  Law  Bevlsion  (Scotland)  Bill 

I.  Com.  Rep.  and  3b.,  Aug.  1,  1022. 
c   Lords*  Amendts.  con.,  Aug,  2,  1382. 
I,  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1790. 

Steadman,  Mr.  W.  C.  [Ffaisbury,  Central] 

Birmingham  Housing  Committee  v.  J. 
Rc^erick,  Decision  in  Case  of,  Aug,  3» 
1591. 

Post  Office 

Sunday  Duty,  Pay  for,  Aug.  f,  1330. 

Travelling  Letter  Sorters  —  Compensa- 
tion paid  to  Mr.  Winskil  by  Rail- 
way Company,  Aug.  1,  1035. 

Telegraph  Office,  Central  —  Case  of 
Evershed,  Aug.  2,  1330. 

Stewart.  Mr.  H.  [Greenock] 

Small  Landholders  (Scotland)  Bill ;  Litro., 
July  28,  276. 

Stibbert  Bequest 

Negotiations  with  Executors  as  to. 

Qs.  Mr.  Hay  ;  As.  Sir  H.  Campbell- 
Bannerman,  July  28,  220. 

Stirling 

King's  Park — Disposal  of  Adjoining  Land 
for  Building  Purposes. 

Qs.  Mr.  Morton,  Mr.  Younger;  A, 
Mr.  McKenna,  Aug.  1,  1046, 
1047. 

Stobs  Camp 

See  under  Army. 

Stomoway  • 

See  under  Lewis,  Island  ol 

Strachey,  SirE  [Somerset,  S.] 

Avon  and  Stour  Conservancy  Extension — 
Proposals  as  to  Tabling  Report,  Aug.  1, 
1040  ;  Aug.  2,  1337. 

Dogs  BiU,  Lords*  Amendts.,  Con.,  Aug,  2, 
1459. 

Dublin  Ordnance  Survey  Staff— Case  of 
Mr.  J.  Pagan,  Aug.  2, 1381. 

Fertilisers  and  Feeding  Stuffs  Bill  Regula- 
tions, Appointment  of  Committee  to 
Consider,  proposed,  Aug.  3,  1594. 

Kent  Hop  Industry,  Condition  of — Pro- 
posals for  Restricting  Importation  of 
Foreign  Hops,  etc.,  Aug.  1,  1038. 

Kew  Gardens— Plants  sent  to  Private 
Establishments  during  last  five  Years, 
Aug.  3,  1605. 

Sheep  Scab  Outbreaks  in  Gloucestershire, 
July  31,  685. 

Wye  Salmon  Fisheries — By-law  as  to  Use 
of  Drift  Net,  Aug.  2,  1371. 

Strans,  Mr.  B.  S.  [Tower  Hamlets,  MUe  Endl 
Regent  Street  Quadrant,  Decision  as  to 
Design  for  Re-building,  July  30, 471. 


Str— Ten] 


Street  Betting  BiU 

e.  2b.  July  31,  860. 

Com,  and  Bep.,  Aug^^  1,  1144. 
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Street  Traffic 

Traffic  Board,  Proposals  as  to — London 
County  Council  Opinion,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  Hay ;    A,  Sir  H.  Campbell- 
Banncrman,  Jvly  28,  220. 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.  [Sunderland] 

Census  of  Production  Bill,  2r.,  Aug.  7,  1 172. 

Factory  Insp^ectors,  Metho<l  and  Conditions 
of  Appointment,  Aug.  i,  1 1 15. 

Sullivaib  Mr.  D.  [Westmeath,  S  ] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill, 
Con.,  July  30,  584,  585,  591. 

Sammerbell,  Mr.  T.  [Sunderland] 

House  of  Commons  Kitchen  Committee 
Employees,  Information  as  to,  Aug.  1, 
1049. 

Kew  Gardens — Plants  sent  to  Private 
Establishments,  etc..  During  last  Five 
Years,   Aug.  3,  1605. 

Supply 

See  also  Army,  Navy  and  Civil  Service 
Estimates. 

Grant  out  of  Consolidated  Fund  towards 
making  good.  Com.*  July  31,  850 ; 
Rep.*  Aug.  i,  1137. 

Scottish  Estimates,  Inad'^quate  Time  Al- 
lowed for  Discussion  of. 

Os.  Mr.  M.  Ferguson,  Aug.  2,  1454 ; 
Mr.  Morton,  1455,  1456;  Mr. 
Sinclair,  1457. 

Surveys 

Vote  for,  July  31,  810  ;  Aug.  7,  1070. 

Sutherland 

Main  Roads,  Decision  as  to  Improving. 

Q.  Mr.  Morton ;  A.  Mr.  Sinclair, 
Aug.  1,  1051. 

Piers  and  Harbours,  Improvement  of, 
proposed. 

Q.  Mr.  Morton ;  A.  Mr.  Sinclair, 
Aug.  2,  1372. 

Steamboat  Service  between  Lochinvar  and 
Thurso,  etc.,  proposed. 
Q.  Mr.    Morton ;     A.  Mr.    Sinclair, 
Aug.  2,  1372. 

Sutton  District  Water  Bill 

/.  3r.*  July  30,  285. 

r.  Ijords*  Amend ts..  Con.*  July  31,  668. 

/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1792. 

Tarbert  [Kerry] 

Proccps  Server  Mnngan.  Duties  of,  etc. 

V.  Mr.  Flavin :  A.  Mr.  Hryoo, 
A  ug.  4,  1 798,  1 71M), 

8S 


Collectors  of  Taxes,  Conditions  of  Appoint- 
ment of. 
Q.  Mr.    Bowles;    A,   Mr.    ABq«iitli« 
Aug.  2,  1356. 

Local  Taxation 

Licence  Duties,  etc.  (1905-6) — Return 
ordered  and  Presented,  Aug,  2, 
1321,    1460. 

Returns  1904-5,  Presented,  Aug.  2, 
1320. 

Surveyors*  Clerks,  Decision  as  to  PosiUoo 
of. 

Qs.  Mr.  Sloan  As.  Mr.  McKenna, 
July  27,  64,  65 ;  Aug.  1,  1038. 
1039. 


Tay  River 


pilots.  Conditions  of  Granting  Certificates 
to. 
Qs.     Mr.    Wilkie,    Mr.    Joyc* ;    As. 
Mr.  Lloyd>Goorge,  Aug.  2,  1359. 


Tea 

Duty,  Amount  paid  under  Concession. 
Q.     Mr.  Nield ;    ^.    Mr.    Asquith.    July 
28,  214. 

Telegraph  Service 

See  also  names  of  places. 

Central  Telegraph   Office 

Evershed.   Case  of. 
Q.     Mr.   Steadman     A.     Mr.    Bux- 
ton, Aug.  2,  1330,  1331. 

Supervisory  Duties,  Testing  of  Quali. 
fications  for. 
Q.    Mr.    J.    Bethell;    A.     Mr. 
Buxton,  July  27,  62. 

Foreign    Written    Telegrams — Regulations 
Presents,  July  27,  60. 

Inspectorship,     Assistant,     of     Telegraph 
Messengers,   Drill  QuaUfication  for. 
Q.     Mr.    Hudson ;    A.     Blr.     Bax> 
ton,  Aug.  2,   1365,   1366. 

Poles,  Allocation  of  Orders  for  Creoeoting. 
Q.     Mr.  J.  A.  Bryoe ;  A.     Mr.  Buxtoa« 
Aug.  2,  1366. 

Subsidies,  Vote  for.  July  31,  829  ;  Aug.  1, 
1073. 

Temporary  Commistioni 

Vote  for,  July  31,  837  :  Aug.  1,  1074. 

Tennant.  Mr.  H.  J.  [Berwickflhire] 

Aniline  Dyeing  Trade,  Regulations  for. 
Necessity  for  Scheduling  as  a  dan- 
gerous Trade,  etc.,  Aug.  1,  1()88. 

Electrical  Generating  Work*,  Nrcrsjtiiy 
for  SjM»cial  Regulaticns  for,  -4»f.  i, 
10H7,  1088. 


[i-oni. 


Vol  162.] 


Tenli^itt,  Kr.  H-  S.-eont. 

Factories 

Fire,  Proyision  of  Means  of  Escape 
from,  Auif.  1,  1087. 

Sanitary  Ck)ndition  of  Jam,  Pickle  and 
Fruit  Preserving  Factories,  Aug. 
U  1086. 

Shnttlea  made  of  West  African  Wood, 
Dangerous  Nature  of  Trade,  Aug. 
1,  1088,  1089. 

Fish-curing  Industry,  Conditions  of  Em- 
ployment of  Women,  Aug.  7,  1085. 

Laundries,  Conditions  of  Employment  in, 
Necessity  for  Increasing  Inspection, 
etc.,  Aug.  1,  1089. 

Terrington 

Telegraphic  I>ela3rs  at,  alleged. 

Q.     Mr.    G.    White;    A.     Mr.    Buxton, 
July  30,  466. 

Thomas,  Sir  A.  [Glamorganshire,  E.] 

Navy,  Reduction  of.  Proposals  as  to,  July 
27,    103. 

ThomaSSOn,  Mr.  P.  {Leicester] 

Bissett.  Mr.  C,  Case  of.  July  31,  676. 

Thorne,  Mr.  W.  [West  Ham,  &] 

Death  Duties — Payments  during  last  Six 
Years.  Aug.  2,   1365. 

West  Ham 

Burgess  Roll,  Persons  entitled  to  be 
Registered  on,  Aug.  2,  1361. 

Schools — Alleged  Overcrowding  at  Her- 
mit Road  and  Star  Lane,  July  30, 
468. 

Unemployed  Distress  Committee. 
Grant  to,  proposed,  Aug.  2,  1363. 

Thornton,  Mr.  P.  M.  [Clapham] 

London  County  Coimcil  Expenditure  in 
Promoting  and  Opposing  Bills  during 
last  Six  Years,  Aug.  1,  1037 ;  Aug.  3, 
1604. 

Tihet 

Convention 

Date  of  Tabling  Ratification,  etc. 
Q.   Sir  H.  Cotton  ;    A.  Sir  E.  Grey. 
July  31,  674. 
Presented,  Aug.  1,  882,  1025. 

Indian  Tea,  Conditions  of  Import,  etc. 
Qs.    Mr.  Laidlaw ;  As.   Mr.  Morley,  July 
31,  699. 

Tobacco 

Ireland,  Cultivation  in — Result  of  Nego- 
tiations. 

Q.     Mr.     W.     Redmond;    A.     Mr. 
Bryce,  July  30,  443. 

Todmorden  Corporation  Bill 

f.  liords*  Amendts.  con.*  July  27,  57. 
/.  Royal   Assent,   Aug.   4,    \W1. 
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Postal   Facilities,    Improvement   of,    pro* 
posed. 
Q.    Mr.  Mitchell-Thomson ;  A.    Mr. 
Buxton,  Aug.  1,  1036,  1036. 

Tormarton 

Postal  Facilities.Proposab  for  Improvement 
of. 

Q.    Mr.  Rendall ;    A.  Mr.  Buxton, 
July  31,  707. 

Torquay 

Election — Procedure  in  Proeeciiting  Mr. 
Blackler  for  Corrupt  Practices. 

Q.     Sir  J.  Kennaway;    A.    Sir  J. 
Walton,  Aug.  2,  1333. 

Torrance,  Mr.  A.  M.  [Glasgow,  Central] 

Gourock — Method  of  raising  Loan  for  Land 
bought  by  Toi%n  Council,  Aug.  1,  1027. 

Tottenham  and  Edmonton  Gas  Bill 

c.  Lords*  Amendts.  eon.*  July  27, 67. 
I.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1792. 

Tonlmin,  Mr.  G.  [Bury,  Lancashire] 

Poor  Law  ChiMren  and  the  Special  Schools 
of  the  Metropolitan  Asylums  Board, 
July  30,  410. 

Trade,  Board  of 

President — Rt.  Hon.  J).  Uoyd-Georije. 

Parliamentary  Secretary — Mr.  H.  E. 
Kearley. 

Bankruptcy  Department,  Vote  for,  July  31$ 
813  ;  Aug.  1, 1071. 

Vote  for,  July  31,  813 ;    Aug.  1, 1071. 

Trade  Disputes  [Government]  Bill 

c.  Com.,  July  27,  120 ;  Aug.  3,  1607. 

Committee  Stage,  Proposals  as  to  Com* 
pleting. 

Os.  Sir  E.  Carson,  July  27,  203, 
204;  Mr.  Shackleton,  203; 
Mr.  G.  Whiteley,  203,  20  i. 
Q.  Mr.  Shackleton;  A.  Sir  H. 
CampbeU-Bannerman,  Aug.  2, 
1382. 

Debates  in  Committee  (Commons),  July  27 ^ 
120 ;    Aug.  3, 1607. 

Allen  V.  Flood,  Case  of,  1740. 

Bowen  r.  Hall,  Case  of,  1686. 

Boycotting    Legalised    by     the    Bill, 
Alleged,  1699-1704. 

Breach  of  Contract 

Law  as  to  Actions  for,  174-180, 
1677-1692. 

Picketing  not  to  be  used  to 
Procure,  1663-1666,  1677, 
1678. 

[cvlU. 


Tra— Tra] 


INDEX. 

July  27 — Aug.  4, 


[Vol  162. 


Trade  IMsputes  [Oovemment]  BUl'-cont. 

dause  I. 

"Actionable  as  a  Tort,"  Ex- 
planation of  Phrase,  174-180- 

['  Confining  Operation  of  Clause  to 
Qennine  Trade  Disputes  "  for 
the  Purpose  of  Lawful  Gain, 
or  the  Enjojrment  of  Lawful 
Rights  "  proposed,  153-159. 

Limiting  to  Disputes  as  to  Wages 
or  other  Conditions  of  Labour, 
proposed,  160-163. 

Line  12,  Omission  of  Words 
"  actionable  as  a  Tort,**  and 
insertion  of  Words  "  a 
Criminal  Offence,**  proposed, 
168-172. 

Omission  of  Words  "  Contempla- 
tion or,*'  proposed,  120-134. 

Clause  3,  Omission  of,  proposed,  1699. 

Clause  4,  Omission  of  until  after  New 
Clauses,  proposed,  1707-1712. 

Conspiracy,  Law  of,  1616-1620. 

Legal  Eemedy  for,  Alleged  Liter- 
ference  with  by  Clause  I,  120- 
134,  168. 

Limiting  what  mieht  be  done  to 
Actions  which  should  not 
cause  Damage,  165-168. 

Definition  of  a  Trade  Dispute,  Neces- 
sity for,  137-150, 1676, 1677, 1729. 

Funds  of  Unions,  Exemption  of,  from 
Liability  for  Acts  of  Agents, 
proposed,  1709-1726,  1729-1746, 
1751-1765. 

Gye  V.  Lumley,  Case  of,  1686. 

Injury  in  Pursuance  of  a  Malicious 
Intention,  Right  to  bring  Action  in 
Cases  of,  172-174. 

Intimidation,  Limiting  Responsibility 
of  Trade  Unions  as  to,  nroposai, 
169-172, 

Mogul  Case,  Principle  of,  153. 
New  Clause  y 

Out  of  "  Order  of  Leave,"  Alleged, 
1733. 

Scope  and  Effect  of,  1708-1712, 
1720-1723,  1729-1746. 

Picketing,  Peaceful  Persuasion,  etc. 

Confining  to  Persons  concerned  in 
Disputes.  nroDosed,  1641- 
1648. 

Employers,  Extension  of  Privi- 
leges to,  proposed,  1612-1614, 
1615-1620. 

Limiting  number  to  three,  pro- 
posed,   183-200,    1607-1610. 
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Trade  Disputes  [Oovenuiient]  Bffl-^eoMt 

Picketing 

Nuisance,  Law  of,  Ezemptimk  of 
Persons  engaged  in  Fickeliiig 
from,    proposed,    1665-1660. 

"  Peaceably  and  in  a  BeasonaUe 
Manner,*'  Omission  of  Words, 
proposed,     1629-1638. 

Persons  engaged  in  to  be  ap- 
pointed by,  BSkd  act  on 
behalf  of.  a  Trade  Union, 
proposed,    1610-1612. 

Pledge  given  as  to  not  sitting  after 
11  p.m.  on  Committee  Stage, 
1765-1776. 

Policy  of  the  Government,  1708-1712, 
1717,  1723-1726.  1729-1732, 1734. 
1741,  1742. 

Prohibitions  of  Actions  of  Tort 
against  Trade  Unions  of 
Masters  or  Men  except  in 
Special  Circumstances  — 
New  Clause  1729-1746. 

Branches  of  Unions,  Incluaioa 
oU   1749,   1750. 

Injunctions,  Actions  for.  Possi- 
bility of  bringing,  1752-1766. 

**  Tortious,'*  Omission  of  word, 
proposed,  1752. 

Tmstees,  Question  as  to  Liability 
of,   1775-1785. 

Report    Stage,     Allowing     Adequate 
Time  for  Discussion  of,   1765. 

Quinn  V.  Leathern,  Case  of,  122,  123, 
145. 

Taff  Vale  Case,   177,   1746, 

Trade  Peports 

Annual  Series  Pros  sated,  Jultf  27,  3,  60; 
July  30,  287,  407. 

Miscellaneous  Series  Presented,     July  27, 
3,   60. 

Tramways  Act 

Report  of  Proceedings  under.   Presented, 
Aug.  1,  881,  1026. 

Tramways  and  Light  Sailways  (Street 
and  Bead) 

Return  Presented,  Aug,  1,  1026. 

Tramways  Orders  Gonflrmation  Bill 

c   Rep.*  July  27,   58. 

Con.*  and  3e.*  July  SO,  403. 
/.    Commons*    Amendts.    eon.*   July  Zh 
697. 

Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4,  1791. 

Transvaal 

Bewaarplatzen,  Information  as  to. 

Q  Mr.  J.  R.  Macdonald;  A.  Mr. 
Churchill,  July  30,  451 ;  Aug.  U 
1045. 

\comL 
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British  Indians  in»  Disabilities  oi 
Os.    BCr.  Reee,  Aug.  2,  1418 ;    Aug.  4, 
1813. 

Bywoners,  Number  of. 
Q.    Mr.  MitcheU-ThomsoQ ;        A.    Mr. 
Ohurohill,  Aug.  2,   1349. 

COiineee  Labour 
Orime 

Decrease  in.  Reason  for. 

Q,    Mr.  Fell;     A,    Mr.  Chur- 
chill,  Jvly  31,  701. 

Measures  proposed  for  Protection 
of  white  people. 
Q,    Sir  H.  Craik :  A.    Mr. 
Churchill,  Jvly  30, 456. 

Statistics  as  to. 
Os,    Mr.  Mackamess,  Avg.    4, 
1810;  Mr.  Churchill,  1819. 

Immorality  among.  Allegations  as  to. 
Os,     Mr.  Mackamess,  Aug,  4,  1810  ; 
Mr.     Church'U,     1820;         Mr. 
Fiennes,  1822. 

Murders  by,  daring  first  six  months 
of  year. 
Q,    Major  Seely  ;  i4.  Mr.  Chur- 
chiU,  Aug,   2,   1347. 

Opium.  Restrictions  on  Sale  of. 
Q,     Mr.    Biker;       A,    Mr.    Chur- 
chill,  July  30,  466,  467. 

Ordinance,    Abrogation  of — Clause  in 
new  Constitution  as  to. 

Os,    Earl   of   Elgin,   July   31, 
624;     Mr,  Churchill,  749. 

epatoiation 

Amended  Notice,  Result  of. 
Qs,     Mr.  Fetherstonhaugh  ;  As, 

Mr.  Churchill,  July  28,  211. 

Aug,  1,  1045. 
Q.    Mr.  F.  E.  Smith  ;   A.     Mr. 

Churchill,  Aug,  2,  1348. 

hange  of  Mind,  Procedure     in 
Case  of 
Q.    Sir  H.  Craik;  A,     Mr. 
Churchill,  ^tiflr.  2,  1348. 

Expediting  of,   proposed. 
Os.    Mr.   Mackamess,  Auf.   4, 
1810. 

White  Labour;  Effect  on  Employ- 
ment of. 
Qs,     Mr.  Fienno8,  Aug,  4, 
1810,       1811    ;        Mr. 
ChurchiU,  1821,  Mi.  J. 
M.    Robertson,     1821. 

GiTil  Service,  British     and  Boors  in. 
Q.    Mr.    Mitchell-Thomson;       A,    Mr. 
ChurchiU,  Aug,  2,  1349. 

Labour ,  Supply  of — Policy  of  His  Majesty's 

Qovemment  as  to. 

Os.     Viscount  Mihier,  July  31,  656, 

657;  Mr.  ChurchiU,  748,  749; 

Mr.    Lyttclton,    763  ;     Sir    C. 

Dilke,  768. 
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Land  Settlement,  Board  to  deal  with,  pro 


posed  Establishment  of. 
Os,    Earl  of  Elgin,  July  31,  621 ; 
Viscount  MUner,  663,  654 :  Mr. 
ChurohUl,    749-751;       Mr.    R. 
Isaacs,  778,  779. 

Maddison,  Rev.  G.,  Assault  on,  by  Natives* 
Measures  for  Protection  of  white  people, 

etc  ,  .„ 

Q,    Mr.  Reee;    A,    Mr.  ChurchiU, 

Aug.   2,   1347. 
Native  Labour 

Kaffirs  in  Mines,  Number  of. 
Q,    Lord    Oastlereagh;        A,    Mr. 
ChurchiU,  July  30,  463. 

Recruitment.— Reason  for  EstabUsh- 

ing.     Agency   to   Compete   with 

WHwatersrand     Native     Labour 

Association,  etc. 

Os,  Lord  Harris,  July  27,  7  ; 

Earl  of  Elgin,  10. 

Natives,   Franchise      for.    Question   of— 
Terms  of  Treaty  of  Vereenigung,  etc. 

Os,  Earl  of  Elgin,  July  31,  623,  624  ; 
Viscount  Milner,  666;  Marquess 
of  Ripon,  666 ;  Mr.  ChurchiU, 
746,  747. 

Rights  of.  Proposals  as  to  Safeguard- 
ing. 

Os,  Earl  of  Elgin,  July  31,  623, 
624;  Marquess  of  Lansdowne, 
660;    Mr.  ChurchiU,    747; 
Sir  C.  DiUte,  770-772. 

Population— Number  of  White  Adult  Males, 

Q,  Mr.  Herbert ;   A,  Mr.  ChurchiU, 
July  31,  eni,  678. 

Self-Govemment  for— Terms  of  New  Con- 
stitution. 
Os,  Duke  of  Marlborough,  July 
31,  625-632;    Lord   Sand- 
hurst,    632-636  ;       Lord 
Harris,     635-640  ;      Lord 
Courtney,   640-646   ;    Vis- 
count    Milner,     646-658 ; 
Marquess    of    Lansdowne. 
658-662  ;      Marquess     <f 
Ripon,     662-667 ;        Mr. 
Lyttelton,753-764 ;    Sir  C. 
DiUce,    764-773;     Sir    G. 
Parker,  773-776  ;     Mr.  R. 
Isaacs,   776-779;    Mr.   E. 
Cecil,        779-782  ;       Mr. 
Everett,  782-784;        Mr. 
Wedgwood,  784-788;    Mr. 
Molteno,    788-794;       3ir. 
Amold-Forster,     794-795 ; 
Mr.  J.  R.  Macdonald,  795- 
798;    Mr.   A.  J.   Balfour, 
798-804 ;   Mr.  Mackamess, 
Aug,  4,  1809 ;    Mr.  J.  R. 
Macdonald,   1814;         Mr. 
ChurchUl,   1818.  ^  «i  1  \^ 
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SeH-Govermnent  for—con^. 

Allocation  of  Seats — Proposals  as  to. 
0$.  Earl  of  Elgin,  Jvly  31,  618 
619  ;  Duke  of  Marlborough 
620,  630  ;  Lord  Sandhurst 
632 ;  Lord  Harris,  638, 639 
Lord  Courtney,  642,  643 
Viscount  Milner.  660-662 
,.  Marquess  of  Ripon,  666 

Mr.     CJhurchill.     737-743 
Mr.  Lyttelton,  761 ;  Mr.  R. 
Isaacs,  777,  778. 
Alteration  of  Terms  after  Granting, 
Powers  as  to. 
Q.    Sir   W.   Kimber  ;    A.  Mr. 
Churchill,  Aug.  2,  1327. 

Automatic    Redistribution    and    New 

Election  of  Assembly  every  Five 

Years,  proposed. 

Os.  Earl  of  Elgin.  July  31,  616  ; 

Duke  of  Marlborough,  628. 

Census  Figures  to  be  used  for  distribu- 
tion of  Seats  instead  of  Voters* 
RoU. 

Os,  Earl  of  Elgin,  July  31,  617, 
618;  Duke  of  Marlborough, 
628;  Mr.  Churchill,  737- 
743;  Mr.  Lyttelton,  760, 
761  ;  Sir  G.  Parker,  775 ; 
Mr.  Wedgwood,  784.. 

Civil  Servants,  Position  of. 

Os.  Duke  of  Marlborough,  July  31  r 
631  ;  Lord  Sandhurst,  633 ; 
Lord  Harris,  636. 637  ;  Viscount 
Milner.  666  ;  Earl  of  Elgin,  666  ; 
Mr.  Lyttelton,  758;  Mr.  E. 
Cecil,   781. 

Clause    Abrogating    Chinese    Labour 
Ordinance  after  Reasonable  Time. 
Os.  Eari  of  Elgin,  July  31,  624  ; 
Mr.  Churchill,  749. 

Committee,  Work  of.  Date  of  Pub- 
lishing Report,  etc. 
Os.  Earl  of  Elgin,  July  31,  614, 
616  ;  Duke  of  Marlborough, 
627;  Lord  Sandhurst,  632- 
636  ;  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe,  668.  659;  Mr. 
Churchill,  733.  796;  Mr. 
Lyttelton,  764,  769,  760; 
Mr.  E.  Cecil,  779. 

Date  of  Coming  into  Effect. 

Q.  Mr.  Gibbs  ;  A.  Mr.  Churchill, 
Aug.  2,  1356. 

Dutch  Ascendency  as  Resulting  from. 
Allegations  &s  to. 

Os*  Duke  of  Marlborough,  July 
31,  629-632  ;  Lord  Harris, 
636-640;  Lord  Courtney, 
641;  Viscount  Mihier,  649- 
662 ;  Marquis  of  Lans- 
downc,  661,  Mr.  Lyttelton, 
767-769 ;  SirC.  Dilke,  765- 
767 ;  Sir  G.  Parker.  774- 
776;  Mr.  R.  Isaacs,  777^ 
778 ;  Mr.  E.  Cecil,  781  ; 
Mr.  Wedgwood,  784-786; 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  801-804. 


Transvaal— «ow<. 

Self-Govemmont  for — eont. 

Dutch   or   English  to   be  spoken  in 
Debates. 

Os.  Earl  of  Elgin,  July  31,  620 ; 
Lord  Harris,  637 ;  Mr. 
Churchill,  743,  744. 

Female    Suffrage,     Question     as     to 
Granting. 
Os.  Mr.  ChurchiU,  July  31,  735. 

Further  Papers,  Date  of  Tabling. 

Q.  Mr.  Lyttelton;  A.  Mr. 
Churchill,  Aug.  2,    1355. 

Inter-Colonial   Council,   Provision  for 
Dealing  with. 
Oa.  Earl  of  Elgin,  July  31,  620 ; 
Mr.    Churchill.    745;     Mr. 
Lyttleton,  761.  762. 

Legislative   Council,    proposals   as  to 
Nomination  of 
Os.  Earl  of  Es^lin.  July  31  620; 
Duke  of  Marlborough,  628. 

Lyttelton  Constitution,  Unworkable 
Nature  of.  Alleged. 

Os.  Mr.  ChurchiU,  July  31,  731 . 
732;    Mr.  Lyttelton,     754. 
«  755  ;  Mr.  Molteno,  789. 

Magisterial  Districts  to  be  Divided  into 
Single-Member  Constituencies. 
0>*.  Earl  of  Elgin.  July  3L  616, 
617;  Duke  of  Marlborough, 
628  ;  Lord  Courtnev.  642  ; 
Ml.  Churchill.  735-737  ; 
Mr.  Lyttleton,  761. 

Manhood  Suffrage  for  all  Males  over 
Twenty-one  (Exclusive  of  Britisk 
Garrison)  who  have  Resided  in  the 
Transvaal  for  Six  Months. 

Os.  Earl  of  Elgin.  July  31,  616 ; 
Duke  of  Marlborough,  629, 
630;  Lord  Sandhurst,  634  ; 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne, 
660,  661  ;  Marquees  of 
Ripon,  664  ;  Mr.  Churchill, 
736;  Mr.  Lyttelton,  760; 
Mr.  J.  R.  Macdonald.  796 ; 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  790,  800. 

Munitions  of  War.  Restrictions  on 
Importation  of. 

Q.  Sir  H.  Vincent:  A.  Mr. 
ChurchiU,  Aug.  2,  1355. 

Papers   Relating  to.   Delay   in    Pub- 
lishing. 
Os.  Earl  of  Elgin,  July  31,  613. 

Payment  of  Members,  Proposala  as  to. 
Os.  Earl  of  Elgin,  July  31,  621 ; 
Mr.  ChurchiU,  743. 

Proportional  Representation,  Advan- 
tageft  of. 

Os.  Lord  Couitney,  July  31, 
642-646 ;  Viscount  Mibier. 
646-648 ;  Mr.  Chuivhin, 
736 
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Self  Government  for-- eont. 

Representation  to  be  given  on  a  Voters' 
Basis. 
08.  Eail  of  Elgin,  Julif  31,  616, 
617;  Buke  of  Marlborough. 
628  ;  Lord  Courtney,  644  ; 
Viscount  Mibier,  650,  651  ; 
Mr.  ChurchiU,  733, 734  ;  Mr. 
J.  B.  Macdonald,  797. 

Second  Elective  Chamber,  Proposals  as 
to  Establishment  of. 
Os.  Earl  of  Elgin,  July  31,  621 
Duke  of  Marlborough,  628 
Lord  Sandhurst,  633,  634 
Lord  Courtney,  645,  646 
Viscount  Milner,  652  ;  Mar 
quess  of  Lansdowne,  660 
Mr.    ChurohUl,    745,    746 
Mr.  Lyttelton,  762  ;  Sir  C 
DiJke,  768, 769  ;  Mr.  Wedg 
wood.  786,  787. 
Q.    Mr.  Gibbs  ;  ^.  Mr.ChurchiU, 
Aug.  2,  1349. 

Speaker  to  be  a  Paid  Officer,  and  to 
Vacate  his  Seat  on  Election. 
0«.  Earl  of  Elgin,  July  31,  619, 
620;     Marquess   of   Lans- 
downe, 660;  Mr.  Churchill, 
7^3, 

StaUments  (Earl  of  Elgin),  July  31, 
611-625  (Mr.  Churchill),  729-753. 

War  Contribution  Loan,  Liquidation  of, 
propolis  as  to. 
Os.     Earl  of  Elgin,  July  31,  622; 
Mr.    Churchill,   751,    752;   Mr. 
Lyttelton,  763,   764. 

Trawling 

Gunboat    for  Protection  of  Grounds,  pro- 
posed. 

08,  Mr.  Power,  Aug.  2,  1445,  1446  ; 
Bdr.  Bryce,  1449;  Mr.  Morton, 
1456. 

Treasury 

F%r8t  Zofrf— Rt.  Hon.  Sir  H.  Campbell 
Bannerman 

Vote  for,  July  31,  813 ;  Aug.  1,  1071. 

Treasury  Chest  Fond 

Vote  for,  July  31,  830 ;  Aug.  1,  1073. 

Tripoli 

Frontier,  Delimitation  of,  proposed. 
Q.      Mr.    J.    M.    RobertAon;     A.    Sir 
E.  Grey,  Aug.  2,  1353. 

Tmro  Gas  Bill 

/.  Commons'  Amendts.  Ccn.^  July  27,  2. 
/.  Royal  Asaent,  Aug,  4,  1792. 

Trustee  Savings  Banks 

Accounts  1904-5— Return  Presented,  July 
27,  60. 
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Police  Barracks,  New,  Decision  as  to. 

Q.  Mr.  Hazleton;  A.  Mr.  Bryce, 
Jvly  30,  438. 

Tuberculosis 

Royal  Commission  Report,  Date  of  Issuing, 
etc. 

Q.  Mr.  Field;  A,  Mr.  Burns, 
Aug.  1,  1036. 

Tuke,  Sir  J.  B.  [Edinburgh  and  St.  Andrews 
Universities] 

National  Galleries  of  Scotland  Bill,  2e., 
July  28,  230. 

Tullamore 

Telegraph  Service  to   Killeigh,  Proposals 
as  to. 
Q.    Mx.  Delany;  A.    Mr.  Buxton, 
July  31,  67a 

Turkey 

Baghdad  Railway,  «ee  that  iUU, 

Customs  Duties  on  British  Goods,  Liorease 
of  3  per  cent.— Conditions  to  be  Im- 
posed by  Great  Britain,  etc. 

08.  Mr.  Lynch,  Aug.  1,  1129- 
1132;  Sir  E.  Grey,  1132-1134, 
1136;  Mr.  Rees,  Aug.  2,  1418. 

Macedonia,  8ee  that  title. 

Mining  Law  Concessions  to  Gieat  Britain, 
Nature  of. 
08.    Mr.  I^mch,  Aug.  1,  1131. 

Tomour,  Lord  [Sussex,  Horsham] 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com.,  July  27,  187, 

188. 

Tweedmouth,    lori—FirM    Lord    of  au 

Admiralty 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  BiU,  2r., 
Aug.  2,  1232. 

Expenditure,  Reduction  of.  Necessity  for, 
and  Proposals  as  to,  July  30,  304,  305. 

Hague  Conference,  Proceedings  of  H.M. 
Government  with  regard  to,  July  30^ 
304,  305. 

House  of  Lords  Offices 

Report  of  Select  Committee,  Post- 
ponement of  Consideration  of, 
proposed,  Aug.  3,  1472,  1576. 

Rooms  proposed  to  be  given  over  to 
Commons,  Question  as  to,  Aug, 
3,   1472,   1576. 

Manoeuvres,  Results  of,  July  30,  304. 

yal  VolunteeiSy  Strength  of,  July  30, 
306. 
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Tweedmonth,  Lord--«on<. 

Reserye 

Fleet  Reserve,  Strength  of,  Jvly  30, 
306. 

Becommendations  of  CJommittee  on, 
Jvly  30,  306. 

Boyal  Naval,  New  System  of  Train- 
ing for,  July  30,  307. 

Shipbuilding 

Foreign  Programmes,  July  30, 302, 303. 

Programme  for  1907-8,  July  30,  299- 
306. 
»  Opportunity  for  Discussing,  July  27, 

4»  5. 

Strength,  Reduction  in,  fhroposals  as  to— 
Responsibility  of  Sea  Lords,  etc., 
July  30,  299-305»  316. 

Twiokenliam  and   Teddington   Eleotrio 
Supply  Bill 

I  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1791. 

Tyrone 

Parliamentary  Election  —  New  Member 
Sworn  for  East  Division,  Aug.  1, 1070. 

Uganda 

Government,  Seat  of — Removal  to  Kam- 
pala, proposed. 
Q.    Mr.    J.    C.    Wason;    A.    Mr. 
Churchill,  Aug,  3,  1686,  1687. 

tTnemployed 

Grant,  Proposals  for  Distributing. 

Q.      Mr.    Pickersgill;    A,    Mr.   Burns, 
Aug.  2,  1363. 

Manitoba  Harvest  Work,  Employment  on, 
proposed. 

Q,    Mr.  Fell ;    A.    Mr.  Bums,  Aug. 
2,  1362. 

TTnemployed  Workmen  Act,  1906 

Expenses — Vote  for,  July  31,  838,  Aug.  1, 
1074. 

United  States 

Trade  Report  Presented,  July  f^,  3. 

TTniversities  and  Colleges 

Vote  for,  July  31,  824  ;  Aug.  1, 1073. 

Vaccination 

Conscience  Clause,  Extending  to  Scotland, 
proposed. 

Qs,    Mr.  Weir;    As.    Mr.  Sinclair, 
July  31,  712. 

Exemption  Certificates 

See  also  Names  of  Places. 

Farrow,  3ir.  H.,  Case  of. 
Q.    Mr.  Seavems;    A.    Mr.  Glad- 
stone, July  27,  63. 

LegislativeProposals  for  Amendment  of  Act. 
Os.     Mr.    Morton,    Aug.   4,    1839,    Mr. 
GUdstone,  1840. 
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lights  on— Laws  made  by  County  and 
Borough  Councils — Return  Presented, 
Aug.  2, 1319. 

Yeneznela 

Surtax,  Contravention  of  Treaties  by- 
Proposals  i<x  Removal,  etc 

Q.     3lr.     Mitchell-Thomson ;        A. 
Mr.  Runoiman,  July  28,  213. 

Vemey,  Mr.  P.  W.  [Buckinghamshire,  N.] 
Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Cam.,  Aug.  3, 1643. 

Vincent,  Col  Sir  C.  E.  H.  [Sheffidd.  Central] 

Consols,  Decline  in — Losses  of  Savings 
Bank  Investors,  etc.,  July  31,  704. 

German  Gipsies,  Power  to  deal  wiUi,  under 
Aliens  Act,  eto.»  Aug.  2,  1356,  1357. 

Transvaal — New  Constitution,  Restrictions 
on  Importation  of  Munitions  of  War, 
Aug.  2,  1355. 

Volunteers 

Brigades,  Officers  Appointed  to  Command 
—Return  Presented,  Aug.  2,  1320. 

Vote  iac,  July  31,  841 ;  Aug.  1,  1074. 

Walker,  Mr.  H.  de  B.  (ILeioestenhire,  Melton] 

Crown  Agents  for  the  Colonies,  Administra- 
tion  Work  and  Organisation  of  Offices 
of,  July  31,  700. 

Wallace  Collection 

Vote  for,  July  31,  823  ;    Aug.  1,  1073. 

Wallasey  Tramways  and  Lnprorenients 
Bill 

/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug.  4, 1792. 

Walney 

light  Duties  Accounts  (1903-6)->Rettim 
Presented,  Aug.  2,  1320. 

Walrond,  Mr.  L.  [Devon,  Tiverton] 

Cape  Colony — Import  Dutv  on  Catalogues 
and  Price  Lists,  Aug.  2,  1365. 

Walton,  Mr.  J.  [Yorkshire,  W.R.,  Bamdey] 

China. 

Customs,  Changes  in  Administration 
of,  Aug.  2,  1420,  1421,  1423. 

Foreign  Trade  of.  Delay  in  Publication 
of  Blue-book  as  to,  Aug.  2,  1420. 

Inland  Navigation,  Progress  of  Neco- 
tiations  as  to,  Aug.  2,  1423,   14x4. 

Mackay  Treaty,  Failure  of  China  to 
give  Effect  to,  Aug.  2, 1422. 

Railways,    Position    of  British   Con- 
sessionaires,  Aug.  2,  1424.  1426. 

Uniform  National  Coinage,  Delay  in 
Establishing,  Aug.  2,  1423. 


Tol.  162.] 


Walton,  Mr. 3—eont 

Ooii8olid*ted  Fund  (Appropriation)  Bill,  2b. 
Auif.  2,  1420. 

Manchoria,  British  Trade  with,  Bestriotions 
Imposed  on,  Aug,  2,  1421,  1422. 

Walton,  Sir  J.  L.  AUomey-Oemral  [Leeds,  S.] 

Adoock,  Rex  v.  Case  of — Result  of  Trial, 
etc.,  July  30, 47  L 

Torquay  Election — Procedure  in  Prosecu- 
ting Mr.  Bladder  for  Corrupt  Practices, 
Aug,  2,  1333. 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com,,  July  27, 128, 134, 
140-142,  147,  148,  160,  156,  161,  162v 
167,  170,  171,  174,  175,  187,  190, 
196,  198,  Aug,  3,  1608,  1609,  1611. 
1613,  1616,  1617,  1620,  1625,  1631. 
1636,  1640,  1642,  1644,  1645,  1646, 
1649,  1656,  1658,  1664,  1667,  1675, 
1677,  1684,  1685,  1686,  1690-1692, 
1697,  1698,  1707.  1722,  1729-1732, 
1749,  1752,  1753,  1778-1780, 1783. 

War  Offloe 

Secretary  of  Stale— BX,  Hon.  R.  B.  Haldane. 

Parliamentary  Under-Secretary  —  garl  of 
Portsmouth. 

Financial  Secretary— ^t,  T.  R.  Buchanan. 

Civil  Service  Clerks,  Cases  of— Inquiry  as  to 
Accuracy  of  Files  Nos.  74,705  and 
74,706  proposed. 

Q,    Mr.    Flavin;    A.  Mr.     Haldane, 
Aug,  4,  1799. 

Hay  Contracts — Specification  as  to  Source 
of  Supply. 
Q,  Sir  B.  Gurdon ;   A,  Mr.Haldane, 
Aug,  2,  1340,  1341. 

New  Buikling,  Date  of  Occupying. 

Q,    Mr.   C.    Hay;     A,    Mr.    Harcourt, 
July  28,  218. 

Vote  for,  July  31,  842  ;  Aug,  1,  1074. 

Ward,  Mr.  J.  [Btoke-onTrent] 

Cement  Imports  in  1905,  Regulations  as 
to  Trade  Marks,  etc.,  Aug,  4,  1795, 
1802. 

Kinder  Reservoir  Works,  Reason  for 
Stopping,,  ^u^.  4,  1803. 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank — Fraudulent 
Withdrawals  on  Demand,  Aug,  2, 1368. 

Shipbuilding,  Workmen  Employed  in  Con- 
fined Spaces,  Extra  Pay  given  to, 
Aug,  2,  1345. 

Trade  Disputes  Bill,  Com,,  July  27,  192 ; 
Aug.  3,  1658-1660,  1722,  1753,  1754, 
1780,  1781,  1785. 

Ward,  Mr.  W.  D.  [Southampton] 

Avon  and  Stour  Conservancy  Extension — 
Proposals  as  to  tabling  Report, 
Aug,  1,  1040 ;   Aug.  2,  1387. 
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Wamer,  Mr.  T-  C.  T.  [Stafford,  Litchfield] 


Navy 

Armoured     Cruisers,     Proposed    Sus- 

gension  of  Construction  of,  July  27, 
•5. 

Strength,  Two-Power  Standard,  pro- 
posals as  to  Maintaining,  July  27, 
93. 

Wason,  Mr.  J.  C.  [Orkney  and  Shetland] 

^miralty  Jam  Contracts  Provision  as  to 
good  Fruit,  etc.,  Aug,  3,  1603. 

Richmond  Park,  Motor  Speed  Regulations 
in,  July  31,  710 ;   Aug,  2,  1370. 

SmaU  Landholders  (Scotland)  Bill,  Intro., 
July  28,  271,  272. 

Uganda 

Removal  of  Seat  of  Government  to 
Kampala,  proposed,  Aug,  3,  1586. 

Water  Orders  Conflrmation  Bill 

e.  Rep,*  July  30,  402. 

Con,  and  3b.*  July  31,  669. 
I,  Commons*  Amend ts.  con.*  Aug,  1,  881. 

Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1791. 

Watford 

Inquiry  into  Grammar  School  Foundation, 
Decision   as   to   Need   for  Secondary 
School,  etc. 
Qa,  Mr.  Micklem ;  As,  Mr.  Birrell, 

July  30,  467,  468. 
Q.  Mr.    Biicklem ;     A,  Mr.    Bums, 
Aug,  3,  1592. 

Watford  Oas  Bill 

/.  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1791. 

Watford  and  Edgware  Bailway  Bill 

c  Lords*  Amend  ts.  t^m.*  July  31,  668. 
I,  Royal  Assent,  Aug,  4,  1793. 

Watt,  Mr.  H.  A.  [Glasgow,  College] 

Clyde,  Firth  of — Right  over  and  Manage- 
ment of  Foreshore,  July  31,  682. 

Local  Government  Board  —  Members* 
Names,  Conditions  of  Appointment, 
etc.,  Aug,  2,  1323. 

Street  Betting  Bill,  Com.,  Aug,  1,  1152.   * 

Ways  and  Means 

Grant  out  of  Consolidated  Fund  towards 
making  good  Supply,  Com,*  July  31, 
850 ;    Hep,*  Aug.  1,  1137. 

Wedgwood,     Mr.    J.  C.    [Newcastle-under- 
Lyme] 

Children  who  live  (or  whose  Mothers  live) 
in  Non-inspected  Semi-charitable  In- 
stitutions, Mortality  among,  July  31, 
706. 

Rescue  Homes,  Non-inspected,  Numbers  of 
Girls  sent  to — Jurisdiction  of  Home 
Office,  etc.,  July  31,  706. 

Transvaal — Self -Government  for.  Terms  of 
new  Constitution,  July   31,  784-788« 


